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1.1

1.2

and by the following Associate Member of IMO:

1.3

GENERAL

COMSAR 13/14

The Sub-Committee on Radiocommunications and Search and Rescue held its
thirteenth session from 19 to 23 January 2009 under the Chairmanship of Mr. C. Salgado (Chile).

The session was attended by delegations from the following countries:

ALGERIA

ANGOLA

ARGENTINA

AUSTRALIA

BAHAMAS

BELGIUM

BRAZIL

BULGARIA

CANADA

CHILE

CHINA

COLOMBIA

COTE D’IVOIRE

CROATIA

CYPRUS

DEMOCRATIC PEOPLE’S
REPUBLIC OF KOREA

DENMARK

DOMINICAN REPUBLIC

ECUADOR

EGYPT

ESTONIA

FINLAND

FRANCE

GERMANY

GHANA

GREECE

INDONESIA

IRAN (ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF)

IRELAND

ISRAEL

ITALY

JAPAN

KENYA

LATVIA

HONG KONG, China

LIBERIA

MALAYSIA

MALTA

MARSHALL ISLANDS

MEXICO

MOROCCO

NETHERLANDS

NEW ZEALAND

NIGERIA

NORWAY

PANAMA

PAPUA NEW GUINEA

PERU

PHILIPPINES

POLAND

PORTUGAL

REPUBLIC OF KOREA

ROMANIA

RUSSIAN FEDERATION

SAUDI ARABIA

SINGAPORE

SOUTH AFRICA

SPAIN

SWEDEN

TUNISIA

TURKEY

TUVALU

UKRAINE

UNITED KINGDOM

UNITED STATES

URUGUAY

VANUATU

VENEZUELA (BOLIVARIAN
REPUBLIC OF)

The following United Nations specialized agencies were also represented:

INTERNATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATION UNION (ITU)
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WORLD METEOROLOGICAL ORGANIZATION (WMO)

1.4 The session was also attended by observers from the following intergovernmental
organizations:

INTERNATIONAL HYDROGRAPHIC ORGANIZATION (IHO)

EUROPEAN COMMISSION (EC)

MARITIME ORGANIZATION FOR WEST AND CENTRAL AFRICA (MOWCA)

LEAGUE OF ARAB STATES

INTERNATIONAL COSPAS-SARSAT PROGRAMME AGREEMENT
(COSPAS-SARSAT)

INTERNATIONAL MOBILE SATELLITE ORGANIZATION (IMSO)

EUROPEAN CONFERENCE OF POSTAL AND TELECOMMUNICATIONS
ADMINISTRATIONS (CEPT)

and by observers from the following non-governmental organizations in consultative status:

INTERNATIONAL CHAMBER OF SHIPPING (ICS)

INTERNATIONAL ELECTROTECHNICAL COMMISSION (IEC)

INTERNATIONAL TRANSPORT WORKERS’ FEDERATION (ITF)

INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF MARINE AIDS TO NAVIGATION AND
LIGHTHOUSE AUTHORITIES (IALA)

INTERNATIONAL RADIO-MARITIME COMMITTEE (CIRM)

INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF CLASSIFICATION SOCIETIES (IACS)

OIL COMPANIES INTERNATIONAL MARINE FORUM (OCIMF)

INTERNATIONAL MARITIME PILOTS’ ASSOCIATION (IMPA)

INTERNATIONAL FEDERATION OF SHIPMASTERS’ ASSOCIATIONS (IFSMA)

INTERNATIONAL MARITIME RESCUE FEDERATION (IMRF)

CRUISE LINES INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION (CLIA)

INTERNATIONAL SHIP MANAGERS’ ASSOCIATION (INTERMANAGER)

INTERNATIONAL SAILING FEDERATION (ISAF)

Secretary-General’s opening address

1.5 The Secretary-General welcomed participants and delivered his opening address. The full
text of the opening address is reproduced in document COMSAR 13/INF.8.

Chairman’s remarks

1.6 Inresponding, the Chairman thanked the Secretary-General for his words of guidance and
encouragement and assured the Secretary-General that his advice and requests would be given
every consideration in the deliberations of the Sub-Committee and its working groups.

1.7 The Indonesian delegation, on behalf of the Government of the Republic of Indonesia,
conveyed the sincere appreciation of their Government for the expressions of condolences and
support, which the Chairman, the Secretary-General and various delegations had extended in
relation to the tragic accident of M.V. Teratai Prima. The delegation of Indonesia informed the
Sub-Committee that authorities in Indonesia had conducted search and rescue operations around
the clock to look for survivors and minimize the loss of life and were taking all necessary
measures to improve the safety standards of its ferries. As an archipelagic country, sea transport
was an essential means of transport for the people of Indonesia. With the assistance of IMO,
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Indonesia had conducted seminars and workshops in its efforts to solve problems related to ferry
operation and to enhance safety. As a Member of IMO, Indonesia had always given very serious
attention to efforts to enhance maritime safety and the protection of environment, particularly in
the region.

Adoption of the agenda and related matters

1.8  The Sub-Committee adopted the agenda (COMSAR 13/1), and agreed, in general, that the
work of the Sub-Committee should be guided by the annotations to the provisional agenda and
timetable (COMSAR 13/1/1), as amended. The agenda of the session with the list of documents
submitted under each agenda item for consideration, is set out in document COMSAR 13/INF.9.

2 DECISIONS OF OTHER IMO BODIES

2.1 The Sub-Committee noted the decisions and comments pertaining to its work made by
MSC 84, NAV 54 and MSC 85, as reported in documents COMSAR 13/2 and COMSAR 13/2/1
and took them into account in its deliberations under the relevant agenda items.

2.2 The Sub-Committee also noted the relevant decisions of FAL 35, which took place in the
previous week and had been reported orally by the Secretariat under agenda item 10.

Review of the Guidelines on the organization and method of work of the MSC and the
MEPC and their subsidiary bodies

2.3 The Sub-Committee recalled that MSC 83, when considering the Guidelines on the
organization and method of work of the MSC and the MEPC and their subsidiary bodies, had
agreed that the Guidelines should be strictly adhered to, but, having recognized that, at the same
time, flexibility was needed in certain circumstances, agreed that:

1 intersessional working groups and technical groups should not be held at the same
time as Committee or sub-committee meetings; and

2 splinter groups of a working group, if established, should meet outside normal
working hours.

24  The Sub-Committee also recalled that MSC 83 had agreed to extend the deadline for
submission of bulky information documents from 13 weeks to 9 weeks if they were submitted in
electronic format and to amend the Committees’ Guidelines accordingly.

2.5 The Sub-Committee noted that MSC 84 had noted that MEPC 57 had concurred with the
decisions of MSC 83 and had approved the corresponding draft amendments (MSC 84/21, annex)
and had requested the Secretariat to prepare and circulate the revised Committees’ Guidelines by
means of MSC-MEPC.1/Circ.2, which incorporated the approved amendments and superseded
the existing Guidelines.

2.6 The Sub-Committee further noted that the agenda management procedure specified in
paragraphs 3.13 to 3.25 of the Committee’s revised guidelines should be strictly adhered to and
that this would reduce the need for various groups at a meeting as well as intersessional
meetings, so that the agendas of all the Sub-Committees were manageable.
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3 GLOBAL MARITIME DISTRESS AND SAFETY SYSTEM (GMDSS)
MATTERS RELATING TO THE GMDSS MASTER PLAN

3.1 The Sub-Committee noted document COMSAR 13/3 (Secretariat) advising that,
in accordance with its instructions and using information provided by Member Governments
after April 2008, the Secretariat had issued GMDSS/Circ.10 on 22 July 2008 to amend
GMDSS/Circ.9 (GMDSS Master Plan). Member Governments providing information after
COMSAR 12, which was included in GMDSS/Circ.10, were: France, Norway and South Africa.

3.2  The Sub-Committee also noted that, since issuing GMDSS/Circ.10, up to the time of
issuing document COMSAR 13/3, the Secretariat had received updated information from
Australia, Greece, Singapore and South Africa.

3.3 The Sub-Committee further noted that, since issuing this document COMSAR 13/3, the
Secretariat had received updates from Angola and Poland. The Secretariat was planning to issue
GMDSS/Circ.11 in March 2009, after completion of the thirteenth session of the Sub-Committee.

3.4  Noting the above information, the Sub-Committee once again requested Member
Governments to check their national data in GMDSS/Circ.10 and document COMSAR 13/3 for
accuracy, and provide the Secretariat with any necessary amendments, as soon as possible, and to
respond to MSC/Circ.684, if they had not already done so.

OPERATIONAL AND TECHNICAL COORDINATION PROVISIONS OF MARITIME SAFETY
INFORMATION (MSI) SERVICES, INCLUDING REVIEW OF THE RELATED DOCUMENTS

3.5 The Sub-Committee noted that MSC 85 had approved:

A the amendments to resolution A.705(17) on the Promulgation of Maritime Safety
Information, for dissemination by means of MSC.1/Circ.1287; and

2 the amendments to resolution A.706(17), as amended on the IMO/IHO
World-Wide Navigational Warning Service, for dissemination by means of
MSC.1/Circ.1288,

and decided that the adopted amendments should enter into force on 1 January 2010.

Activities undertaken by the Commission on the Promulgation of Radio Navigational
Warnings (CPRNW) and the NAVTEX Coordinating Panel

3.6 In considering document COMSAR 13/3/3 (IHO), the Sub-Committee noted with
appreciation the outcome of the tenth session of the IHO Commission on the Promulgation of
Radio Navigational Warnings (CPRNW) which was held from 25 to 29 August 2008.

3.7  The Sub-Committee noted the information provided by the delegation of the Islamic
Republic of Iran on its intention of, and readiness for, being appointed as coordinator for the
proposed Sub-area III for the Caspian Sea. The delegation stated that it had considered the
matter very closely with all the national parties involved and had nominated themselves for
coordinating this proposed Sub-area. To this end, the delegation of the Islamic Republic of Iran
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had submitted to CPRNW 10, officially through Spain as NAVAREA III Coordinator, the
specific details of their capabilities, resources and infrastructures in the mentioned area.

3.8 The Sub-Committee also noted that the Chairman of the International NAVTEX
Coordinating Panel, Cdr. Steve Godsiff, had retired last September and that the members of the
Panel had unanimously endorsed Cdr. Tim Sewell as its new chairman. The Sub-Committee
congratulated Mr. Sewell on his appointment and wished him all the best with this new
assignment. The Sub-Committee invited the new Chairman of the NAVTEX Coordinating Panel
to convey to Cdr. Steve Godsiff the sincere thanks and appreciation of the Sub-Committee for all
the work done over the last ten years.

3.9  The Sub-Committee further noted the report of the Chairman, International NAVTEX
Coordinating Panel (COMSAR 13/3/5), summarizing the current issues being addressed by the
Panel and its activities since COMSAR 12.

Review of the Joint IMO-IHO-WMO Manual on Maritime Safety Information

3.10 The Sub-Committee briefly considered documents COMSAR 13/3/1 and
COMSAR 13/3/1/Corr.1 (IHO and WMO), containing a revised edition of the Joint
IMO/IHO/WMO Manual on Maritime Safety Information.

3.11 The delegation of Chile, supported by several other delegations, proposed to have
Section 7 of the draft manual also translated into the Spanish language. The Sub-Committee
noted that it was of importance to present the information provided in section 7 in the French and
Spanish languages, to cover those cases where there was a lack of knowledge of the English
language, as well as for training purposes. It was further noted that section 7 provided extensive
guidance and examples on the structure and text to be used in navigational warnings. THO and
WMO had suggested that section 7 should not be translated into other languages, as this would
defeat the intention of ensuring greater uniformity by providing an extensive set of examples in
the language in which the broadcast should be made (COMSAR 13/3/1, paragraph 4).
The Sub-Committee also noted the view of France that section 7 of the draft manual needed to be
translated in the French language as well. Finally, the view of the Russian Federation was noted,
that section 7 should be translated in all official languages.

3.12 The Sub-Committee agreed that there was a need to translate the text of section 7 into
Spanish and French, as the Organization’s working languages, for inclusion in the publications in
these languages. The Sub-Committee further agreed that the message examples in the English
language should also be included in a separate annex to the publications in Spanish and French.
The Sub-Committee decided to refer documents COMSAR 13/3/1 and COMSAR 13/3/1/Corr.1
to the Technical Working Group for further consideration.

Promulgation of Arctic MSI services

3.13 The Sub-Committee recalled that COMSAR 12 had re-established the Joint
IMO/THO/WMO Correspondence Group on Arctic MSI services with the following terms of
reference:

taking into account the proposed amended resolutions A.705(17) and A.706(17),
including the relevant decisions of COMSAR 10, COMSAR 11 and COMSAR 12, the
Joint IMO/ITHO/WMO Correspondence Group on Arctic MSI Services should consider
and provide comments and recommendations relating to:
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1 the broadcast of MSI messages by each Arctic NAVAREA Coordinator/
METAREA Issuing Service as well as the international coordination and
monitoring of such messages;

2 the review of Inmarsat’s proposal with a view to identifying the preferred solution
for updating the Inmarsat System Definition Manual (SDM) as well as to establish
a timeline for updating the existing SafetyNET terminals to allow receipt of MSI
within the new NAVAREAs including the current coverage gaps elsewhere in the

world;
3 the determination of an implementation timeline for full Arctic MSI services; and
4 the determination of the training, assistance, and support necessary to achieve full

operational capability of Arctic MSI services as requested by the relevant
Administrations and Data Providers,

and submit its report to COMSAR 13.

3.14 The  Sub-Committee  briefly  considered  document = COMSAR 13/3/4
(Joint IMO/THO/WMO Correspondence Group) containing the report on the work of the
Correspondence Group on Arctic MSI Services, addressing the expansion of the World-Wide
Navigational Warning Service (WWNWS) into the Arctic waters and decided to refer the
detailed consideration of document COMSAR 13/3/4 to the Technical Working Group.

List of NAVAREA Coordinators

3.15 Having briefly considered document COMSAR 13/3/2 (IHO), concerning a draft
COMSAR circular containing a revised list of NAVAREA Coordinators, the Sub-Committee
decided to refer this document to the Technical Working Group.

ESTABLISHING THE TECHNICAL WORKING GROUP

3.16 The Sub-Committee instructed the Technical Working Group to consider documents
COMSAR 13/3/1, COMSAR 13/3/1/Corr.1, COMSAR 13/3/2 and COMSAR 13/3/4, taking into
account decisions of, and comments and proposals made in, Plenary and, in particular, to
consider:

1 the proposed revised edition of the Joint IMO/IHO/WMO Manual on Maritime
Safety  Information, given in documents COMSAR 13/3/1 and
COMSAR 13/3/1/Cor.1 and prepare an associated draft MSC circular for approval
by the Committee, at its eighty-sixth session;

2 the updated list of NAVAREA Coordinators given in document COMSAR 13/3/2
and finalize a draft COMSAR circular on the list of NAVAREA Coordinators;
and

3 the recommendations given in paragraph 9 of document COMSAR 13/3/4 of the
Correspondence Group on Arctic MSI Services, and provide relevant comments
and recommendations,

and report back to Plenary.
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Report of the Technical Working Group

3.17 Having received and considered the relevant part of the report of the Technical Working
Group (COMSAR 13/WP.3, section 3), the Sub-Committee approved it in general, and took
action as indicated hereunder.

Proposed revised edition of the Joint IMO/ITHO/WMO Manual on Maritime Safety
Information

3.18 The Sub-Committee agreed that the Preface to the Joint Manual should include the
following additional text: “Resolution A.706(17), as amended, on the World-Wide Navigational
Warning Service (MSC.1/Circ.1288) at section 5.3.1 requires that “All NAVAREA, Sub-Area
and coastal warnings shall be broadcast only in English in the International NAVTEX and
SafetyNET services”. Where this Manual had been produced in languages other than English,
then the message examples given in section 7 should also be provided in the English language in
an additional annex”.

