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1. Background
The safety of life at sea, the safety of maritime navigation, the safety of air navigation and the regularity of flights remain matters of paramount importance. The Radio Regulations contain extensive provisions applicable to maritime and aeronautical services, while IMO and ICAO maintain sector-specific conventions, standards, procedures, manuals and related frameworks relevant to these domains. Administrations are therefore required, in practice, to operate across several international frameworks when establishing or applying national authorization and regulatory arrangements for maritime, aeronautical and relevant radiocommunication systems.
Saudi Arabia previously highlighted at the RAG (see document RAG/14) that administrations face significant challenges in effectively authorizing frequencies/channels to stations within maritime and aeronautical services and ancillary to them, such as radionavigation, radiodetermination and meteorological uses, while ensuring compliance with the applicable international treaties, regulations, procedures and standards established by the ITU, IMO, ICAO and other relevant competent entities.
At its thirty-second meeting, the RAG recalled the earlier discussions on cooperation between ITU-R, IMO and ICAO and noted that Study Group 5 and Working Party 5B had not yet received contributions on that matter. The RAG then advised the BR to continue studying various ways and means to promote further collaboration with ICAO and IMO, with the aim of effectively addressing the concerns expressed in the document RAG/14. The RAG further noted that a consolidated course of action, for example guidelines or a handbook, could be developed through various means, including work carried out by Study Group 5 and Working Party 5B, and encouraged the membership concerned to contribute to WP 5B directly on that matter (see document CA/277).
Following that outcome, Saudi Arabia submitted a contribution to Working Party 5B (see document 5B/354) proposing a liaison to IMO and ICAO on the possible development of joint guidelines or a handbook. That contribution was considered in Working Groups 5B-2 and 5B-3. While the importance of continued coordination between ITU, IMO and ICAO was recognized, concerns were shared regarding the scope of the proposed work, the practical objectives, the relevant systems and bands concerned, the expected workload, the key elements to be included, and the identification of leading and contributing parties. It was also recalled that coordination mechanisms already exist, including liaison-based coordination with ICAO where necessary and the IMO/ITU Joint Experts Group on Maritime Radiocommunication Matters. Consequently, both groups decided to note the contribution without further action.
2. Challenges faced by administrations
National telecommunication regulatory authorities continue to face practical challenges in the coherent application of the relevant ITU, IMO and ICAO frameworks, in particular in relation to maritime, aeronautical and ancillary radiocommunication systems such as radionavigation, radiodetermination, meteorological uses etc.
First, responsibilities at the national level are often distributed among several authorities, including telecommunication regulators, civil aviation authorities, maritime authorities, transport ministries, meteorological bodies, defence entities and other competent institutions. This institutional fragmentation may make it difficult to design and apply coherent end-to-end authorization processes.
Second, telecommunication regulatory authorities may not always have sufficient awareness or visibility of the relevant operational, procedural and documentation frameworks maintained within IMO and ICAO, while sectoral authorities may not always have full awareness of the spectrum-management and radiocommunication regulatory implications of the Radio Regulations and related ITU-R texts. This cross-domain knowledge gap can lead to avoidable uncertainty in the development and application of national authorization processes.
Third, administrations may face difficulty in determining, for a particular station, system, installation, service or use case, which international instruments are applicable, which authority should be consulted, and how the interfaces between telecommunication regulation and maritime or aviation sector requirements should be handled in practice.
Fourth, even where a national authorization is technically consistent with the spectrum provisions of the Radio Regulations, it may still not fully reflect related maritime or aviation operational frameworks, potentially resulting in incomplete authorization conditions, inconsistent national practices, avoidable implementation complexity for operators and manufacturers, or missed opportunities to prevent harmful interference and facilitate efficient coordination.
Fifth, the challenge extends beyond core maritime and aeronautical communications to uses ancillary to them, including radionavigation, radiodetermination, surveillance and meteorological applications, where administrations may need to consider a wider set of interrelated requirements and practices.
Sixth, while useful materials already exist across the three organizations, including sector-specific manuals and handbooks, there is still no single practical, cross-referenced aid specifically intended to help national telecommunication regulatory authorities understand the interfaces between the relevant ITU, IMO and ICAO frameworks in national authorization practice. This remains a practical implementation gap for administrations.
3. Proposal
Recalling provision 160F PP-98 of Article 11A of the Convention of the International Telecommunication Union, which highlights the role of the Radiocommunication Advisory Group (RAG) in facilitating cooperation among relevant international organizations, and taking into account the discussions held within the RAG and Working Party 5B, Saudi Arabia notes the importance of ensuring coherent application of the regulatory and operational frameworks supporting the safe and efficient operation of maritime and aeronautical radiocommunication systems.
Recognizing that administrations may face practical challenges when applying the relevant instruments and materials developed by the ITU, the International Maritime Organization (IMO), and the International Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO), Saudi Arabia considers that a practical and coordinated approach could assist national telecommunication regulatory authorities in navigating these frameworks more effectively.
In this context, Saudi Arabia proposes that the Radiocommunication Advisory Group advise the Director of the Radiocommunication Bureau (BR) to liaise with IMO and ICAO, using existing cooperation mechanisms as appropriate, with the objective of identifying practical measures that could support administrations in the coherent implementation of the relevant ITU, IMO and ICAO frameworks related to maritime, aeronautical and ancillary radiocommunication systems, including radionavigation, radiodetermination, surveillance, and meteorological applications.
Such work, undertaken by the BR under the guidance of the RAG and in consultation with the relevant ITU-R Study Groups, could include identifying the principal implementation challenges faced by administrations and exploring possible forms of assistance. These may include, as appropriate:
-	Reference mapping of relevant ITU, IMO and ICAO instruments and materials;
-	Practical information on the roles and interfaces between telecommunication regulators and maritime and aviation authorities;
-	Development of guidance resources, checklists, or capacity-building activities; 
-	Establishment of a web-based information portal maintained by the BR bringing together relevant reference materials and practical implementation resources.
This approach would preserve flexibility regarding the form of any eventual output, avoid prejudging whether a specific deliverable such as a handbook would be required, and allow the BR to take into account previously expressed concerns related to scope, arrangements, duplication and workload.
Saudi Arabia therefore proposes that the Radiocommunication Advisory Group:
1)	Advise the Director of the Radiocommunication Bureau to liaise with the International Maritime Organization (IMO) and the International Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO), making use of existing cooperation mechanisms as appropriate, in order to identify practical measures that could assist national telecommunication regulatory authorities in the coherent application of the relevant ITU, IMO and ICAO frameworks;
2)	Invite the Director of the Radiocommunication Bureau, in consultation with the relevant ITU-R Study Groups, to identify the principal implementation challenges faced by administrations and possible forms of assistance to address them; and
3)	Invite the Director of the Radiocommunication Bureau to report to the next meeting of the Radiocommunication Advisory Group on the outcome of such liaison and consultations, including possible assistance tools and any recommended next steps.
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