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SUMMARY 

 
Executive summary: 

 
Following the relevant discussion in MSC 78 where the Inmarsat-E 
service was appreciated, Inmarsat has recently announced their 
decision to cease providing these services from 01 December 2006. 
Germany is severely concerned about the safety aspects of this 
intended closure of service 

 
Action to be taken: 

 
Paragraph 15 

 
Related documents: 

 
MSC 78/26, paragraph 16.45, MSC 79/22/7 

 
 
Background 
 
1 This document provides comments on document MSC 79/22/7 and is submitted in 
accordance with the provisions of paragraph 4.10.5 of the Guidelines on the organization and 
method of work (MSC/Circ.1099 � MEPC/Circ.405).  Specifically, this paper comments on the 
proposed cease of providing the Inmarsat-E services from 1 December 2006 affecting the future 
viability of the Inmarsat L-Band EPIRB system. 
 
GMDSS service system provides safety 
 
2 Germany is severely concerned about the safety aspects of this intended cease of service. 
The Inmarsat L-Band EPIRB system has been widely accepted by the shipping community as a 
means of providing a safety network which is not yet matched by any competitor with regard to 
its technical superior and reliability. 
 
3 Due to the L-Band services the information of any incident will be received by the 
responsible SAR services within seconds of its occurring and with an accuracy of its location in 
GPS accuracy. Thus not only shipping industries but also non-commercial craft have come to 
develop trust into this safety net. Therefore, the equipment needed to make use of this service is 
widely spread within the shipping community. 
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History 
 
4 Following marine casualties where the necessary assistance at the site of the incident was 
not capable of providing efficient and timely help due to a lack of information regarding the 
exact location of occurrence, some Administrations invested into a means that would improve 
safety of navigation in this respect based on satellite assistance - at that time a new technology. 
 
5 When this investment was matured to a standard that was practically feasible, industry 
investments followed.  This continued the development into a service that provides a safety 
system to all subscribers who once equipped with L-Band EPIRB systems were enabled to take 
part in a GMDSS net. Subsequently, EPIRB equipment was made mandatory within the SOLAS 
context.  
 
6 Even though there is a large public interest in a safety net of the kind of the GMDSS 
services, it was agreed to accept a private company running the satellite services in the 
understanding that whilst they continue to develop additional nets for different services they are 
obliged to continue the GMDSS services. 
 
7 Respectively, a large number of members of the shipping community have relied on the 
provisions of these services and have met the SOLAS - or related national requirements for 
non-SOLAS vessels - by L-Band services equipment.  
 
8 The cease of service as announced by Inmarsat will effect a much larger number of ships 
than that accounted for by IMSO. Germany has taken a not representative sample within the 
recent weeks that concludes with a very different number subscribers (reference is made to the 
annex, part A). 
 
9 The cease of Inmarsat-E GMDSS services would create a monopoly for the provision of 
GMDSS satellite communications.  
 
Inmarsat obligations 
 
10 The Inmarsat Convention (last modified on 24 April 1998) states in particular that 
Inmarsat�s privatization is granted upon the obligation to provide GMDSS services in the future. 
Inmarsat-C has been tied to Inmarsat-E upon IMO�s decision to grant exclusivity to Inmarsat as 
the service provider for GMDSS satellite communications; this is a well known fact to all 
negotiators in the past. 
 
11 Inmarsat-E may not be switched off without discussing Inmarsat-C�s exclusivity at IMO. 
To facilitate any such decision phase out schemes need to be assessed similarly to previous 
services ceasing: 
 

.1 the phase out of a low level system like 121,5 MHz Emergency Locator 
Transmitters (ELTs), a 10-year period has been granted; and 

 
.2 the phase out of Inmarsat-A has been granted with a 6 to 8-year period; thus a  

� � proper closure just like Inmarsat-A �� does not apply. 
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12 For both previously discontinued systems, the 121,5 MHz and the Inmarsat-A 
respectively more efficient systems had been introduced prior to the phase out schedules. 
 