3.19 The Sub-Committee approved the proposed revised edition of the Joint IMO/IHO/WMO
Manual on Maritime Safety Information, and the additional proposed amendments, set out in
annex 1, and instructed the Secretariat to prepare a draft MSC circular on the Revised Joint
IMO/IHO/WMO Manual on Maritime Safety Information (MSI), for consideration and approval
by the Committee, at its eighty-sixth session.

List of NAVAREA Coordinators

3.20 The Sub-Committee considered the updated list of NAVAREA Coordinators provided by
IHO (COMSAR 13/3/2) and approved COMSAR.1/Circ.44 on the list of NAVAREA
Coordinators with appropriate amendments. The Sub-Committee instructed the Secretariat to
circulate it, and invited the Committee to endorse this action.

Report of the Joint IMO/ITHO/WMO Correspondence Group on Arctic Maritime Safety
Information (MSI) Services

3.21 The Sub-Committee considered the report of the Joint IMO/IHO/WMO Correspondence
Group on Arctic MSI Services (CG) and:

1 noted the active participation, through national delegations, by members of
the CG and the continued coordination with IHO CPRNW throughout the work of
the CG;

2 endorsed the recommendation of the CG that outside the limits of Inmarsat and

NAVTEX coverage, HF NBDP was the most feasible means for
MSI dissemination;

3 endorsed the recommendation of the CG that HF dissemination plans identified

for the NAVAREASs should also be utilized for the dissemination of METAREA
information;
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endorsed the recommendation of the CG for dissemination of messages
by HF means, that when messages were also needed to be sent by SafetyNET, in
order to avoid any misunderstanding these should carry a statement in the form
that the “HF message xxx refers”;

endorsed the recommendation of the CG that the use of “rectangular addressing”
for providing Arctic MSI services via Inmarsat-C was the preferred solution until
the modification and inclusion of all Arctic NAVAREA/METAREA boundary
limits could be incorporated into the System Definition Manual (SDM);

endorsed the recommendation of the CG that there should be an overlap zone,
where possible, up to 300 NM between the Arctic NAVAREAs/METAREAs in
order to ensure that ships received relevant information prior to their arrival in that
NAVAREA/METAREA;

endorsed the recommendation of the CG for live testing of the Arctic
NAVAREA/METAREA operations to be in 2009 and 2010 time frame, with a
milestone goal of “Full Operational Status” being declared at COMSAR 15
in 2011; and

noted the active participation in providing assistance for training and technical
support to the new Arctic NAVAREA Coordinators and the METAREA Issuing
Services by the IHO CPRNW and the WMO respectively.

3.22  The Sub-Committee considered that it would be necessary to continue with the work of

the Joint IMO/

[HO/WMO Correspondence Group on Arctic MSI Services and re-established the

Correspondence Group with the following terms of reference under the coordination of THO :

1

monitor the testing of Arctic NAVAREAS/METAREAS including status,
infrastructure, monitoring of messages and relationships with information
providers (i.e. International Ice Patrol, METAREA Issuing Authorities, Search
and Rescue authorities, National administrations and other NAVAREA
Coordinators);

facilitate the coordination of transmissions on the NAVTEX frequencies
of 518 kHz, 490 kHz and 4209.5 kHz through the International NAVTEX
Coordinating Panel;

facilitate the coordination of transmissions of SafetyNET messages through the
International SafetyNET Panel, including identification of prospective Service
Providers;

Coordinator
Mr. Peter M.

Doherty

Chairman, IHO Promulgation of Radio Navigational Warnings Sub-Committee
Attn: PVM, Mail Stop D-44

4600 Sangamore Road

Bethesda, MD 20816-5003

United States
Office: (301
Fax: (301

) 227-7646
) 227-3731

E-mail: Peter.M.Doherty@nga.mil
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4 determine NAVAREA/METAREA overlap zone limits in the use of rectangular
area addressing for SafetyNET;

5 develop Arctic NAVAREA/METAREA/NAVTEX coverage diagram including
service areas and times of transmission;

.6 monitor Inmarsat’s progress on updating the System Definition Manual; and

7 monitor the status of training, assistance and support to achieve operational
capability of Arctic MSI services,

and submit its report to COMSAR 14.

REPORT OF THE 18TH SESSION OF THE BALTIC/BARENTS SEA REGIONAL CO-OPERATION ON
MATTERS RELATING TO THE COMSAR SUB-COMMITTEE (BBRC/COMSAR-18)

3.23  The Sub-Committee noted the information provided by Norway (COMSAR 13/INF.6)
containing the report on the outcome of the 18th session of the Baltic/Barents Sea Regional
Co-operation on matters relating to the COMSAR Sub-Committee (BBRC/COMSAR-18).

4 ITU MARITIME RADIOCOMMUNICATION MATTERS
RADIOCOMMUNICATION ITU-R STUDY GROUP 8 MATTERS
4.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that COMSAR 12 had:

1 approved a liaison statement to ITU-RWP 5B with regard to Recommendation
ITU-R M.493-12 in respect of DSC functionality. It reflected COMSAR 12’s
consideration that, in line with the current guidance in MSC/Circ.803, the
specification for Class D equipment should not include an excessive degree of
functionality that would be inappropriate for the intended use on non-SOLAS
vessels;

2 approved a liaison statement to ITU-RWP 5B on AIS safety-related broadcast
messages used for distress purposes, requesting that distress messages should not

be preconfigured;

3 approved a liaison statement to ITU-RWP 5B on an identifier for AIS Search and
Rescue Transmitter (AIS-SART); and

4 agreed to the re-establishment of the Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group to discuss
common areas of interest and prepare the IMO position paper for submission to
WRC-11.
4.2 The Sub-Committee noted that:

1 the meeting of the Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group was held at IMO Headquarters
from 10 to 12 June 2008;
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2 NAYV 54 had approved a liaison statement to ITU-R WP 5B on satellite detection
of AIS, informing WP 5B that further discussion in IMO was needed before any
guidance on this issue could be given; and

3 ITU-R WP 5B held its last meeting from 29 October to 7 November 2008.

Outcome of the fourth meeting of the Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group on Maritime
Radiocommunication Matters, 10 to 12 June 2008

4.3 In considering document COMSAR 13/4 (Secretariat), on the outcome of the
fourth meeting of the Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group on Maritime radiocommunication matters,
the Sub-Committee noted the information provided with regard to:

A the satellite detection of AIS messages (see also paragraphs 4.12 to 4.15);

2 the implementation of Resolution 355 (WRC-07) concerning the Maritime
Manual (see also paragraphs 4.34 and 4.81 to 4.83);

3 the proposed new “DSC Class H” of DSC (see also paragraphs 4.16 to 4.27); and
4 the analysis of the outcome (including the resolutions) of WRC-07.

4.4 The Sub-Committee endorsed the action taken by the Experts Group in providing
information to the relevant ITU-R Working Parties on non-controversial issues which needed to
be brought quickly to the attention of ITU.

4.5 The Sub-Committee decided to refer to its ITU Working Group:

1 the consideration of the information with regard to the issues of relevance to the
maritime services on the agenda of WRC-11; and

2 the further development of the Preliminary draft IMO position on WRC-11
agenda items concerning matters relating to maritime services.

Terms of Reference for the Technical Working Group

4.6  The Sub-Committee instructed the Technical Working Group, taking into account
decisions of, and comments and proposals made in, Plenary, to consider paragraph 6 and annex 3
of document COMSAR 13/4 and finalize the proposed amendments to the draft revised “flow
diagram on simplified operating guidance on initial distress calls”, and consider the proposed
change of the title to “Guidance on distress alerts”, and submit its report for consideration
at Plenary.

Report of the Working Group
4.7  In considering the relevant part of the Technical Working Group’s report

(COMSAR 13/WP.3, paragraphs 4.5 to 4.8), the Sub-Committee took action as indicated in the
ensuing paragraphs.
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4.8  The Sub-Committee agreed to the general format of the diagram and to use the title
“Guidance on distress alerts”. The following revisions were considered useful:

A remove text immediately under the title (DISTRESS button and voice calling on
radios/satellite installations);

2 remove first down arrow under the red button;

3 add the legend “use HANDSET for voice calling” next to the handset symbol;

4 align the sequence of OWN ID information with the spoken sequence and use
horizontal arrows to the “MAYDAY MAYDAY MAYDAY” yellow box for
clarity in place of the OWN ID box;

5 change “become” to “becomes” in legend below “PRESS RED BUTTON”; and

.6 change “usefull” to “useful” in “MAYDAY” yellow box.

4.9  The Sub-Committee approved the proposed amendments and instructed the Secretariat to
prepare a COMSAR circular on “Guidance on distress alerts” and circulate it as
COMSAR.1/Circ.45, as set out in annex 2. The Sub-Committee invited the Committee to
endorse this action.

Outcome of the meeting of ITU-R Working Party 5B, 29 October to 7 November 2008

4.10 In considering document COMSAR 13/4/5 (Secretariat), on the outcome of the last
meeting of ITU-R WP 5B, the Sub-Committee noted the information provided with regard to:

A AIS Search and Rescue Transmitter (AIS-SART) (see also paragraphs 4.30
to 4.33);

2 the proposed new “DSC Class H” of DSC (see also paragraphs 4.16 to 4.27);

3 AIS Safety-related Broadcast messages used for Distress purposes;

4 a Preliminary Draft Revision of Recommendation ITU-R M.1842 on
Characteristics of VHF radio system and equipment for the exchange of data and

electronic mail in the maritime mobile service appendix 18 channels;

.5 the implementation of Resolution 355 (WRC-07) concerning the Maritime
Manual (see also paragraphs 4.34 and 4.81 to 4.83);

.6 ITU-R Recommendations; and
i the valuable work done by the Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group.
4.11 The Sub-Committee decided to refer the information regarding the WRC-11 agenda

items, as given in paragraphs 13 to 20 of document COMSAR 13/4/5, to its ITU Working Group
for detailed consideration.

I\COMSAR\3\14.doc



COMSAR 13/14 -14 -

Satellite detection of AIS

4.12 Having noted the information provided in document COMSAR 13/4/5, the
Sub-Committee also noted document COMSAR 13/INF.5 (Secretariat), containing a liaison
statement from ITU-R WP 5B to IMO and IALA concerning Improved satellite detection of AIS.

4.13 The Sub-Committee further noted that MSC 85 had considered the issue of satellite
detection of AIS (COMSAR 13/2/1, annex, paragraphs 4.26 to 4.34). Views were expressed at
MSC 85 that:

A the concept was still at the development stage;

2 it should be investigated whether the issue could be included in the e-navigation
strategy,

3 there was a need to study the matter of the commercial use of the data received by
satellites;

4 it was an option for the enhancement of maritime safety and security;

5 AIS was not conceived for satellite detection and the technology was still in

its infancy;

.6 the possible future of AIS detection by satellite was not a replacement, but when
determined to be feasible, a supplement to LRIT; and

7 the matter should be dealt with by the Committee itself and that it was premature
at this stage to specify modifications to the shipborne AIS Class A equipment.

Finally, the Committee decided to postpone discussion of the issue to its next session and invited
interested delegations to submit relevant proposals for consideration under the agenda item
“Any other business” to MSC 86.

4.14 The Sub-Committee also noted that the issue of satellite detection of AIS was,
in principle, a matter for consideration by the NAV Sub-Committee. Several delegations were of
the view that, in relation to the development of the Preliminary draft IMO position on WRC-11
agenda items concerning matters relating to maritime services, the issue needed to be discussed
by this Sub-Committee as well. The Sub-Committee noted the view expressed by the delegation
of France that there was a need to discuss the possible need for additional channels for satellite
detection of AIS and which conditions should apply. The delegation stressed that this was
particularly important in view of the limited time available to contribute to studies in ITU-R,
as requested in Resolution 357 (WRC-07).

4.15 However, the majority of delegations were of the view that there was a need for a policy
decision from the Maritime Safety Committee first, before the matter could be further discussed
by the Sub-Committee. Therefore, the Sub-Committee decided to postpone any further
discussions on this issue, awaiting the outcome of MSC 86.
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Proposed new “DSC Class H” of DSC

4.16 Having briefly considered documents COMSAR 13/4/1 (Secretariat) containing a liaison
statement from ITU-R WP 5B to IMO and CIRM on a proposed new “DSC Class H” of DSC,
COMSAR 13/4/4 (United States) encouraging the Sub-Committee to reply affirmatively to ITU’s
liaison statement, COMSAR 13/4/9 (Canada) commenting on document COMSAR 13/4 and, in
particular on a proposed new “DSC Class H” of DSC and COMSAR 13/4/10 (United Kingdom)
commenting on document COMSAR 13/4/4, the Sub-Committee referred the matter to the
Technical Working Group for detailed consideration. It was further decided to invite the
SAR Working Group to provide the Technical Working Group with relevant advice from the
SAR point of view.

Terms of Reference for the SAR Working Group

4.17  The Sub-Committee instructed the SAR Working Group, taking into account decisions of,
and comments and proposals made in, Plenary, to consider the issue of a “Proposed new
“DSC Class H”” of DSC portable radio, using documents COMSAR 13/4/1, COMSAR 13/4/4,
COMSAR 13/4/9 and COMSAR 13/4/10 as a reference and provide the Technical Working
Group with relevant advice from the SAR point of view.

Report of the SAR Working Group

4.18 In considering the relevant part of the SAR Working Group’s report (COMSAR 13/WP.2,
paragraphs 3.1 to 3.4), the Sub-Committee noted the advice provided to the Technical
Working Group.

Terms of Reference for the Technical Working Group

4.19 The Sub-Committee instructed the Technical Working Group, taking into account
decisions of, and comments and proposals made in, Plenary, to consider documents
COMSAR 13/4/1, COMSAR 13/4/4, COMSAR 13/4/9 and COMSAR 13/4/10 on a “Proposed
new “DSC Class H”” and prepare a liaison statement to ITU and CIRM, taking into account the
advice provided by the SAR Working Group on this issue, and submit its report for consideration
at Plenary.

Report of the Technical Working Group

420 In considering the relevant part of the Technical Working Group’s report
(COMSAR 13/WP.3, paragraphs 4.9 to 4.20), the Sub-Committee took action as indicated in the
ensuing paragraphs.

421 The Sub-Committee noted that the Group had considered documents COMSAR 13/4/1,
COMSAR 13/4/4, COMSAR 13/4/9 and COMSAR 13/4/10, taking into consideration the advice
provided by the SAR Working Group, on the proposal for a new DSC handheld radio (termed
Class H) and was of the opinion that there was a clear need for a handheld VHF radio with an
appropriate range of DSC facilities for use on non-regulated vessels, usually operating within
visibility range of the coast. The intention was to provide a simple cost-effective VHF handheld
radio that would be able to:
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A initiate a distress alert via DSC and a distress call via radiotelephony;
2 provide the unit’s location by means of a built-in GNSS receiver; and
3 support voice communications with rescue services in an emergency.

The inclusion of accurate location information obtained from GNSS with distress calls was vital
to provide a rapid response to vessels in distress. The DSC alerting capability would also provide
a more reliable communication path than voice distress calls on VHF Channel 16.

4.22 These handheld radios would not duplicate the functions provided by VHF/DSC
communications equipment required under GMDSS compulsory carriage requirements but would
be compatible with GMDSS procedures. They would not be suitable for replacing a fixed
VHEF/DSC installation but might be considered as a possible future replacement for the
VHF portable two-way radiotelephone set specified for use on survival craft. The term “Class H”
could, however, be misleading because the type of equipment envisaged was not intended to be
an integral part of the GMDSS, rather it uses functionalities provided within the GMDSS.

