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     Agenda Item 5: New provisions to support aeronautical radiocommunication
Holistic Approach to the Management of Airspace and Associated Systems
(Presented by John Mettrop)

	SUMMARY



	This paper highlights issues with respect to the SARPs ammendments proposed by the Remotely Piloted Aircraft Systems Panel related to the use of the frequency bands 117.975-137 MHz and 960-1164 MHz.

	ACTION

	FSMP WG/6 is invited to: - 

· Reconfirm their opposition to the inclusion of these frequency bands for C2 links at this time until an overall strategy for the future use of these frequency bands has been agreed



1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 At the 5th working group meeting of the Frequency Spectrum Management Panel (FSMP), Standards and Recommended Practices (SARPs) amendments proposed by the Remotely Piloted Aircraft Systems Panel (RPASP) to accommodate remotely piloted aircraft systems (RPAS) were reviewed and commented on.  In turn those comments have now been reviewed by the RPASP and their proposed SARPs ammendments updated accordingly.  These have been liaised back to the FSMP working group in Working Paper 6 for further comment.
2. discussion

2.1 In our response from the last meeting we clearly indicated a concern, due to capacity issues, with the idea of introducing RPAS C2 links in the frequency bands 117.975-137 MHz & 960-1164MHz and therefore did not support the proposals at that time.  In their reply the RPASP indicate that they have added the following caveat “The operation of the C2 Link within any of these bands shall be in accordance with the Regional Air Navigation Plans” which they believe will adequately address the concerns expressed by the FSMP.
2.2 The inclusion of these two frequency bands in SARPs at this time for use for RPAS C2 links even with the proposed caveat is not a good idea for the following reasons:-

· As previsously stated by the FSMP both frequency bands are heavily congested in certain regions of the world.

· Use of the frequency bands in accordance with the regional air navigation plans goes against the general principle of using globally harmonised systems, raises questions of priority and increases the likely misuse of the frequencies in areas of the world where these frequencies are not permitted for use.

· There are competing demands for access to these 2 frequency bands and use by RPAS should be addressed as part of an overall aeronautical strategy and not addressed in isolation.

· Were the 960-1164 MHz frequency band to be used then provision would have to be made to ensure the protection of 1 030 and 1 090 MHz (e.g. through the use of guard bands) and ensure conformance with the band edge restrictions contained in Resolution 417 (Rev.WRC-15)

2.3 It is also noted that by definition communication are limited to those between aeronautical stations and aircraft stations or between aircraft stations. Where use between aeronautical stations (e.g. a station in the mobile service not intende to used while in motion) still desired then that would require a change to the radio regulations.
3. action by the meeting

3.1 FSMP WG/6 is invited to 

· Reconfirm their opposition to the inclusion of these frequency bands for C2 links at this time until an overall strategy for the future use of these frequency bands has been agreed
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