Proposal 
 
13 Competitive services to the Inmarsat L-Band service have up to now not been able to 
show the efficiency in timely and accurate data provision. This, however, is more crucial for 
smaller vessels relying on this kind of services. Thus, Germany strongly objects to accept the 
proposed closure of Inmarsat-E prior to a full appreciation of its effects. 
 
14 Germany proposes the Committee to embark on a discussion on the intended cease of 
service and in particular to note the safety aspects of the proposed cease of Inmarsat L-Band 
services, to consider the effects on the shipping community in total and by the number of 
participants and to develop a solution that balances the different needs as described. 
 
Action requested of the Committee 
 
15 The Committee is invited to note the information provided, the proposal as described in 
paragraph 14 and take action as deemed appropriate. 
 
 

*** 
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ANNEX 
 
 
PART A 
 
Use of Inmarsat-E  EPIRBs in Germany: 
 
Germany has undertaken to request users input for a screening of the number of subscribers. 
The result is the following - not representative - sample: 
 
German Navy   about  100 EPIRBs  
SOLAS vessels  about 150 EPIRBs and 
pleasure craft   about  450 EPIRBs in use today.  
 
Totally some 700 EPIRBs are used for German users only.  In particular the wide acceptance by 
pleasure craft yields a much higher number of EPIRBs remain in use today internationally, than 
that described by IMSO (MSC 79/22/7). 
 
 
PART B 
 
German evaluation of the effect of a cease of service of the Inmarsat L-Band: 
 
Today�s Situation of Inmarsat-E/E+: 
 

.1 The European Space Agency (ESA) was highly involved in the development of 
L-Band-EPIRB. 

.2 Inmarsat-E is official part of the GMDSS, as of SOLAS chapter IV. 

.3 The Inmarsat-E System is robust and technically superior and reliable. 

.4 Since the implementation of the Inmarsat-E system several successful rescues 
have been achieved.  

.5 Germany welcomes the improvement of the existing Inmarsat-E infrastructure 
designing and producing Inmarsat-E+ which has started  only this year. 

.6 Inmarsat-E+ won the Sea trade awards in 2002 with strong support by Inmarsat. 

.7 Articles in �via Inmarsat� and �Ocean Voice� stating past, presence, future of 
Inmarsat-E in a glorious light. 

.8 In MSC 78 IMSO addressed to the meeting, and expressed the continued 
provisions of global services and reliability of GMDSS services.  

.9 USA is opening the market by releasing FCC-rules for US type approval of 
Inmarsat-E type beacons on 12 February 2004. 

.10 China issued the import certificate for Inmarsat-E type beacons on 
06 September 2004. 

.11 Inmarsat-E beacons are about the same price as 406 MHz EPIRB with GPS. 
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Alternative Provider: 
 
The only competitor in this field is the COSPAS-SARSAT EPIRB which is - safety wise - no 
equivalent substitute to the Inmarsat-E or E+ EPIRB because: 
 

- Inmarsat-E has higher distress message forwarded speed (even GEOSTAR 
with 0,9 dB margin is not a reliable substitute); 

- Inmarsat-E provides a Remote Controlled Unit (RCU) and 
nature-of-distress transmission and usability as back up GPS unit; 

- Inmarsat-E provides a highly reliable data structure with forward error 
correction; and 

- In accordance with SOLAS Convention Chapter IV Part C Regulation 6  
passenger ships do need two EPIRBs or  one Inmarsat-E with RCU. 

 
Consequences of the announced phase out will be: 
 

.1 No substitute available for Inmarsat-E with Search And Rescue Transponder 
(SART). 

.2 No substitute available for Inmarsat-E with RCU. 

.3 No substitute available for special designed cradles and containers in NAVY 
installations.  

.4 Severe compensation demands of manufactures, distributors and customers can be 
foreseen. 

.5 Customers cannot be supplied with adequate substitutes (see above mentioned 
reasons). 

.6 Implementation problems of promised substitute delivery to the customers can be 
foreseen.  

 
 

___________ 