4.23  The Sub-Committee noted that the Group had noted the concerns raised in Plenary, the
SAR Working Group and also referenced in documents COMSAR 13/4/1 and COMSAR 13/4/9,
about operational limitations, false alerts and operator competence.

4.24  The Sub-Committee also had concerns about how to avoid confusion when trying to
identify the source of distress alerts from handheld radios. These were likely to move around
with personnel to different vessels on a regular basis, rather than always being associated with a
specific vessel.

4.25 On balance and taking account of the fact that VHF radios with basic DSC facilities,
manufactured in accordance with RTCM standard SC101, were already in use, the
Sub-Committee was of the opinion that it would be beneficial to provide industry and standards
organizations with clear guidance on the performance capabilities needed to ensure that
SAR Services were able to respond to distress alerts promptly and efficiently.

426 The Sub-Committee accepted the case for a handheld VHF radio with certain
DSC facilities as described in paragraph 7 of document COMSAR 13/4/4 and was of the opinion
that the most important characteristics of such a radio were:

1 simple operational layout, minimizing accidental misuse;

2 GNSS position acquisition;

3 identification/registration of each individual unit to a named individual (as already
carried out for example by Australia and the United Kingdom); and

4 minimum number of options beyond the essential requirements.
4.27  The Sub-Committee approved a draft liaison statement to ITU-R WP 5B and CIRM, set

out at annex 3, and instructed the Secretariat to convey it to ITU and CIRM, and invited the
Committee to endorse this action.
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Excessive disturbance from DSC alarms

4.28 The Sub-Committee considered the information given in document COMSAR 13/4/9
(Canada) that increasing deployment of DSC capable VHF radios to replace
VHF radiotelephones can lead to a situation where multiple DSC sets on a small vessel will
sound an alarm upon receiving each DSC announcement of a safety message.

4.29 The Sub-Committee expressed sympathy with the reported predicament and invited
Member Governments and international organizations to submit further information on this issue,
together with means of solution, to future meetings of the Sub-Committee and other
appropriate fora.

AIS Search and Rescue Transmitters (AIS-SARTS)

430 The Sub-Committee briefly considered document COMSAR 13/4/6 (Secretariat),
containing a liaison statement from ITU-R WP 5B on AIS Search and Rescue Transmitters
(AIS-SARTS), and decided to refer the matter to the Technical Working Group, for detailed
consideration.

Terms of Reference for the Technical Working Group

431 The Sub-Committee instructed the Technical Working Group, taking into account
decisions of, and comments and proposals made in, Plenary, to consider document
COMSAR 13/4/6 on AIS Search and Rescue Transmitters (AIS-SARTSs) and prepare a liaison
statement to ITU, IALA, IEC TC80 and CIRM, and submit its report for consideration at
Plenary.

Report of the Technical Working Group

432 In considering the relevant part of the Technical Working Group’s report
(COMSAR 13/WP.3, paragraphs 4.1 to 4.4), the Sub-Committee took action as indicated in the
ensuing paragraphs.

4.33  The Sub-Committee approved a liaison statement to ITU-R WP 5B, IALA, IEC TC 80
and CIRM, as set out in annex 4 and instructed the Secretariat to convey it to ITU, IALA, IEC
and CIRM, and invited the Committee to endorse this action.

Implementation of Resolution 355 (WRC-07) concerning the Maritime Manual

4.34  The Sub-Committee briefly considered document COMSAR 13/4/7, containing a liaison
statement from ITU-R WP 5B with regard to the Implementation of Resolution 355 (WRC-07)
concerning the Maritime Manual, and decided to refer the matter to its ITU Working Group, for
detailed consideration.

ITU WORLD RADIOCOMMUNICATION CONFERENCE MATTERS
4.35 The Sub-Committee recalled that COMSAR 12 had approved a liaison statement to [HO
and ISO on ship and port security requirements for ITU’s World Radiocommunication

Conference 2011 (WRC-11), requesting specific background information on relevant procedural
and standardization aspects.
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4.36 The Sub-Committee noted document COMSAR 13/2/1, annex, paragraphs 4.18 to 4.25
(Secretariat), providing an overview of the information provided to MSC 85 concerning the issue
of Spectrum requirements and potential frequency bands suitable to support communication on
ship and port security and enhanced maritime safety systems, currently under discussion in the
context of the development of the Preliminary draft IMO position on WRC-11 Agenda item 1.10.
MSC 85 had noted that the information available was considered to be not comprehensive
enough and that the matter needed to be first discussed further at COMSAR 13 before it could be
considered by the Committee; and concluded by requesting interested delegations to submit
proposals to COMSAR 13 on this issue and relaxed the deadline for submissions, on this matter
only, to 19 December 2008.

4.37 The Sub-Committee briefly considered document COMSAR 13/4/2/Rev.1 (Secretariat),
containing a revised liaison statement from ITHO on Ship and port security requirements in
relation to the preparation of the IMO position on WRC-11 Agenda item 1.10, and decided to
refer the matter to its ITU Working Group, for detailed consideration.

4.38 The Sub-Committee also briefly considered document COMSAR 13/4/3 (Secretariat),
containing a liaison statement from ISO on radio spectrum requirements for radio frequency
identification devices (RFID) used on cargo containers to enhance ship and cargo identification,
tracking and surveillance for ship and port security purposes, in relation to the preparation of the
IMO position on WRC-11 Agenda item 1.10, and decided to refer the matter to its ITU Working
Group, for detailed consideration.

4.39 Having briefly considered document COMSAR 13/4/8 (United States), providing an
overview of the maritime issues related to WRC-11, Agenda item 1.10 and proposing a draft
IMO liaison statement to ITU-R WP 5B concerning the status of the two existing
AIS frequencies used for Safety of Navigation, inviting ITU to evaluate the appropriate
designation of the two AIS frequencies within the ITU Radio Regulations, the Sub-Committee
decided to refer the matter to its ITU Working Group, for detailed consideration.

440 The Sub-Committee also briefly considered documents COMSAR 13/4/11 (France),
containing information with regard to maritime issues related to WRC-11, Agenda item 1.10 and
COMSAR 13/4/12 (France), explaining how the agenda for a WRC is elaborated and also
providing the timetable requirement associated with WRC-11. The Sub-Committee noted the
view expressed by the delegation of the United Kingdom that, due to the limited time available,
there was a need for interested Member Governments to participate in the next meeting of the
Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group, to be held intersessionally. The Sub-Committee further decided
to refer documents COMSAR 13/4/11 and COMSAR 13/4/12 to its ITU Working Group for
detailed consideration.

ESTABLISHING THE ITU WORKING GROUP

441 The Sub-Committee instructed the ITU Working Group to consider documents
COMSAR 13/4, COMSAR 13/4/2/Rev.1, COMSAR 13/4/3, COMSAR 13/4/5, COMSAR 13/4/7,
COMSAR 13/4/8, COMSAR 13/4/11 and COMSAR 13/4/12, taking into account decisions of,
and comments and proposals made in, Plenary and, in particular, to consider:

A document COMSAR 13/4 and provide comments and recommendations with

regard to the issues of relevance to the maritime services on the agenda of
WRC-11;
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2 documents COMSAR 13/4, COMSAR 13/4/2/Rev.l, COMSAR 13/4/3,
COMSAR 13/4/5, COMSAR 13/4/8 and COMSAR 13/4/11 and further develop
the Preliminary draft IMO position on WRC-11 agenda items concerning matters
relating to maritime services, except the issue of satellite detection of AIS, which
was subject to a decision by MSC 86;

3 document COMSAR 13/4/7 with regard to the Implementation of Resolution 355
(WRC-07) concerning the Maritime Manual and provide comments and
recommendations and prepare a liaison statement to ITU-R WP 5B; and

4 the need for the continuation of the Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group, taking into
account document COMSAR 13/4/12 and, if so, prepare draft terms of reference
for this group (in consultation with the ITU Secretariat it has been agreed that a
meeting for the Experts Group be scheduled from 23 to 25 June 2009 at
IMO Headquarters),

and prepare a report for consideration by Plenary.
Report of the ITU Working Group

4.42 Having received and considered the report of the ITU Working Group
(COMSAR 13/WP.4), the Sub-Committee approved it, in general, and took action as indicated in
the ensuing paragraphs.

World Radiocommunication Conference 2011 (WRC-11)
General

4.43  The Sub-Committee noted the following comments and recommendations with regard to

the issues of relevance to the maritime services on the agenda of WRC-11, on issues of relevance
to IMO.

WRC-11 Agenda item 1.2

4.44  The Sub-Committee noted that this agenda item and the associated Resolution 951 were
directed towards providing for more flexibility in spectrum use by changing or adapting the
international spectrum management framework. The Sub-Committee noted that the Group had
agreed with the first Preliminary draft IMO position prepared by the Joint IMO/ITU Experts
Group on maritime radiocommunication matters.

WRC-11 Agenda item 1.3

4.45 The Sub-Committee noted that this agenda item was looking for spectrum requirements
for command and control and for the purposes of sense and avoidance of unmanned aircraft
systems (UAS).

4.46 The Sub-Committee appreciated the work done by ITU and supported this agenda item.
However, the Sub-Committee was of the opinion that allocation of frequencies should not have
any adverse impact on maritime distress and safety services. In addition, the Sub-Committee was
of the view that Administrations which were contemplating the use of UAS for maritime
purposes should inform IMO, as appropriate.
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WRC-11 Agenda item 1.5

4.47 The Sub-Committee noted that the use of radio equipment by services ancillary to
broadcasting (BAS), commonly described as electronic news gathering (ENG), operating
terrestrially in appropriate fixed and mobile service bands was an element in the coverage of
public events in all countries where the public interest was served by live news coverage of
breaking events, especially during disasters or potential disasters affecting public safety. There
was an increasing demand from the audiences for the quantity and quality of coverage of sound
and television ENG and for this reason a lot of spectrum was under consideration in order to
ensure worldwide harmonization, which could impact on maritime usage. The background
information of the agenda item was amended accordingly.

WRC-11 Agenda item 1.7

4.48 The Sub-Committee noted that the Group had agreed with the first Preliminary draft
IMO position prepared by the Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group on maritime radiocommunication
matters.

WRC-11 Agenda item 1.9

4.49 The Sub-Committee recalled the decision of COMSAR 12 that the frequencies currently
allocated for use by the GMDSS needed to be retained because IMO had no intention to
change the requirements for NBDP and DSC at this moment in time and these requirements
should be retained in Appendix 15. The Sub-Committee noted that the spectrum that would
have to remain dedicated to NBDP and DSC, in order to support the functional requirements of
distress communications and the promulgation of MSI, only amounted to a small fraction of the
Appendix 17 bands, the major portion of which would then become available for new digital
technologies for the maritime mobile service.

4.50 The Sub-Committee noted that WP 5B had prepared a Working document towards
Preliminary Draft Revision of Recommendation ITU-R M.1798 on Characteristics of HF radio
equipment for the exchange of digital data and electronic mail in the maritime mobile service.
WP 5B had further worked on the proposed text towards the draft CPM Report for WRC-11 on
this agenda item.

4.51 The Sub-Committee noted that the Group had agreed with the first Preliminary draft
IMO position prepared by the Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group on maritime radiocommunication
matters.

WRC-11 Agenda item 1.10

Matters related to AIS

4.52 The Sub-Committee concurred that the ITU Radio Regulations only recognized the
AIS-SART operation as having a safety function on the two AIS frequencies. For the other
usage the AIS frequencies were shared with the land mobile and aeronautical mobile services.

Regulatory studies were needed in order to re-evaluate the status of those frequencies taking into
account the AIS ship-to-ship collision avoidance function.
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4.53 The Sub-Committee approved a liaison statement to ITU WP 5B, as set out in annex 5,
concerning the non-status of the two existing AIS frequencies used for Safety of Navigation,
requesting ITU to evaluate the appropriate designation of the two AIS frequencies within the
ITU Radio Regulations. The Secretariat was instructed to convey it to ITU and the Committee
was invited to endorse this action. In addition, the preliminary IMO position on Agenda
item 1.10 was amended accordingly.

4.54 The Sub-Committee agreed that issues of AIS frequencies status needed to be considered
by the Sub-Committee on Safety of Navigation and invited the Committee to instruct the
NAYV Sub-Committee to consider issues related to the status of the current AIS frequencies and
advise COMSAR 14 accordingly.

Matters related to security communications and the broadcast of security information to
and from ships

4.55 The Sub-Committee noted that Article 33 of the Radio Regulations (RR) described the
operational procedures for maritime urgency and safety communications, including the
transmission of maritime safety information. Security communications and transmissions of
maritime security information were not explicitly treated in the RR but these types of
transmissions would likely fall under Article 33. Since it could be argued that security related to
the movements and needs of ships and since certain security information might be classified as
urgent, most transmissions might already meet the requirements of Article 33 and might be made
over GMDSS systems. Clarifications to Article 33 might be necessary.

4.56 The Sub-Committee also noted in this respect that the Group had amended the
preliminary IMO position on Agenda item 1.10 accordingly.

Spectrum requirements for identification and security of cargo containers entering and
leaving international ports and ships

4.57 The Sub-Committee noted that with the large and increasing numbers of cargo containers
entering and leaving international ports, there was a growing need to identify and maintain the
security of these containers from port of origin to port of destination. This required technology
using radio spectrum consistently available and protected in any port accepting cargo containers
in any country. ISO TC104 was developing standards for RFID devices used on cargo containers
for this purpose, but other spectrum-dependent technology, such as mesh networks, was also
being developed, which might help meet this need. ISO (COMSAR 13/4/3) believed that one of
the reasons that freight container tracking had been slow to adopt RFID technologies was the
lack of a common frequency band that could be used economically on a worldwide basis.
The allocation of spectrum in ports necessary for the identification and security of cargo
containers might improve the effectiveness and international interoperability of such systems,
without causing interference to other uses of that spectrum outside of ports. Additional studies
might be required to assess the current and future RFID technology for cargo container systems.

4.58 The Sub-Committee also noted the views of the delegation of China, that more
information and data were still needed to demonstrate the necessity and compelling need for the
allocation of additional spectrum.

459 In view of the above, the Sub-Committee agreed to seek guidance from the

Sub-Committee on Dangerous Goods, Solid Cargoes and Containers on the issue of tracking and
identification of cargo containers and invited the Committee to instruct the DSC Sub-Committee
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to consider the issue of tracking and identification of cargo containers and advise COMSAR 14
accordingly. Member Governments were also invited to submit relevant proposals on the issue
to the proposed next meeting of the Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group in June 2009 and
COMSAR 14.

Modernization of shipboard and port safety and security communication systems including
e-navigation

4.60 The Sub-Committee recalled that both the COMSAR and the NAV Sub-Committees were
reviewing technology which might require amendments to the Radio Regulations and possibly new
allocations of spectrum. For example, COMSAR 12 was in favour of leaving options for the
development of VHF radios systems and technology open for further discussions including, but
not limited to, retention of VHF voice communications, possibly using 12.5 kHz channel
spacing; narrow band digital voice and data communication using 6.25 kHz channel spacing; and
broadband data communications using two or more 25 kHz adjacent channels, using digital data
technologies in infrastructure mode or in direct mode. The 100 and 1200 baud data limitations
of 518 kHz NAVTEX and Inmarsat-C SafetyNET, respectively, had long been a complaint by
certain users and providers of maritime safety information, and were likely inadequate for the
evolving need for graphical navigation as well as increasing needs for meteorological, search and
rescue and security information, particularly information intended for presentation on integrated
shipboard navigational display systems.

