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	SUMMARY

	This paper highlights a potential issue with the use of the Iridium satellite constellation for Aeronautical Mobile Satellite (Route) services (AMS(R)S) that will be raised at WG-M.  The paper however seeks WG-F’s view on whether it is acceptable to provide an AMS(R)S under a Mobile Satellite Service.

	ACTION

	To consider under which service allocations it is acceptable to provide aeronautical safety communication services.


1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 . In 2007 amendment 82 to Annex 10, was adopted by Council in 2007, which rationalised the SARPs material for AMS(R)S as well introducing an associated technical manual that contained the detailed information for both the Inmarsat and Iridium systems.
1.2 At the time of adoption Iridium gave ICAO assurance that their system had been co-ordinated through the ITU process. 
1.3 The UK CAA received a letter from Ofcom (the UK Radio Regulator) informing them that Iridium had not undertaken the action required under footnote 5.367 (co-ordination in accordance with Article 9.21) that would allow the frequency band 1 613.8 – 1 626.5 MHz to be used for AMS(R)S. The letter went on to enquire as to the CAA’s position with respect recent claims by Iridium that they could now offer an AMS(R)S which, in Ofcom’s interpretation, would be under a secondary allocation.    

2. discussion

2.1 Ofcom have confirmed that Iridium have Iridium have co-ordinated their satellite system in accordance with Article  9.11 procedures and the ITU register shows that their co-ordinations are in accordance with the radio regulations under this procedure.  This, in the interpretation of Ofcom, would mean that they are in accordance with RR Article 5 which shows that they are using the space to Earth direction under 5.28 as a secondary service.  Ofcom cannot see any agreement to say that this use is under a primary allocation. Neither can Ofcom finding any evidence that Iridium has co-ordinated the use of AMS(R) S with Administrations under Article 9.21, which is referenced in footnote 5.367.

2.2 The UK CAA intend to submit a paper to the upcoming ACP WG-M meeting to address the issue of the status of Iridium’s filing and the implications with respect to the technical manual, noting that there should be no implications for the generic SARPs. The issue however does raise two points of interest that need to be addressed by WG-F.  
2.3 Firstly, if co-ordination has been carried out in accordance with Article 9.11does this make the allocation to the Mobile Satellite Service (space to Earth) in the frequency band 1 613.8 – 1 626.5 MHz primary or secondary? 

2.4 Secondly are aviation prepared to operate a safety service under either a primary or secondary Mobile Satellite Service allocation rather that an AMS(R)S allocation and if so is there any need for allocations to AMS(R)S.  

3. ACTION BY THE MEETING
3.1 The ACP WGF is requested to clarify the position with respect to the service allocations under which aeronautical safety of life communications can operate.
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