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Offshore Special Regulations - 3.29 
Communication Equipment – Class B AIS Transponder 

 
A submission from the Royal Yachting Association 

 

Proposal: 
To require a class B AIS Transponder 
 
Add new paragraph 3.29.1 (n) as follows: 

      n) A class B AIS Transponder
 

MoMu1,2,3 

 
It is proposed to defer the introduction of the requirement until 2009. This will allow 
industry to prepare for the requirement and for the equipment to reduce in price. 
 

Current Position: 
There is currently no requirement for Class B AIS Transponder 
 

Reason: 
Class B AIS engines significantly increase the likelihood of a small craft being seen in 
poor visibility or at night.  A yacht fitted with class B AIS is far more likely to be seen 
than one fitted with a radar reflector. 

Studies have shown that radar reflectors are ineffective in assuring that pleasure 
craft are seen by commercial ships.   The recent UK Marine Accident Investigation 
Branch investigation into the sinking of the pleasure yacht “Ouzo” asked QinetiQ 
Funtington to investigate the efficacy of radar reflectors. 

QinetiQ Funtington’s report concluded that, bearing the above factors in mind, it was 
unlikely that deployment of the radar reflector on Ouzo would have made very much 
difference to the RCS of the yacht. 

 
 
 
 



Secretariat Notes: 
 
Extract from the Special Regulations Sub Committee Minutes - November 2007 

 (i) OSR 3.29 – Class B,  A.I.S. Transponder 
Submission SR09-07 was received from the Royal Yachting Association 
Bruce Eissner felt that there were only two Class B,  A.I.S manufacturers in 
China and one re-packager of a Chinese brand currently on the market. He 
also noted that they cost euro 500-800 installed and may or may not require a 
separate dedicated VHF aerial and are approved for use in very few countries 
and not in the U.S.   
Sten Edholm reported that there was a Swedish unit which costs euro 350 
including the antenna of which 100 units have already been sold that needs to 
be interfaced with a chart plotter or computer.  Giovanni Iannucci 
recommended that the submission be delayed.  Ken Kershaw felt that ISAF by 
adopting the submission would send a message to manufacturers and 
regulatory authorities to place products on the market.  Tony Mooney (YA) as 
an observer felt that it was a sailing area issue rather than an OSR Category 
problem.  Alan Green proposed that the text be amended to ensure that 
carriage of Class A devices would satisfy the regulation, and highlighted the 
IEC 62287 standard.    
On a proposal by Bruce Eissner seconded by Will Apold it was recommended 
to defer the submission. 
Recommendation to the Offshore Committee: Defer 
Offshore Committee Decision: Defer  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