4.61  With regard to modernization of the VHF shipborne equipment, the Sub-Committee noted
that the Group was of the view that the key elements outlined in the report of COMSAR 12
(COMSAR 12/15, paragraph 4.26) were of interest and needed to be further studied and
developed in the future.

4.62 The Sub-Committee also noted in this respect that the Group had amended the
preliminary IMO position on Agenda item 1.10 accordingly.

4.63  The Sub-Committee endorsed the view of IHO (COMSAR 13/4/2/Rev.1) that there might
be a requirement for additional spectrum to be allocated for broadcasting of more than changes to
port security levels in major ports and coastal waters. The Sub-Committee agreed that the
band 495-505 kHz could be of interest to IMO for this purpose.

4.64  With respect to e-navigation, the Sub-Committee agreed to request the NAV Sub-Committee
to consider this issue of future spectrum requirement and invited the Committee to instruct the
NAV Sub-Committee to consider future spectrum requirement with respect to e-navigation and
advise COMSAR 14 accordingly.

WRC-11 Agenda item 1.14

4.65 The Sub-Committee noted that not only the distress frequencies, its guard bands and the
frequencies in use for AIS needed to be protected, but that all VHF frequencies in use by the
maritime services needed protection against the use of the VHF band by the radiolocation
service. A lot of interference had been caused by radars operating in the VHF band and WP 5B
had been invited to study the technical characteristics in order to protect the maritime services.

4.66 The Sub-Committee also noted that the Group had agreed with the first Preliminary draft

IMO position prepared by the Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group on maritime radiocommunication
matters.
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WRC-11 Agenda item 1.15

4.67 The Sub-Committee noted that a liaison statement had been sent to Working Parties 5A,
7D, 6A, 5C and 7B, stating that WP 5B intended to conduct sharing analyses between
radiolocation service applications (between 3 and 50 MHz to support HF oceanographic radar
operations of sea states and wave conditions) and incumbent services in the bands identified to be
suitable for the operation of high-frequency oceanographic radar systems and that it would take
into account the characteristics of incumbent services and would keep the other Working Parties
informed of the results.

4.68 The Sub-Committee also noted that the Group had agreed with the first Preliminary draft
IMO position prepared by the Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group on maritime radiocommunication
matters.

WRC-11 Agenda item 1.17

4.69 The Sub-Committee noted that the Group had agreed with the first Preliminary draft
IMO position prepared by the Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group on maritime radiocommunication
matters.

WRC-11 Agenda item 1.18

4.70  The Sub-Committee noted that the Group had agreed with the first Preliminary draft
IMO position prepared by the Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group on maritime radiocommunication
matters.

WRC-11 Agenda items 1.19 and 1.22
4.71  The Sub-Committee noted that Agenda items 1.19 and 1.22 were very closely related.

472 The Sub-Committee also noted that WP 5B had sent a liaison statement to WP 1A
regarding information on short-range devices required for WRC-11, Agenda item 1.22, which
referred to the conclusion of a study conducted in ITU-R TG 1/8 (SM.2057) that, without
constraints, those short-range devices had the potential to cause harmful interference to the
maritime mobile service including the Global Maritime Distress and Safety System (GMDSS),
aeronautical mobile services and radio determination services.

4.73  The Sub-Committee further noted the draft IMO position regarding Agenda item 1.19 and
also noted that the Group could not agree on a draft IMO position for Agenda item 1.22.

WRC-11 Agenda item 1.23

4.74 The Sub-Committee recalled that, at COMSAR 12, it had considered the proposal by
IFSMA to preserve the heritage of the important frequency 500 kHz, and that it was considered
that this frequency could be better used in future. The Sub-Committee had also considered it
necessary to be very careful not to lose access to this very important frequency band, currently
controlled in the maritime environment.
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4.75 The Sub-Committee noted that WP 5B had sent a liaison statement to WP 5A on studies
related to WRC-11 Agenda item 1.23 stating that, prior to identification of preferred frequency
bands for secondary amateur allocations in the 415-526.5 kHz bands, the maritime service must
first consider existing and future requirements for ship and port safety spectrum in existing
maritime spectrum to solve Agenda item 1.10. It was also noted that the band was also under
study for the provision of future systems for enhancing of safety of navigation at sea
(e-navigation applications).

WRC-11 Agenda items 2 and 4

4.76  The Sub-Committee agreed that with respect to the initial list of Resolutions and
Recommendations of relevance developed by the Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group
(COMSAR 13/4, annex 5 (annexes 1 and 2)) there was no need to amend these annexes.

WRC-11 Agenda item 8.2

4.77  The Sub-Committee noted that Agenda item 8.2 was the development of the preliminary
agenda for the next WRC in 2015. If IMO identified the need for new WRC agenda item(s), the
Organization would have to ensure that clearly-defined proposals for the inclusion of agenda
item(s) for WRC-15 were finalized in time for COMSAR 15 in 2011. Member Governments
needed to be informed in time to include these proposals in their submissions to WRC-11.

4.78 The Sub-Committee further noted that there was a need to inform, directly after
COMSAR 14 (March 2010), ITU-R Working Party 5B on the status of the IMO position
regarding WRC-11. This would enable WP 5B to include relevant text into the draft CPM report,
to be finalized by WP 5B in May 2010. Therefore, the Sub-Committee agreed to invite the
Committee to authorize the Secretariat to forward the draft IMO position, directly after
COMSAR 14 and prior to approval by MSC 87, to ITU-R Working Party 5B in order to inform
ITU in time on the status of the IMO position regarding WRC-11.

4.79  The detailed preliminary draft IMO position relating to WRC-11, Agenda items 1.2, 1.3,
1.5,1.7,19,1.10, 1.15, 1.17, 1.18, 1.19, 1.22, 1.23, 2, 4 and 8.2 are set out in annex 6.

4.80 The Sub-Committee encouraged Member Governments to submit relevant proposals to
the proposed next meeting of the Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group meeting in June 2009. Taking
into account that COMSAR 14 needed to finalize the draft IMO position, the Sub-Committee
considered the next meeting of the Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group to be of utmost importance for
the further development of the draft IMO position.

Implementation of Resolution 355 (WRC-07) concerning the Maritime Manual

4.81 The Sub-Committee noted that ITU-R WP 5B had been considering the implementation
of Resolution 355 (WRC-07) dealing with the required content, format and periodicity of the
maritime-related ITU Service Publications. In this context, the Sub-Committee also noted that
the Maritime Manual was subject to further study and in line with the advice of the
fourth meeting of the Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group; ITU-R WP 5B had reached agreement on
the possible new structure of the Maritime Manual, which would result in two volumes. It was
envisaged that volume 1 would be used in future as a practice-oriented Manual on board ships.
The proposed volume 2 would be an edited version of the current Maritime Manual. It was
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envisaged that this volume would be used by Administrations, education centres, (M)RCCs,
SAR organizations, coast guards, etc.

4.82  The Sub-Committee invited Member Governments and other maritime organizations to
undertake the necessary consultations and forward the outcome of these consultations to
ITU-R WP 5B as soon as possible for the preparation of the Maritime Manual.

4.83  The Sub-Committee agreed to the proposed new structure of the new Maritime Manual
and approved a liaison statement to ITU-R Working Party 5B on the matter, as set out in annex 7,
and instructed the Secretariat to convey it to ITU and invited the Committee to endorse this
action.

Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group

4.84 The Sub-Committee endorsed the need for the re-establishment of a Joint IMO/ITU
Experts Group. This would be necessary in order to discuss common areas of interest and prepare
the IMO position document for submission to WRC-11. Accordingly, the Sub-Committee
approved the terms of reference as set out in annex 8, and the holding of an intersessional
meeting from 23 to 25 June 2009 at IMO Headquarters. The Sub-Committee invited the
Committee to endorse this action.

5 SATELLITE SERVICES (Inmarsat and Cospas-Sarsat)

5.1 The Sub-Committee noted that MSC 85 had noted the information contained in
COMSAR.1/Circ.42 on the List of Coast Earth Station Operation Coordinators in the Inmarsat
system to be a routine update of information provided by IMSO and accordingly authorized the
Secretariat to revise and publish the COMSAR circular on the List of Coast Earth Station (CES)
Operation Coordinators in the Inmarsat system on an annual basis, without bringing it first to the
attention of the Sub-Committee for approval.

5.2 The Sub-Committee further noted that the Secretariat, in consultation with IMSO, was in
the process of revising COMSAR.1/Circ.42 on the List of Coast Earth Station (CES) Operation
Coordinators in the Inmarsat system and it was anticipated that the revised COMSAR circular
would be issued in February 2009.

INMARSAT SERVICES

53 The Sub-Committee noted with appreciation the information contained in document
COMSAR 13/5/2 (IMSO), providing an analysis and assessment of the performance by Inmarsat
Global Ltd. of the company’s obligations for the provision of maritime services within the GMDSS,
as overseen by IMSO, generally covering the period from 1 January to 31 October 2008.
IMSO had assessed that, during this period, Inmarsat had continued to provide a sufficient
quality of service to meet its obligations under the GMDSS. The delegation of the United States
expressed high appreciation for the information provided by IMSO.

List of Rescue Coordination Centres (RCCs) associated with Inmarsat Land Earth Stations
(LESs)

5.4 The Sub-Committee noted document COMSAR 13/5, advising that the Secretariat,

in consultation with Inmarsat, had revised COMSAR/Circ.19 on the List of Rescue Coordination
Centres (RCCs) associated with Inmarsat Land Earth Stations (LESs). The Sub-Committee
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approved the revised text, taking into account the updated information provided by Japan.
Having noted the request from the delegation of the United Kingdom, inviting Member
Governments to submit any changes needed to the annex to document COMSAR 13/5 to
Inmarsat, the Sub-Committee instructed the Secretariat to circulate the revised circular by means
of a new COMSAR circular, revoking COMSAR/Circ.19, taking into account any updates
submitted to Inmarsat. In order to allow Member Governments time to submit the updated
information, it was decided to circulate the revised COMSAR circular in April 2009.

5.5 Taking into account the fact that it was a routine update of information provided by
Inmarsat and that there was no compelling need to bring the changes to this factual information
to the Sub-Committee for approval, the Sub-Committee considered it appropriate to authorize the
Secretariat, in future, to revise and publish this COMSAR circular on the List of Rescue
Coordination Centres (RCCs) associated with Inmarsat Land Earth Stations (LESs) on an annual
basis, without bringing it first to the attention of the Sub-Committee for approval.
The Committee was requested to endorse this authorization.

COSPAS-SARSAT SERVICES

5.6 The Sub-Committee noted, with appreciation, the information contained in document
COMSAR 13/5/1 (Cospas-Sarsat), providing a status report on the Cospas-Sarsat System,
including System operations, space and ground segments, and beacons, the International 406 MHz
Beacon Registration Database (IBRD), false alerts and interference.

5.7 The Sub-Committee further noted document COMSAR 13/INF.7 (Cospas-Sarsat),
providing information regarding document C/S G.007 “Handbook on Distress Alert Messages for
RCCs, SPOCs and IMO Ship Security Competent Authorities”. The Sub-Committee thanked
Cospas-Sarsat for providing the valuable Handbook and agreed to include it in the list of
documents and publications which should be held by a Maritime Rescue Coordination Centre
(MRCC), and instructed the Secretariat accordingly. The Secretariat was also instructed to
prepare further updates of this circular, as deemed necessary, and to circulate the updated
document as SAR.7/Circ.9. The Committee was invited to endorse this action.

6 MATTERS CONCERNING SEARCH AND RESCUE, INCLUDING THOSE
RELATED TO THE 1979 SAR CONFERENCE AND IMPLEMENTATION OF
THE GMDSS

HARMONIZATION OF AERONAUTICAL AND MARITIME SEARCH AND RESCUE PROCEDURES,
INCLUDING SAR TRAINING MATTERS

6.1 The Sub-Committee noted that, as requested by COMSAR 12, MSC 84 had extended the
target completion date for the work programme agenda item “Harmonization of aeronautical and
maritime search and rescue procedures, including SAR training matters” to 2009.

15th meeting of the ICAO/IMO Joint Working Group on the Harmonization of
Aeronautical and Maritime SAR

6.2  The Sub-Committee noted that, as agreed by COMSAR 12 and already approved by
MSC 83, the 15th meeting of the International Civil Aviation Organization/International
Maritime Organization (ICAO/IMO) Joint Working Group (JWG) on the Harmonization
of Acronautical and Maritime Search and Rescue was held in Canberra, Australia,
from 29 September to 3 October 2008.
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6.3 In considering document COMSAR 13/6 (Secretariat), containing the report of the
fifteenth session of the ICAO/IMO Joint Working Group on Harmonization of Aeronautical and
Maritime Search and Rescue, the Sub-Committee noted the information provided, and in
particular with regard to:

1 recommendation 15/2, that MSC 85 had:

A noted that there was a need for a major update and restructuring and that
there was no need to start developing a complete new manual; and

2 endorsed the establishment of the Editorial Group, including its Terms of
Reference, to correspond intersessionally between meetings of the
ICAO/IMO Joint Working Group on SAR, comprising three aviation and
three maritime SAR experts;

2 recommendation 15/11, that when reviewing the functional requirements for the
GMDSS, due consideration should be given to aeronautical SAR communications
functional requirements and, to assist in this regard, an ICAO aeronautical expert
should be invited to participate in the deliberations; and

3 the next meeting of the Joint Working Group and the preliminary dates
were 28 September to 2 October 2009.

6.4  The Sub-Committee decided to refer document COMSAR 13/6 to the SAR Working
Group for detailed consideration of the remaining issues (recommendations 15/1, 15/5, 15/7,
15/8, 15/9, 15/10, 15/12 and 15/13).

Report on the World Maritime University (WMU) Project on Search and Rescue Research
related to Passenger Ships

6.5 The Sub-Committee recalled that COMSAR 12 had:

1 considered the report on the intermediate phase of the World Maritime University
Project on Search and Rescue Research related to Passenger Ships, including a
report on the first workshop on SAR research and similar activities hosted
by WMU in December 2007 in Malmo, Sweden,;

2 supported the view of some participants of the WMU workshop, which expressed
the need to consider additional advisory information services on SAR best
practices and had requested to add them to the WMU SAR information platform.
It was clearly pointed out by the Sub-Committee that the focus on SAR research
related to passenger ships should not be abandoned; and

3 considered the development of a database system of the actual SAR operations in
which SOLAS ships were involved and was of the opinion that there was no need
to develop a new database, bearing in mind that WMU already had developed a
SAR information platform (www.sar-info.net). Therefore, the Sub-Committee
requested Member Governments to provide relevant information to WMU.
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6.6 The Sub-Committee briefly considered document COMSAR 13/6/3 (Secretariat),
containing the report on the progress made during Phase 2 of the WMU Project on Search and
Rescue Research related to Passenger Ships. The Sub-Committee noted the view expressed by
the delegation of the United Kingdom, endorsing the work done in Phase 2 and supporting to
continue with Phase 3 of the project. The Sub-Committee further noted the information provided
by the delegation of the Bahamas, expressing their particular interest for mass rescue operations
in the polar areas and decided to refer the document to the SAR Working Group for detailed
consideration.

Search planning software

6.7  The Sub-Committee noted document COMSAR 13/INF.4 (United States), providing an
update on implementation of new maritime search planning software within the United States
SAR system and availability of this software for use by other SAR services.

PLAN FOR THE PROVISION OF MARITIME SAR SERVICES, INCLUDING PROCEDURES FOR
ROUTEING DISTRESS INFORMATION IN THE GMDSS

Global SAR Plan

6.8  The Sub-Committee noted the information provided in document COMSAR 13/6/1
(Secretariat) advising that, as instructed by the Sub-Committee and based on information
provided by Member Governments, the Secretariat had issued SAR.8/Circ.1/Corr.6
(Global SAR Plan) after COMSAR 12, in June 2008, which included information provided by
Iceland and Mauritania.

6.9 The Sub-Committee noted further that since the issuance of SAR.8/Circ.1/Corr.6, the
Secretariat had received information from the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Mexico,
the Russian Federation and Turkey.

6.10 The Sub-Committee noted also that, since issuing document COMSAR 13/6/1, the
Secretariat had received further updates from Denmark (Faroe Islands), India and Mauritania.
The Secretariat was planning to issue SAR.8/Circ.1/Corr.7 in March/April 2009 after completion
of the present session of the Sub-Committee.

6.11 The Sub-Committee once again reiterated its invitation to Member Governments to
respond to COMSAR/Circ.27 as soon as possible if they had not already done so.

Availability of SAR services worldwide

6.12  The Sub-Committee noted the information provided in document COMSAR 13/6/2
(Secretariat) containing a progress report on the establishment of MRCCs and MRSCs in all
African coastal States bordering the Atlantic and Indian Oceans.

6.13  The Sub-Committee also noted the information, provided by the delegation of Malta, that
an invitation was sent to all five countries in the West African sub-region (Guinea, Sierra Leone,
Liberia, Cote d’Ivoire and Ghana) for four weeks’ SAR training, to be provided for two persons
per country. The training would be provided with technical and financial support from the
United States.
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6.14 The Sub-Committee further noted the information provided by the delegation of
Cote d’Ivoire, concerning the progress made with regard to the establishment of a national
Rescue Coordination Centre in their country.

6.15 The Sub-Committee also noted the information provided by the delegation of Liberia,
concerning the establishment of the Regional MRCC in Monrovia. The project was progressing
as planned, as well in terms of equipping the centre as with regard to the initial training of the
personnel. The Sub-Committee also noted that the Secretary-General was invited to commission
the centre on 23 April 2009, together with the President of Liberia.

6.16 The Sub-Committee further noted the information provided by the delegation of
Morocco, on the progress being made to establish a regional MRCC in Morocco. Since the first
regional meeting on the development of a regional SAR agreement among the countries
concerned (Cape Verde, Gambia, Guinea-Bissau, Mauritania, Morocco and Senegal) and its
associated infrastructure, held in Rabat in September 2007, needs assessment missions had been
carried out by IMO to all the countries of the region to identify their capacity-building
requirements. With these developments in mind, the Government of Morocco had now approved
budgetary resources to initiate the construction, equipment and manning of the Regional MRCC,
which was to be located in Rabat.

6.17 The Sub-Committee also noted the information provided by the delegation of Angola, on
the progress made in their country as to the acceptance of Florence resolution No.1.

6.18 Finally, the Chairman thanked the delegations for the updated information provided.
He stated that the Sub-Committee would wish to record its appreciation to the Governments
concerned for the efforts being made to establish SAR facilities in all Africa-coastal States
bordering the Atlantic and Indian Oceans, in order that a vital service to the safety of life at sea
can be rendered effectively and in a coordinated manner throughout the region.

6.19 The Sub-Committee recalled that the 2000 Florence Conference on Maritime SAR and
GMDSS had also adopted resolution No.2 on the establishment of an International SAR Fund.
The Sub-Committee was informed by the Secretariat that the SAR Fund was still far from
reaching the estimated budget to support the installation of equipment and the training for the
personnel of all the centres involved.

6.20 The Sub-Committee consequently once again invited Member Governments and the
Industry to make contributions financially or in-kind towards the equipping and training of their
personnel in the already established and proposed Regional Maritime Rescue Coordination
centres which are dedicated to a purely humanitarian cause.

Amver

6.21 The Sub-Committee noted the information provided in document COMSAR 13/INF.2
(United States), giving a brief update on Amver developments since COMSAR 12.

5™ Black Sea Conference on Maritime Search and Rescue (SAR) and the Global Maritime
Distress and Safety System (GMDSS)

6.22 The Sub-Committee noted the information provided in document COMSAR 13/INF.3

(Turkey), providing information on the harmonization of aeronautical and maritime search and
rescue procedures, including SAR training matters carried out in the Black Sea area and briefly
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summarizing the outcome of the 5™ Black Sea Conference on Maritime Search and Rescue
(SAR) and the Global Maritime Distress and Safety System (GMDSS) which was held in
Ankara, Turkey, from 13 to 14 October 2008.

Third International SAR Workshop, Tokyo, 18 to 20 November 2008

6.23  The Sub-Committee noted the information provided by the delegation of Japan, on its
effort of having the third International SAR Workshop in Tokyo, from 18 to 20 November 2008.
The workshop was hosted by the Japan Coast Guard and the Ocean Policy Research Foundation
and the delegation of Japan expressed a comment of appreciation to the participants for the said
event. The Sub-Committee welcomed Japan’s effort in this respect.

Exercise held in the Persian Gulf and Gulf of Oman by the Islamic Republic of Iran

6.24 The Sub-Committee noted the information provided by the Islamic Republic of Iran,
which held a national exercise on 14 and 15 January 2009, on Search and Rescue, Combating oil
pollution and suppression of unlawful act against ships, particularly, armed robbery and piracy.
The exercise was held in a wide range of area, both in the Persian Gulf and the Gulf of Oman.
It was further noted that the head of Marine Emergency Mutual Aid Centre (MEMAC) and
representatives from Kuwait, Oman, the United Arab Emirates, Bahrain and Qatar participated in
this exercise as observers and that a detailed report would be sent in the context of a document to
the fifty-ninth session of the Marine Environmental Protection Committee. Finally it was noted
that the Islamic Republic of Iran committed itself, as before, to implement all related instruments
properly and precisely.

Non-telex Distress Alert Delivery to Maritime Rescue Coordination Centres (MRCCs)

6.25 The Sub-Committee briefly considered document COMSAR 13/6/4 (United Kingdom),
proposing that in order to maintain the integrity of the GMDSS it was imperative that, with the
global cessation of the telex system, consideration should be given to finding an alternative
method of delivering distress alerts to Maritime Rescue Coordination Centres (MRCCs).
The annex of the document provided some potential solutions for situations where telex was no
longer available and the United Kingdom considered that these potential solutions could form
a suitable basis for further discussion. The Sub-Committee decided to refer the document to the
SAR Working Group for detailed consideration.

Distribution of Distress Alerts

6.26  The Sub-Committee considered document COMSAR 13/6/5 (United States), on the need
to improve distribution of distress alerts within the GMDSS to better support SAR services.
The Sub-Committee noted the view of Norway, that distribution of distress alerts was only one
element of the total SAR System. Norway agreed that there was a need to consider the
distribution of distress alerts, but they were of the opinion that only the delivery of an alert was
not enough to guarantee the initiation of a search and rescue operation. The Sub-Committee
further decided to refer the document to the SAR Working Group for detailed consideration.

ESTABLISHING THE SAR WORKING GROUP
6.27 The Sub-Committee instructed the SAR Working Group to consider documents

COMSAR 13/6, COMSAR 13/6/3, COMSAR 13/6/4 and COMSAR 13/6/5, taking into account
decisions of, and comments and proposals made in, Plenary and, in particular, to:
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1 consider documents COMSAR 13/6 containing the report of the fifteenth session
of ICAO/IMO Joint Working Group on the Harmonization of Aeronautical and
Maritime Search and Rescue, particularly recommendations 15/1, 15/5, 15/7, 15/8,
15/9, 15/10, 15/12 and 15/13, and provide comments and recommendations, as
appropriate;

2 consider document COMSAR 13/6/3 and comment on the activities of Phase 2 of
the WMU Project on Search and Rescue Research related to Passenger Ships, and
provide recommendations for the further development of the project;

3 consider document COMSAR 13/6/4 on non-telex distress alert delivery to
maritime rescue coordination centres (MRCCs), and provide comments and
recommendations;

4 consider document COMSAR 13/6/5 on the distribution of distress alerts and
provide comments and recommendations;

5 provide proper justification, if there was a need for extension of the target
completion date of the work programme item “Harmonization of aeronautical and
maritime search and rescue procedures, including SAR training matters” to 2010;
and

.6 provide proper justification for holding a next session of the ICAO/IMO Joint
Working Group, prepare the draft provisional agenda and also review its terms of
reference, taking into account appendix I of document COMSAR 13/6,

and report back to Plenary.
Report of the SAR Working Group

6.28 Having received and considered the report of the SAR Working Group
(COMSAR 13/WP.2, paragraphs 4.1 to 4.30), the Sub-Committee approved it, in general, and
took action as indicated in the ensuing paragraphs.

Recommendations of the fifteenth session of ICAO/IMO Joint Working Group on the
Harmonization of Aeronautical and Maritime Search and Rescue (JWG 15)

Availability and amendment of the IAMSAR Manual

6.29 The Sub-Committee noted that the group had considered recommendation 1 of JWG 15,
inviting ICAO and IMO to consider updating the “general principles and structured amendment
process for the TAMSAR Manual” with regard to the availability of amendments to the
IAMSAR Manual. The Sub-Committee noted the decision of MSC 85 that amendments to the
IAMSAR Manual would be circulated by MSC circulars and that the text of such circulars would
be available on IMO’s documents website (MSC 85/26, paragraph 13.14). The Sub-Committee
was of the view that this decision was in line with paragraph 3 of the “general principles” section
in document COMSAR 12/15, annex 6, since the IMO documents website was password
protected. The Sub-Committee was further of the view that it was also in line with paragraph 10
of the “structured amendment process” section, suggesting free download for urgent amendments
between editions, since IMO documents could be downloaded freely from the IMO documents
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website. It was therefore considered that there was no need to update document
COMSAR 12/15, annex 6.

6.30 The Sub-Committee further noted the information provided to JWG 15 by the
representative of the IMO Secretariat, that IMO intended to publish a new version of all
three volumes of the Manual every two years and that the intention was that COMSAR would
meet early in the year to have the opportunity to report to MSC in May. After MSC in May, the
amendments to the IJAMSAR Manual would be ready either to be published (once every
two years), or to be made available as a MSC circular for the duration of one year.
The Sub-Committee also noted that there was no necessity for users to buy all three volumes of
the document every two years, because the updates of the document would be available as
MSC circulars separately as well (COMSAR 13/6, paragraph 3.4.15).

LRIT information

6.31 In considering recommendation 5 of JWG 15, the Sub-Committee noted that there was
aneed to open the possibility for SAR services to obtain LRIT information on specific ships.
The Sub-Committee also noted that MSC 85 had reviewed MSC.1/Circ.1258 on Guidance to
search and rescue services in relation to requesting and receiving LRIT information and prepared
and approved MSC.1/Circ.1297, revoking MSC.1/Circ.1258.

6.32 The Sub-Committee considered that it was important for SAR services to be able to
obtain the last position of a specific ship, which for instance was overdue, consequently leading
to a declared “uncertainty phase” and respective actions of the responsible RCC.
The Sub-Committee also acknowledged that a request for a specific ship might greatly minimize
the burden on the system, since there was no need to receive the information of all ships in a
certain area when only searching for a specific ship. In this context, the Sub-Committee also
considered that, in a lot of cases, it was impossible to obtain timely information from shipowners
ashore, in circumstances that ships could not be contacted by any available communication
means. Therefore, the LRIT system could provide valuable information which could not be
obtained by other means.

6.33 The Sub-Committee noted the view expressed by the delegations of Panama, the
Bahamas and the Marshall Islands that they did not support recommendation 5, bearing in mind
that the LRIT system was designed to keep LRIT information available on a 24/7 basis, in order
to assist SAR operations and, therefore, it was not necessary to make any changes in the
LRIT system as the position of a specific ship could be obtained by contacting the flag States.

6.34 The Sub-Committee further noted the view expressed by the delegation of the
United Kingdom, supported by others, that, from an operational point of view, LRIT information
was another tool that MRCCs could use. The use of the LRIT system could be greatly improved
when information on specific ships could be obtained. In this context, the Sub-Committee
considered it of importance to recommend to the Committee to instruct the Ad Hoc LRIT
working group to prepare a proposal for the appropriate changes for the technical specifications,
if necessary, for inclusion of such a reasonable request from those declared SAR Services which
have notified information to the Organization, laid down in SAR.8/Circ.1 and Corrigenda
(The Global SAR Plan).
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Unmanned Aircraft Systems (UASs)

6.35 The Sub-Committee considered recommendation 7.1 of JWG 15 and was of the opinion
that Member Governments should monitor the development of Unmanned Aircraft Systems
(UASs) closely and keep the matter under review in ICAO and IMO.

6.36  The Sub-Committee further considered the recommendation 7.2 of the JWG 15, and was
of the opinion that Member Governments should be encouraged to bring the possible use of
UASs for SAR to the attention of responsible authorities in their countries.

121.5 MHz homing capability on 406 MHz Cospas-Sarsat distress beacons

6.37  The Sub-Committee considered recommendation 8 of JWG 15, concerning the advice that
ICAO and IMO should recommend that all 406 MHz beacons should be equipped with
a 121.5 MHz homing frequency. The Sub-Committee agreed with this recommendation and also
noted that the 121.5 MHz homing capability on 406 MHz Cospas-Sarsat distress beacons
(EPIRBs, ELTs and PLBs) was not an international requirement of ICAO, IMO or Cospas-Sarsat
and that many national carriage requirements had been formulated after taking into account the
need to harmonize standards with such as agencies as IEC.

6.38 In this context, the Sub-Committee considered it of importance that the requirements
for 121.5 MHz homing capability on 406 MHz Cospas-Sarsat beacons were maintained. It was
further considered that the use needed to be encouraged for the near future, since many States
now had the 121.5 MHz homing capability and it was considered effective when close to the
distress position. The Sub-Committee further recognized that the full transition to carriage
of 406 MHz direction finders on board dedicated craft was expected to take a long time due to
the relatively higher cost of 406 MHz homing capability.

Non-responding Rescue Coordination Centres (RCCs) and SAR Points of Contact (SPOCs)

6.39 The Sub-Committee noted recommendation 9.1 of JWG 15 and shared the view of the
JWG that IMO should advise Cospas-Sarsat to make the report on MCC/SPOC communication
tests available to IMO.

6.40 In considering recommendation 9.2 of JWG 15, the Sub-Committee agreed to recommend
that IMO should advise Cospas-Sarsat that in the case of maritime emergencies, any MCC not
able to deliver the alert to the responsible SPOC should forward the alert to a RCC in the same
country as the MCC.

6.41 The Sub-Committee noted recommendation 9.3 of JWG 15, that ICAO should advise
Cospas-Sarsat that in the case of aeronautical emergencies, any MCC not able to deliver the alert
to the responsible SPOC should consider, for example, contacting the control tower of an
international airport in the country concerned.

6.42  The Sub-Committee further noted recommendation 9.4 of JWG 15 and shared the view of
the JWG that, based on improved SAR services resulting from the ICAO and IMO audit
schemes, Member Governments should be encouraged to participate in the IMO voluntary audit
scheme.
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Design for a future Global SAR network for the distribution of distress alerts

6.43  The Sub-Committee considered recommendation 10 of JWG 15, concerning the need to
begin without delay a design for a future Global SAR network for the distribution of distress
alerts from Inmarsat, Cospas-Sarsat and other (new) providers of distress communications.
The group was of the opinion that the current system was working well and considered that the
recommendation was very ambitious and agreed to delete the following words “without delay” of
the recommendation.

Developing technologies in commercially available alerting devices

6.44  The Sub-Committee also considered recommendation 12 of JWG 15, and shared the view
of the JWG that ICAO and IMO address the issue of developing technologies in commercially
available alerting devices and the impact on the effectiveness and integrity of States’
SAR Services as a matter of priority. The group did not agree on any comments or
recommendations.

Performance criteria regarding the accuracy of distress beacon location data

6.45 In considering recommendation 13 of JWG 15 concerning recent Cospas-Sarsat
developments, the Sub-Committee agreed that ICAO, IMO and Cospas-Sarsat should consider
the possible evolution of performance criteria regarding the accuracy of distress beacon location
data, in the context of new technologies that would become available in the Cospas-Sarsat
strategic planning period over the coming 20 years.

Activities of Phase II of the WMU Project on SAR research related to passenger ships

6.46 The Sub-Committee considered the report on the progress made during Phase I of the
WMU project on SAR research related to passenger ships (COMSAR 13/6/3). The report dealt
mainly with the workshop on SAR research organized at WMU in May 2008. The workshop was
used to gather information on current SAR research activities in the different Member
Governments and to find out if there was a general interest to expand the scope of the
WMU SAR Information Platform into a global SAR knowledge base.

6.47 The Sub-Committee welcomed the progress made during the Phase II of WMU project
and was of the opinion that issues specifically related to passenger ships in remote areas were of
great interest as, for example, lessons learned from exercises or incidents, allowing the sharing of
best practice as widely as possible.

6.48 In this context, the Sub-Committee noted the information provided by the delegation of
France that their Administration was prepared to provide reports in the French language
to WMU. The delegation of the Bahamas and the observer from CLIA expressed their
willingness to work with WMU on this project, especially with respect to sharing lessons learnt
and best practice. Probable further steps should be considered after the receipt of the final report
of Phase II (August 2009).

Non-telex Distress Alert Delivery to Maritime Rescue Coordination Centres (MRCCs)

6.49 The Sub-Committee considered the information provided in document COMSAR 13/6/4
and noted the view of the United Kingdom that, in order to maintain the integrity of the GMDSS,
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it was imperative that, with the global cessation of the telex system, consideration should be
given to finding an alternative method of delivering distress alerts to Maritime Rescue
Coordination Centres (MRCCs). In this context, several delegations supported the
United Kingdom’s proposal, presented in the annex of the document, providing some potential
solutions for situations where telex was no longer available. The Sub-Committee noted the
information provided by the delegation of Australia that they used a similar system based on
the X.25 Protocol.

Distribution of distress alerts

6.50 The Sub-Committee considered the information provided in document COMSAR 13/6/5
(United States) concerning the need to improve distribution of distress alerts within GMDSS to
give better support to SAR services.

6.51 The Sub-Committee noted the view expressed by the delegation of Norway that there was
a need to improve the worldwide SAR service and that the distribution of distress alerts within
the GMDSS was just one element of that. However, concern was raised that modifications to
improve the distribution of distress alerts may result in less performance. Therefore, it was
suggested to be cautious so that improvements actually were improvements and not
modifications that may result in less overall performance. It was pointed out that today there was
no guarantee that the process time would be reduced through direct routeing of distress messages
to a responsible RCC in an SRR, if that RCC was not responding or did not have the assets,
competence or equipment to respond adequately. The result could be a delay of the search and
rescue operation, resulting in loss of life.

6.52 The Sub-Committee noted that MSC 83 had approved MSC.1/Circ.1248 on minimizing
delays in SAR response to distress alerts, containing elements that have to be in place before
distributing alerts automatically to those areas. The Sub-Committee further considered the action
items described in document COMSAR 13/6/5 and agreed to items 3.2, 3.4 and 3.5. Action
item 3.3 was considered by the Sub-Committee as being premature and was therefore deleted and
with regard to item 3.4 it was noted that IMO does not appear to have a clear general requirement
that distress alerts delivered to the SAR system should include position information.
The Sub-Committee considered the position information to be of utmost importance for proper
distress alert distribution and SAR response and therefore invited Member Governments to
submit proposals for the development of a clearer general requirement to COMSAR 14.

Harmonization of aeronautical and maritime search and rescue procedures, including
SAR training matters

6.53  The Sub-Committee agreed that there was a need for extension of the work programme
item “Harmonization of aeronautical and maritime search and rescue procedures, including
SAR training matters” to 2010 and that justification was given by the work the JWG was tasked
with at this session and, in particular, the update and review of the IAMSAR Manual.
Accordingly, the Sub-Committee invited the Committee to extend the target completion date for
this item to 2010, when discussing its work programme under agenda item 11.

Joint ICAO/IMO Working Group
6.54 The Sub-Committee agreed on the continuation of the Joint ICAO/IMO Working Group

for the next session planned to be held in the northern part of Wales on the military base on the
Isle of Anglesey from 28 September to 2 October 2009 and that justification was given by the
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work the JWG was tasked with at this session and, in particular, the report of the
IAMSAR Manual Editorial Group in accordance with its terms of reference.
The Sub-Committee invited the Committee to approve the revised terms of reference and
provisional agenda for JWG 16, as given in annex 9.

7 DEVELOPMENTS IN MARITIME RADIOCOMMUNICATION SYSTEMS AND
TECHNOLOGY

AIS safety-related messaging
7.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that COMSAR 12 had:

A noted that some manufacturers had included distress alerts in the predefined
AIS broadcast messages of Class B equipment;

2 agreed that, as such, it could not be considered to be a part of the GMDSS at the
present time, however, the role of the text message facility could be employed
within e-navigation and could find a role in SAR;

3 concluded that it was crucial to assess the compatibility with the GMDSS and that
a possible inclusion of AIS in GMDSS should therefore be a proposal for future
work, if considered appropriate, to add AIS distress alerting as a component to the
GMDSS and as a part of the wide-ranging review of the GMDSS;

4 approved a liaison statement to ITU-R WP 5B on AIS safety-related broadcast
messages used for distress purposes, requesting that distress messages should not
be preconfigured; and

5 agreed that there would be a need to issue a circular to mariners describing the
limitations of using predefined distress text messages in distress situations and
invited Member Governments and international organizations to submit proposals
to COMSAR 13.

7.2 Having briefly considered documents COMSAR 13/7 (United States) proposing, in
accordance with the request by COMSAR 12, a draft COMSAR circular on the use of
AIS safety-related messaging in distress situations, and COMSAR 13/7/3 (Norway) commenting
on document COMSAR 13/7, the Sub-Committee referred the matter to the Technical Working
Group for detailed consideration. It was further decided to invite the SAR Working Group to
provide the Technical Working Group with relevant advice from the SAR point of view.

Terms of Reference for the SAR Working Group

7.3 The Sub-Committee instructed the SAR Working Group, taking into account decisions of,
and comments and proposals made in, Plenary, to consider comments, recommendations as well
as draft COMSAR circulars, as appropriate, prepared by the Technical Working Group on
AIS safety-related messaging, taking into account documents COMSAR 13/7 and
COMSAR 13/7/3 and provide the Technical Working Group with relevant advice from the
SAR point of view.
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Report of the SAR Working Group

7.4  In considering the relevant part of the SAR Working Group’s report (COMSAR 13/WP.2,
paragraphs 5.1 to 5.3), the Sub-Committee noted the advice provided to the Technical Working
Group.

Terms of Reference for the Technical Working Group

7.5  The Sub-Committee instructed the Technical Working Group, taking into account
decisions of, and comments and proposals made in, Plenary, to consider document
COMSAR 13/7, taking into account document COMSAR 13/7/3 on AIS safety-related
messaging, and prepare comments, recommendations as well as draft COMSAR circulars, as
appropriate, taking into account the advice provided by the SAR Working Group on this issue.

Report of the Technical Working Group

7.6  In considering the relevant part of the Technical Working Group’s report
(COMSAR 13/WP.3, paragraphs 5.10 to 5.13), the Sub-Committee took action as indicated in the
ensuing paragraphs.

7.7 The Sub-Committee recalled that, at its last session, it had considered AIS safety-related
broadcast messages and their ability to be used for distress purposes, and was of the view that
AIS devices should be modified to preclude pre-configured distress-related messages.
The Sub-Committee also agreed that there would be a need to issue a circular to mariners
describing the limitations of using pre-defined distress text messages in distress situations.

7.8  The Sub-Committee, after considering the merits of producing a single circular to this
effect, approved COMSAR.1/Circ.46, as set out at annex 10, instructed the Secretariat to
circulate it and invited the Committee to endorse this action.

7.9 However, the Sub-Committee was also of the view that the transmission of distress
information using AIS might have the potential to improve safety of life and property and did not
preclude further development of AIS’s distress communications potential.

AIS-EPIRB

7.10  Having briefly considered document COMSAR 13/7/1 (United States), introducing the
concept of an AIS transmitter being permitted as an option to the 121.5 MHz homing beacon
now required on 406 MHz EPIRBs, the Sub-Committee decided to refer the matter to the
SAR Working Group, for detailed consideration. It was further decided to invite the Technical
Working Group to provide the SAR Working Group with relevant advice from the technical
point of view.

Terms of Reference for the Technical Working Group
7.11 The Sub-Committee instructed the Technical Working Group, taking into account
decisions of, and comments and proposals made in, Plenary, to consider document

COMSAR 13/7/1 (United States) on AIS-EPIRB and provide the SAR Working Group with
relevant advice from the technical point of view.
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Report of the Technical Working Group

7.12 In considering the relevant part of the Technical Working Group’s report
(COMSAR 13/WP.3, paragraphs 5.1 to 5.9), the Sub-Committee noted the following advice
provided to the SAR Working Group.

7.13  The Sub-Committee noted that the Technical Working Group had considered document
COMSAR 13/7/1 on AIS-EPIRB in order to provide relevant advice to the SAR Working Group
from the technical point of view.

7.14 There were some general concerns that new technologies should not be adopted in
a piecemeal fashion — that was, without considering their role in the wider perspective of the
GMDSS and all other options for its modernization.

7.15 The Group had also noted that the effective acquisition range of the 121.5 MHz
transmission by SAR aircraft was markedly lower than the radar SART response, the 406 MHz
signal or an AIS signal. The Group had noted, however, that the 121.5 MHz homing function
was intended for short range homing.

7.16  Various views were expressed on the advisability of removing the 121.5 MHz homing
function entirely. Where a large population of AIS units was in operation it might not be
possible to resolve the position of the unit requiring assistance immediately. However, reception
of AIS-EPIRBs and AIS-SARTSs should not be affected as severely by congestion as standard
AIS units. Nevertheless, the Group noted that other means should be available to cover the case
when no position can be resolved through AIS transmissions. The delegation of the
United States had informed the Group that it was continuing to monitor AIS data integrity.

7.17  The Group had concerns about removing the requirement for the 121.5 MHz homing
function entirely, as SAR facilities vary around the world and a 121.5 MHz direction finding
facility was a simple technical solution already fitted to SAR units.

7.18  On the question of using the 406 MHz signal for homing, the Group noted the excellent
performance of this mode of operation but felt that the additional equipment complexity and cost
needed for SAR units could not be recommended as a worldwide solution at the present time.

7.19  The Group had concluded that, on balance, the best solution would be to permit the
option of adding an AIS processor to the standard EPIRB. The EPIRB performance standard
would need to be amended accordingly. Concerning the question of identification for the
AIS component of an AIS-EPIRB, the Group had noted that it would be necessary to use the
same MMSI numbering protocol as recommended for the AIS-SART in order to ensure that the
location of the unit was displayed on navigational displays.

7.20  The Sub-Committee noted that there had been some reservations about the description
“AIS-EPIRB” and the Technical Working Group recommended that a more accurate description
would be an “EPIRB-AIS”.

Terms of Reference for the SAR Working Group

7.21  The Sub-Committee instructed the SAR Working Group, taking into account decisions of,
and comments and proposals made in, Plenary, to consider document COMSAR 13/7/1
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(United States) on AIS-EPIRB and prepare comments and proposals, taking into account the
advice provided by the Technical Working Group on this issue.

Report of the SAR Working Group

7.22  In considering the relevant part of the SAR Working Group’s report (COMSAR 13/WP.2,
paragraphs 5.4 to 5.6), the Sub-Committee took action as indicated in the ensuing paragraphs.

7.23  The Sub-Committee noted that the SAR Working Group had considered document
COMSAR 13/7/1 on AIS-EPIRB, taking into account the advice provided by the Technical
Working Group on this issue.

7.24  The Sub-Committee noted the views expressed by the delegation of Panama, supported
by others, that although the AIS-EPIRB presented several advantages, as described by the
United States in document COMSAR 13/7/1 and considered by the Technical Working Group,
at this moment one should proceed with caution and not rush into amending the current
performance standards for EPIRBs. AIS was not part of the GMDSS at present and therefore this
issue should be considered within the wider GMDSS future concept. A possible way forward
could be to carry out an assessment of the inclusion of an AIS processor to the EPIRB, taking
into consideration the negative effects that this might have on the reliability, durability and cost
of the equipment.

7.25 The Sub-Committee endorsed the views of the SAR Working Group that an AIS-EPIRB
might be an option; however, it emphasized the continuing importance of the 121.5 MHz
frequency for final homing. Whilst an AIS-EPIRB might have useful application in some parts
of the world and should be further developed as an option, the global need for 121.5 MHz
homers, especially in regions with limited dedicated SAR facilities, would remain for the
foreseeable future.

GMDSS Modernization

7.26  The Sub-Committee considered document COMSAR 13/7/2 (United States), presenting
the view that a systematic process was needed for the continuous review of the GMDSS to ensure
it remained modern and fully responsive to changes in requirements and evolutions of
technology. While recognizing that there was a need to consider a possible modernization of the
GMDSS, which, if it went ahead, was likely to lead to a future overall review of SOLAS
chapter IV, the Sub-Committee decided that, in accordance with the Committees’ guidelines,
inclusion of a new work programme item was needed before such a discussion could be started.
In that respect, the Sub-Committee noted that the delegation of the United Kingdom intended to
submit a proposal for a new work programme item to MSC 86, recognizing that the deadline for
submission of documents containing proposals for new work programme items
was 24 February 2009.

XML Format for Ship Reporting Systems
7.27 The Sub-Committee recalled that COMSAR 12 had invited Member Governments and

international organizations to submit details of existing standardized XML message formats and
relevant proposals for consideration at COMSAR 13.
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7.28  Since no substantial documents had been submitted on this issue, the Sub-Committee
decided to defer further consideration of this item to its next session. Consequently, the
Sub-Committee agreed to invite the Committee to extend the target completion date for this item
to 2010, when discussing its work programme under agenda item 11.

8 REVISION OF THE IAMSAR MANUAL

8.1 The Sub-Committee noted that, in accordance with the procedures prescribed in the
Annex to resolution A.894(21), and being advised that ICAO had already approved the proposed
draft amendments to the IAMSAR Manual, MSC 85 had adopted them for dissemination by
means of MSC.1/Circ.1289, and decided that the adopted amendments should become applicable
on 1 June 2009.

Terms of reference for the SAR Working Group

8.2 The Sub-Committee briefly discussed the proposed amendments to the IAMSAR Manual
in the report of the 15th Meeting of the ICAO/IMO Joint Working Group on the Harmonization
of Aeronautical and Maritime SAR (COMSAR 13/6, sections 3, 4 and 7 and appendices F, G
and H) and instructed the SAR Working Group to consider them in detail and prepare:

1 draft proposed amendments to the IAMSAR Manual recommending a date of their
application;

2 a draft MSC circular on Adoption of amendments to the TAMSAR Manual; and
3 relevant comments and proposals, for consideration at Plenary.

8.3  The Sub-Committee further noted that ICAO had advised IMO in October 2008 of
ICAO’s concurrence to the inclusion of the proposed amendments mentioned in paragraph 8.2 in
the IAMSAR Manual.

Report of the SAR Working Group

8.4  In considering the relevant part of the SAR Working Group’s report (COMSAR 13/WP.2,
paragraph 6.1 and annex 2), the Sub-Committee endorsed the draft MSC circular on Adoption of
amendments to the IAMSAR Manual, set out in annex 11, for submission to MSC 86 for
approval and to become applicable on [1 June 2010].

9 DEVELOPMENT OF PROCEDURES FOR UPDATING SHIPBORNE
NAVIGATION AND COMMUNICATION EQUIPMENT

9.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that MSC 83 had agreed to include, in the work programme
of the Sub-Committee, a high priority item on “Development of procedures for updating
shipborne navigation and communication equipment”, with two sessions needed to complete the
item, and that it had assigned the NAV Sub-Committee as a coordinator.

9.2 The Sub-Committee also recalled that COMSAR 12 had noted the background
information provided by the United Kingdom and Australia (COMSAR 12/INF.10), regarding
the high priority item on the work programmes of the NAV and COMSAR Sub-Committees on
this issue.
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93 The Sub-Committee noted that the NAV Sub-Committee would consider the issue for the
first time at its fifty-fifth session in July this year.

94 Since no substantial documents had been submitted on this issue, the Sub-Committee
decided to defer further consideration of this item to its next session when the outcome of
NAYV 55 would also be available for the benefit of COMSAR 14.

9.5 The Sub-Committee also invited Members to submit comments and suitable proposals for
consideration at COMSAR 14.

10 MEASURES TO PROTECT THE SAFETY OF PERSONS RESCUED AT SEA

10.1  The Sub-Committee recalled that the Assembly, at its twenty-second session in 2001, had
adopted resolution A.920(22) on the Review of safety measures and procedures for the treatment
of persons rescued at sea.

10.2 The Sub-Committee further recalled that COMSAR 7, in February 2003, after initial
consideration by COMSAR 6, had agreed to submit proposed draft amendments to the SOLAS
and SAR Conventions to MSC 77 for consideration and approval with a view to adoption
at MSC 78.

10.3 The Sub-Committee also recalled that COMSAR 8, in February 2004, after initial
consideration by COMSAR 6 and COMSAR 7, had approved a draft MSC resolution on
Guidance on the treatment of persons rescued at sea.

10.4  The Sub-Committee further recalled that MSC 78, in May 2004, had adopted:

1 resolution MSC.153(78), containing amendments to SOLAS regulations V/2,
V/33 and V/34;

2 resolution MSC.155(78), containing amendments to the annex of the
SAR Convention, paragraphs 2.1, 3.1 and 4.8; and

3 resolution MSC.167(78), containing Guidelines on the treatment of persons
rescued at sea.

10.5 The Sub-Committee noted that MSC 83, on the basis of a submission from Spain, and
MSC 84, on the basis of a submission from Italy and Spain, had considered the issue of
“Measures to protect the safety of persons rescued at sea” and that MSC 84 had decided to
include the matter in the work programmes and provisional agendas of the COMSAR and
FSI Sub-Committees, with a target completion date of 2010.

10.6 The Sub-Committee further noted that MSC 84 had also decided to request the
COMSAR Sub-Committee to consider the new item first and thereafter, in co-operation with the
FSI Sub-Committee, progress it in time for completion within the agreed time frame, taking into
account the work being carried out by the FAL Committee, as appropriate.

10.7 The Sub-Committee also noted document COMSAR 13/10 (Secretariat), and the

information provided orally by the Secretariat on the outcome of the thirty-fifth session of the
Facilitation Committee which had met the previous week. The Sub-Committee noted that the
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FAL Committee had agreed that its involvement with issues in relation to persons rescued at sea
should be limited to those matters which fall either within the area of its competency or the scope
of the FAL Convention which could be broadly summarized as issues relating to the arrival and
disembarkation of such persons. The Sub-Committee further noted that, after extensive debate,
FAL 35 had approved a FAL circular on Principles relating to administrative procedures for
disembarking persons rescued at sea.

10.8  The delegation of Spain stated that they, together with Italy, had intended to submit an
information document to this session because a binding decision had been taken by MSC 84 to
have the matter of persons rescued at sea discussed by COMSAR 13 and FSI 17. Unfortunately,
the period between the conclusion of MSC 84 and the date for submission of documents to
COMSAR 13 had not left enough time for them to submit documents, and they thus had decided
to make the information available to the Sub-Committee mainly describing the efforts that both
countries were making to rescue persons at sea and providing statistics for 2008.

By virtue of their geographical locations, Spain and Italy had carried out a large number of
rescue operations, both in the relevant SAR region and in other countries’ regions, using
specialized SAR units and merchant and fishing vessels. The number of persons rescued at sea
spoke for itself. In 2008, up to November, Spain rescued 10,375 persons. While the number of
those rescued had fallen since 2006, most probably because of the bilateral agreements that Spain
had concluded with West African countries, this level was unsustainable.

Spain and Italy would submit working documents to FSI 17, but they continued to feel that this
was not a matter for the COMSAR Sub-Committee, as there were no problems of communication
involved and Spain and Italy were conducting SAR operations without problems, both having
sufficient resources and qualified personnel.

Both delegations considered this to be a highly sensitive and important matter, since human lives
were at stake. Spain and Italy both knew how many people they had rescued but, sadly, they did
not know how many people had died. People who had been rescued at sea and disembarked at
Los Cristianos, on Tenerife, had told the Spanish Authorities that they saw merchant ships pass
close by without paying them any attention.

10.9 The delegation of Italy also referred to the information document Italy and Spain had
intended to introduce, aiming at underlining the dimension of this topic and how much it was
alive and in continuous problematic evolution, affecting the littoral States involved in this issue.
The paper contained an update of statistical data regarding the number of persons rescued at sea
during 2008, which just for Italy was amounting to over 36,000 persons and at a worrying rate of
more than 500/day during the first spell of 2009. These high figures highlighted the need of
finding due, clearer and resolutive measures in order to improve the situation.

In their opinion, the circular approved by the FAL Committee had addressed all the main aspects
of the principles relating to procedures for disembarking those persons to a place of safety, fully
balancing the need of protection of human lives at sea with the need of minimizing disruptions to
those who assist persons in distress and fulfil their SOLAS and SAR obligations. In particular,
the provisions, as adopted in paragraph 2.3 of the FAL circular, requested that all the parties
involved (and not only the Governments responsible for the SAR area where the persons are
rescued) to co-operate in order to ensure that disembarkation is carried out swiftly, taking into
account the master’s preferred arrangements for disembarkation and the immediate basic needs
of the survivors. At the same time the primary responsibility for such co-operation was acted
upon by the same Government responsible for the SAR area, with the important principle that it
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should accept the disembarkation of the persons into a place of safety under its control, if the
disembarkation could not possibly be arranged swiftly elsewhere.

On these grounds, taking into account that the provisions, as contained in the FAL circular, could
serve as “interim guidelines” to Member Governments until potential amendments to the
above-mentioned conventions would be considered and eventually adopted, the delegations of
Italy and Spain intended to submit new proposals in this respect to the next session of the
FSI Sub-Committee.

10.10 The delegation of Malta stated that this very important matter was being faced in different
parts of the world, resulting in a large number of search and rescue operations as well as human
tragedies. The delegation drew attention to the incident involving the Marshall Islands flagged
tanker Overseas Primar, laden with oil, which had rescued 162 migrants from a 10-metre boat
at approximately 59 miles south of Malta in severe weather conditions. The Maltese RCC
coordinated the rescue operations and the rescued persons were eventually disembarked in Malta.

The delegation of Malta informed the meeting that it was also facing similar problems, as
expressed by Italy and Spain. Malta’s search and rescue facilities were heavily taxed and its
human resources ashore were at a breaking point. Considering the size of the country and its
population, this had become a national issue of crisis proportion. The influx of asylum seekers in
Malta during 2008 alone represented 63% of its birth rate and 110% of its population growth.

Malta stressed that it would never shy away from its responsibilities to coordinate SAR response
within its Search and Rescue Region. To this effect, Malta was continuously investing heavily in
training to enable its SAR personnel to execute this role, even in very tough circumstances
involving simultaneous multiple mass rescue operations, many times far offshore. In 2008, this
resulted in no less than 2,775 rescued persons being disembarked in Malta.

The Maltese delegation, supported by some delegations, expressed the opinion that the work
carried out to date concerning this issue was not sufficient for the SAR Working Group to initiate
work on the matter. Moreover, Malta strongly believed that this was a very delicate issue on
which four years ago, in order for a delicate compromise to be agreed in respect of
the 2004 SOLAS and SAR amendments, a lengthy debate had taken place. Furthermore, Malta
maintained that this was a multi-disciplinary matter that needed to be undertaken with an
inter-agency approach.

10.11 The Marshall Islands delegation, referring to the previous statements, confirmed the
details provided by the delegation of Malta regarding the rescue of 162 persons at sea by the
Marshall Islands loaded tank ship Overseas Primar and that very bad weather had hindered
efforts to land the rescued persons ashore. The Marshall Islands delegation expressed
appreciation for the co-operation of the Maltese Authorities in making arrangements to land the
rescued persons onshore as quickly and safely as possible.

10.12 The delegation of Italy proposed the distribution of the information, which Spain and
Italy had provided orally and had intended to submit as an information paper to this session, as a
meeting document at this stage and to forward it to the SAR Working Group for detailed
consideration. The delegation of Malta, referring to the Committees’ guidelines on the
organization and method of work, could not agree to the distribution of a document which had
not been submitted in accordance with these guidelines for discussion by the SAR Working
Group.
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10.13 Following debate, the Sub-Committee agreed that it was premature to refer the issue to
the SAR Working Group due to the lack of substantive submissions and to:

1 take note of the outcome of FAL 35;
2 report the outcome of discussions to FSI 17 and MSC 86 for consideration; and

3 invite interested parties to submit proposals for consideration by FSI 17, MSC 86
and COMSAR 14, as appropriate, in order to further facilitate the debate on
this issue.

11 WORK PROGRAMME AND AGENDA FOR COMSAR 14

11.1 The Sub-Committee recalled that MSC 78 had agreed that a decision to include a new
item in a sub-committee’s work programme did not mean that the Committee agreed with the
technical aspects of the proposal; and that detailed consideration of the technical aspects of the
proposal and the development of appropriate requirements and recommendations should be left
to the sub-committee concerned.

11.2  The Sub-Committee noted that MSC 84 had agreed to include, in the COMSAR
Sub-Committee’s work programme, a high priority item on “Safety provisions applicable to
tenders operating from passenger ships”, with three sessions needed to complete the item,
assigning the DE Sub-Committee as a coordinator. The DE Sub-Committee was expected to deal
with this matter at its fifty-third meeting in February 2010, before COMSAR 14.

11.3 The Sub-Committee further noted that NAV 54, with regard to the development of an
e-navigation strategy, had reviewed the draft strategy implementation framework and agreed that,
subject to the Committee’s approval of the e-navigation strategy, it would be necessary to have a
corresponding item on the NAV Sub-Committee’s work programme to implement it.
Furthermore, the NAV Sub-Committee also agreed that there was a need for a coordinated
approach leading to the development of an e-navigation strategy implementation plan by the
COMSAR, NAV and STW Sub-Committees and that the NAV Sub-Committee should be the
coordinator.

11.4  The Sub-Committee also noted that MSC 85 had:
1 approved the draft strategy for the development and implementation of e-navigation;

2 subsequently, also approved the draft framework for the implementation process
for the e-navigation strategy along with a time frame for implementation of the
proposed e-navigation strategy and requested other international organizations to
participate in the implementation of e-navigation;

3 endorsed the Sub-Committee’s decision that the Chairmen along with
the Secretaries of the COMSAR, NAV and STW Sub-Committees should jointly
develop a coordinated approach to implement the proposed e-navigation strategy; and

4 agreed to include in the work programmes of the COMSAR, NAV and
STW Sub-Committees, a high priority item on “Development of an e-navigation
strategy implementation plan”, with four sessions needed to complete the item,
assigning the NAV Sub-Committee as a coordinator.

I\COMSAR\3\14.doc



-45 - COMSAR 13/14

11.5 Finally, the Sub-Committee noted that, together with the Chairmen and Secretaries of the
NAYV and STW Sub-Committees, the Chairman and Secretary were involved in the development
of a coordinated approach to implement the proposed e-navigation strategy and that the joint plan
of work, containing a specific proposal outlining the approach, would be presented to MSC 86
for review and approval.

11.6  Taking into account the progress made during the session and the provisions of the
agenda management procedure contained in paragraphs 3.11 to 3.25 of the Guidelines on the
organization and method of work (MSC-MEPC.1/Circ.2), the Sub-Committee reviewed its work
programme and agenda for its next session (COMSAR 13/WP.1) and prepared revisions thereof
for COMSAR 14. While doing so, the Sub-Committee agreed to invite the Committee to extend
the target completion dates of the following work programme items:

A item 6.1 —  Harmonization of aeronautical and maritime search and
rescue procedures, including SAR training matters, to 2010;
and

2 item H.1 —  Developments in maritime radiocommunication systems

and technology, to 2010.

11.7 The Committee was also invited to approve the proposed revised work programme of the
Sub-Committee and provisional agenda for COMSAR 14, as set out in annex 12.

High-level Action Plan of the Organization and priorities for the 2008-2009 biennium

11.8 The Sub-Committee noted the information on the status of the planned outputs of the
Sub-Committee’s work programme and provisional agenda for COMSAR 14 related to the
High-level Action Plan of the Organization and priorities for the 2008-2009 biennium, as set out
in annex 13, for submission to MSC 86 for consideration and action as appropriate.

Arrangements for the next session

11.9 The Sub-Committee anticipated that working groups on the following subjects might be
established at COMSAR 14:

A Search and Rescue (SAR);
2 Technical (GMDSS, ITU and operational matters and performance standards); and
3 e-navigation.

11.10 The Sub-Committee noted that the fourteenth session of the Sub-Committee had been
tentatively scheduled to be held from [8 to 12 March 2010] at IMO Headquarters.

12 ELECTION OF CHAIRMAN AND VICE-CHAIRMAN FOR 2010
12.1  In accordance with rule 16 of the Rules of Procedure of the Maritime Safety Committee,

the Sub-Committee unanimously re-elected Mr. C. Salgado (Chile) as Chairman and, in absentia,
Mr. A. Olopoenia (Nigeria) as Vice-Chairman for 2010.

I\COMSAR\3\14.doc



COMSAR 13/14 -46 -

13 ANY OTHER BUSINESS
Report on the Tenth Combined Antarctic Naval Patrol

13.1 The Sub-Committee noted the information provided by Argentina and Chile
(COMSAR 13/13), as presented by Chile, on the activities of the tenth combined Antarctic naval
patrol, undertaken by Argentina and Chile with the aim of enhancing maritime safety and
environmental protection on the Antarctic continent.

13.2 The delegation of Argentina informed the Sub-Committee that it carried out annual
SAR exercises with the Navy of the Republic of Chile in the Beagle Channel and also simulation
exercises regarding radiocommunications and SAR with Uruguay and South Africa. It was
particularly in the Antarctic Treaty area, in which Argentina had SAR responsibility, where
significant improvements in emergency response could be achieved through co-operation.
The Sub-Committee further noted the holding of a workshop in Vifia del Mar, Chile, in
August 2008, which was coordinated by the Navy of the Republic of Chile and which was
attended by countries with different SAR responsibilities in Antarctica.

13.3  The Sub-Committee agreed with the view of the United States, that the workshop held in
Chile was an excellent example of co-operation in this respect.

Codes, recommendations, guidelines of non-mandatory instruments
13.4 The Sub-Committee recalled that COMSAR 12 had:

A considered document COMSAR 12/14/1 (Secretariat), containing at annex the list
of codes, recommendations, guidelines and other non-mandatory instruments
under the purview of the COMSAR Sub-Committee, which the Sub-Committee
had been requested to review by MSC 83;

2 in view of the length of the list attached to document COMSAR 12/14/1,
containing 126 non-mandatory instruments, agreed to approve the list attached to
document COMSAR 12/14/1 as being the list of relevant documents;

3 agreed that there was not sufficient time to review carefully the complete list of
non-mandatory instruments under the purview of the COMSAR Sub-Committee
during that session and that there was a need for experts to take a detailed look at
these documents and to examine the need to revise or delete some of the
documents; and

4 decided to establish a correspondence group to review the list intersessionally.

13.5 The Sub-Committee briefly considered document COMSAR 13/13/1 (United Kingdom),
containing the recommendations and comments of the correspondence group with regard to the
existing COMSAR-related codes, recommendations and guidelines of non-mandatory
instruments. The Sub-Committee decided to refer the document to the Technical Working
Group, for detailed consideration of the recommendations and comments of the correspondence
group related to Radiocommunications issues and to the SAR Working Group, for detailed
consideration of the recommendations and comments of the correspondence group related to
Search and Rescue issues.
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Terms of reference for the Technical Working Group

13.6 The Sub-Committee instructed the Technical Working Group, taking into account
decisions of, and comments and proposals made in, Plenary, to consider document
COMSAR 13/13/1 (items 1 to 42, 44 to 62, 64, 65, 67 to 70, 72 to 80, 82 to 85, 87, 88, 92 to 94,
97 to 99, 106, 111 to 116, 118, 119, 121 and 123 to 126) and prepare comments and
recommendations.

Report of the Technical Working Group

13.7 In considering the relevant part of the Technical Working Group’s report
(COMSAR 13/WP.3, paragraphs 6.1 to 6.3), the Sub-Committee took action as indicated in the
ensuing paragraphs.

13.8 The Sub-Committee approved amendments to the annex of document COMSAR 13/13/1
and instructed the Secretariat to identify instances where codes, recommendations, guidelines and
other non-mandatory instruments were incorporated directly into other publications.

Terms of reference for the SAR Working Group

13.9  The Sub-Committee instructed the SAR Working Group, taking into account decisions of,
and comments and proposals made in, Plenary, to consider document COMSAR 13/13/1
(items 43, 63, 66, 71, 81, 86, 89 to 91, 95, 96, 100 to 105, 107 to 110, 117, 120 and 122) and
prepare comments and recommendations.

Report of the SAR Working Group

13.10 In considering the relevant part of the SAR Working Group’s report (COMSAR 13/WP.2,
paragraphs 7.2 to 7.4), the Sub-Committee took action as indicated in the ensuing paragraphs.

13.11 The Sub-Committee agreed with the majority of suggested actions and comments and
was of the opinion that COMSAR/Circ.27 (item 63) had to be modified as a new data format for
the present SAR.8 circular. MSC/Circ.960 (item 91) remained valid, bearing in mind that this
information was used by TMAS ashore, but not the maritime industry.

13.12  The Sub-Committee instructed the Secretariat to take action, as appropriate, with respect
to the changes proposed.

13.13  The Sub-Committee agreed that the work carried out by the correspondence group was
very helpful.  The Sub-Committee also concurred that the COMSAR-related codes,
recommendations, guidelines and other non-mandatory instruments should be reviewed in the
future on a regular basis, at least every five years.

Expressions of appreciation
13.14 The Sub-Committee expressed appreciation to the following delegates and observers,
who had recently relinquished their duties, retired or were transferred to other duties or were

about to do so, for their invaluable contribution to its work and wished them a long and happy
retirement or, as the case might be, every success in their new duties:
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Capitan Ronald Quipildor Tito (Bolivia) (on return home);

Captain Jos¢ Caetano de Oliveira Filho (Brazil) (on return home);

Mr. Yun Min Jong and Mr. Kwang Nam Ri (Democratic People’s Republic of Korea)
(on return home);

Captain Hugo Ricaurte Caravias (Ecuador) (on return home);

Mrs. Inger-Lise Walter (Norway) (on retirement);

Mr. Hékan Lindley (Sweden) (on retirement);

Mr. Dave Jardine-Smith (United Kingdom) (on retirement); and

Mr. Steve Godsiff (United Kingdom) (on retirement).

14 ACTION REQUESTED OF THE COMMITTEE

14.1  The Maritime Safety Committee, at its eighty-sixth session, is invited to:

1

approve the draft MSC circular on the Revised Joint IMO/IHO/WMO Manual on
Maritime Safety Information (MSI) (paragraph 3.19 and annex 1);

endorse the action of the Sub-Committee to instruct the Secretariat to circulate the
COMSAR circular on the list of NAVAREA Coordinators (paragraph 3.20);

endorse the action of the Sub-Committee to instruct the Secretariat to prepare and
circulate a COMSAR circular on “Guidance on distress alerts” (paragraph 4.9 and
annex 2);

endorse the action of the Sub-Committee to instruct the Secretariat to convey a
liaison statement to ITU and CIRM on Proposed new “DSC Class H” of
DSC portable radio intended primarily for distress alerting and communication
(paragraph 4.27 and annex 3);

endorse the action of the Sub-Committee to instruct the Secretariat to convey a
liaison statement to ITU, IALA, IEC and CIRM on Automatic Identification
System (AIS) Search and Rescue Transmitter (AIS-SART) (paragraph 4.33 and
annex 4);

endorse the action of the Sub-Committee to instruct the Secretariat to convey a
liaison statement to ITU on the Regulatory status of AIS frequencies for the
ITU World Radiocommunication Conference 2011 (WRC-11) (paragraph 4.53
and annex 5);

instruct the NAV Sub-Committee to consider issues related to the status of the
current AIS frequencies and advise COMSAR 14 accordingly (paragraph 4.54);

instruct the DSC Sub-Committee to consider the issue of tracking and
identification of cargo containers and advise COMSAR 14 accordingly
(paragraph 4.59);

instruct the NAV Sub-Committee to consider future spectrum requirement with
respect to e-navigation and advise COMSAR 14 accordingly (paragraph 4.64);
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authorize the Secretariat to forward the draft IMO position, directly after
COMSAR 14 and prior to approval by MSC 87, to ITU-R Working Party 5B in
order to inform ITU in time on the status of the IMO position regarding WRC-11
(paragraph 4.78);

note the issues of relevance to the maritime services on the agenda of WRC-11
and the detailed preliminary draft IMO position relating to WRC-11, Agenda
items 1.2, 1.3, 1.5, 1.7, 1.9, 1.10, 1.15, 1.17, 1.18, 1.19, 1.22, 1.23, 2, 4 and 8.2
(paragraphs 4.43 to 4.80 and annex 6);

endorse the action of the Sub-Committee to instruct the Secretariat to convey a
liaison statement to ITU on the Implementation of Resolution 355 (WRC-07)
concerning the Maritime Manual (paragraph 4.83 and annex 7);

endorse the decision of the Sub-Committee on the re-establishment of the
Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group, including its terms of reference, to be held
from 23 to 25 June 2009 at IMO Headquarters (paragraph 4.84 and annex 8);

endorse the action of the Sub-Committee to instruct the Secretariat to circulate the
revised COMSAR circular on the List of Rescue Coordination Centres (RCCs)
associated with Inmarsat Land Earth Stations (LESs) (paragraph 5.4);

authorize the Secretariat to revise and publish the COMSAR circular on the List
of Rescue Coordination Centres (RCCs) associated with Inmarsat Land Earth
Stations (LESs) on an annual basis, without bringing it first to the attention of the
Sub-Committee for approval (paragraph 5.5);

endorse the action of the Sub-Committee to instruct the Secretariat to update and
circulate the List of documents and publications which should be held by a
Maritime Rescue Coordination Centre (MRCC) (paragraph 5.7);

instruct the Ad Hoc LRIT working group to prepare a proposal for appropriate
changes of the technical specifications, if necessary, in order to open the
possibility for SAR Services to obtain information on specific ships
(paragraph 6.34);

approve the terms of reference and provisional agenda for, and the convening of
the 16th session of the ICAO/IMO JWG on Harmonization of Aeronautical and
Maritime SAR (paragraph 6.54 and annex 9);

endorse the action of the Sub-Committee to instruct the Secretariat to circulate a
COMSAR circular on AIS safety-related messaging (paragraphs 7.8 and
annex 10);

note the information with regard to the issue of AIS-EPIRB in relation to the
proposal for a new work programme item in document MSC 86/23/1 by the
United States (paragraphs 7.10 to 7.25);
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21 approve the draft MSC circular on Adoption of amendments to the International
Aeronautical and Maritime Search and Rescue (IAMSAR) Manual, taking into
account ICAO’s concurrence to the inclusion of the proposed amendments into
the IAMSAR Manual (paragraphs 8.3 and 8.4, and annex 11);

22 note the outcome of discussions with regard to the issue of Measures to protect the
safety of persons rescued at sea (section 10); and

23 approve the report in general.

15.2 In reviewing the work programme of the Sub-Committee, the Committee is invited to
consider the revised work programme suggested by the Sub-Committee (annex 12) in general
and, in particular, to extend the target completion date of the following work programme items,

namely:

A “Harmonization of aeronautical and maritime search and rescue procedures,
including SAR training matters” (paragraph 6.53); and

2 “Development in maritime radiocommunication systems and technology”
(paragraph 7.28).

15.3 The Committee is also invited to approve the proposed agenda for the Sub-Committee’s
fourteenth session (annex 12), which has been developed using the agenda management
procedure and to endorse the report on the status of the Sub-Committee’s planned outputs in the
High-level Action Plan for the current biennium (paragraph 11.8 and annex 13).

skeksk
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ANNEX 1
DRAFT MSC CIRCULAR

REVISED JOINT IMO/IHO/WMO MANUAL ON
MARITIME SAFETY INFORMATION (MSI)

1 The Maritime Safety Committee (MSC), at its [eighty sixth session (27 May to 5 June 2009)],
noted and approved the revised Joint IMO/IHO/WMO Manual on Maritime Safety Information
(MSI), as prepared by WMO and IHO and agreed by the Sub-Committee on
Radiocommunications and Search and Rescue (COMSAR) at its thirteenth session
(19 to 23 January 2009).

2 MSC 86 noted that section 7 provides extensive guidance and examples on the structure
and text to be used in navigational warnings and that, to ensure greater uniformity, this section
would be provided in the English language in an additional annex in the circulars and
publications in the Spanish and French languages.

3 The Committee was of the opinion that the widest possible use of the manual should be
encouraged and invited Member Governments to bring the annexed Joint IMO/IHO/WMO
Manual to the attention of mariners and those involved in the promulgation of navigational
warnings and meteorological forecasts and warnings.

4 This circular supersedes COMSAR/Circ.4.

5 The Committee decided that the amendments will come into force on [1 January 2011].
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ANNEX

PREFACE

SOLAS regulation 1V/12.2 states that “Every ship, while at sea, shall maintain a radio watch for
broadcasts of maritime safety information on the appropriate frequency or frequencies on which
such information is broadcast for the area in which the ship is navigating”.

At the request of the Sub-Committee on Radiocommunications, the International Hydrographic
Organization (IHO) and the World Meteorological Organization (WMO) a joint document on the
drafting of maritime safety information broadcasts was produced (the Joint IMO/THO/WMO
Manual on Maritime Safety Information). The document was circulated to IHO Member States
under IHB CL 10/1994 and as COMSAR/Circ.4 by the Sub-Committee on Radiocommunications
and Search and Rescue (COMSAR) after its first session in February 1996, which action was
endorsed by the Maritime Safety Committee at its sixty-sixth session in May/June 1996.

The publication contained sections from IMO resolution A.706(17), “World-Wide Navigational
Warning Service”, as amended, and relevant sections of the WMO Publication “Manual on
Marine Meteorological Services”.

At its seventh meeting in September 2005, the IHO’s Commission on the Promulgation of Radio
Navigational Warnings (CPRNW) established a Working Group to review all World-Wide
Navigational Warning Service (WWNWS) documentation. The Working Group included
representation from the WMO and prepared at first, revisions to IMO as amended
resolutions A.705(17), “Promulgation of Maritime Safety Information” and A.706(17),
“World-Wide Navigational Warning Service”. The proposed revisions of the resolutions were
circulated to THO Member States under IHB CL 104/2007, endorsed by COMSAR at its
twelfth session in April 2008 and subsequently approved by the Maritime Safety Committee at its
eighty-fifth session in November/December 2008.

The IHO CPRNW Working Group then prepared the revised Joint IMO/IHO/WMO Manual on
Maritime Safety Information incorporating the revised information from resolutions A.705(17),
as amended and A.706(17), as amended. The revised text of the Joint IMO/IHO/WMO Manual
on Maritime Safety Information was circulated to IHO Member States under cover of
IHB CL 70/2008, endorsed by COMSAR at its thirteenth session in January 2009 [and
subsequently approved by the Maritime Safety Committee at its eighty-sixth session in
May/June 2009].

Although this is an IMO publication, it is intended that the responsible organizations will
maintain their respective sections of this joint IMO/IHO/WMO Manual.
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1 - GENERAL INFORMATION

This manual provides a practical guide for anyone who is concerned with drafting navigational
warnings or with the issuance of meteorological forecasts and warnings under the Global
Maritime Distress and Safety System (GMDSS). Maritime Safety Information (MSI) is
promulgated in accordance with the requirements of IMO resolution A.705(17), as amended.
Navigational warnings are issued under the auspices of the IMO/International Hydrographic
Organization (IHO) World-Wide Navigational Warning Service (WWNWS) in accordance with
the requirements of IMO resolution A.706(17), as amended. Meteorological forecasts and
warnings are issued under the patronage of the World Meteorological Organization (WMO).
In order to achieve the necessary impact on the mariner it is essential to present timely and
relevant information in a consistent format that is clear, unambiguous and brief. Within this
manual, it is particularly intended to provide the best form of words for use in all types of
navigational warnings and meteorological forecasts and warnings that are required to be
broadcast in the English language'. Note has been taken of the IMO Standard Marine
Communication Phrases (resolution A.918(22)), where appropriate.

This manual cannot provide specimen texts for every type of event which may occur. However,
the principles illustrated herein may be applied in general to drafting messages for every kind of
navigational warning and covering all types of hazards and for the issuance of meteorological
forecasts and warnings.

Resolution A.706(17), as amended on the World-Wide Navigational Warning Service
(MSC.1/Circ.1288) at section 5.3.1 requires that “All NAVAREA, Sub-Area and coastal
warnings shall be broadcast only in English in the International NAVTEX and SafetyNET
services”. Where this manual has been produced in languages other than English then the
message examples given in section 7 are also provided in the English language in an additional
annex.

See WMO Publication Manual on Marine Meteorological Services (WMO No 558).
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2 —PROMULGATION OF MARITIME SAFETY INFORMATION

2.1 Introduction

2.1.1 The maritime safety information service of the GMDSS is the internationally and
nationally coordinated network of broadcasts containing information which is necessary for safe
navigation, received in ships by equipment which automatically monitors the appropriate
transmissions, displays information which is relevant to the ship and provides a print capability.
This concept is illustrated in Figure 1.

Navigational Meteorological SAR So;fl.:;}rj;gig:l
Warning Information Information Information

MARITIME SAFETY INFORMATION
(International and national co-ordination)

CO-ORDINATED BROADCAST SERVICES

Coastal "
NAVTEX NAVAREA/ : User defined
Service Area Sub-Area METAREA Wgrr';:‘g Area

BROADCAST SERVICES

SafetyNET

NAVTEX SafetyNET
receiver receiver

Figure 1 — The maritime safety information service of the
Global Maritime Distress and Safety System

2