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UAV Operati ons
The European Uni
on Privacy and

Anna Masutt i *

Il ntroducti on

In the |l ast years, people have been forced to
their privacy rights in order to enjoy greatei
the enormous opportunities offered by the 1Int
Concerns have been expresse® prrtsheaalodataf tdhae
be spread everywhere through the social net wor
UAVs are able to collect data much more effici
aircraft ever <coul d. Nevertheless, they (in pe
danger for privacy ri ghtessodsuttiley iamamg ecso lalnac tvi
phone conversations, and intercept el ectronic
or signal depending onRbotahred.p aTyhl eoya dc ainn satlasld erde coc
or evenb@batogatal Odaermdaviidanti fy human targets. F
| apower drones wi lddt ay sion bteh &bhedcieor mti fonogr eav ecront i nu
surveillance tool in the hand of public author
Unt il now, UAVs have been employed predominant
pur poses, however, UAV technology 1is becomi n
undertakings and even individuals. UAVs <can b
including, cameras and other sensors to coll ec
scenari o whereby individuals must now guard t
i ndividual s. Consequently, on many occasions t
sed its concern about the proliferation of sur
UAVs. Several privacy risks may arise in relat
by the equb@awrechta oWdAV. Such risks can range fr
due to the difficulty of being able to view sr
to a difficulty in knowing the purposes for wi
ted A short explanation of the difference betw
red in order to better understand t Be tphledno menr
weigh no more than 2 kilograms not exceeding a

*Seni or Partner at LS Lexjus Sinacta Law Firm,
Law and European Transport Law at the Universi
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would not travel hi gher than 408 faeet deafione dgm
any unmanned aircrafts, other than a balloon o
20 kg without its fuel but including any artic
to the aircraft at the2dommencement of its fli
The European Union Legal Framework on Priwv
The privacy and data protection probl ems, whi
(l'i ke drones), could wusefully be addressed t h
Union (EU) Il egal framework. In fact, the EU is
Convention of Human Rights (ECHR) ®*onArnthieclbeasi s
of the EU Charter of Fundament al Rights (whicl
when t he Li sbon Trea4trye plcamed itnhe rfioghkte) to |
ccorrespowmidtemctehe righommupir aalkcynaddi ti on, Ar
8 of the Char teewre rsytoantee sh atshatthe right to the p.
data concernioragmdhithador sueth data must be proce:
poses only and exclusively with the consent of
vision establishes the right to access the da
needed, the right to have it rectified. Compl:i
to the control of an indépendent overseeing au
Article 7 of the Charter mainly derives from A
European Community and Directive 95/46/ EC of t
Cour@en |l the protection of i ndividuals with reg
data and on the free movement of such dat a, a
and on the Council of Europe Convention of 28
I ndi viduals with regard to Aut®omahichPhasedbeil
ratified by all the Member States.

The Applicability of the Current Data Prot

Future Use of Drones

Regarding which European norms appear to be ap
to see that, according to the opini ®f] bé& DPAs
Data Protection Directive (95/ 46/ EC) was appl |
surveillancthi(©d$)agnevewd t hat the 2008/ 977 Fra
plicable and a signi fi eParnitvanciynoDiirteyc tfieviet (t4hla%)

ta Retention Directive (20C9nsniquhetnt &lyso i be Da!

95/ 46/ EC is almost 100% applicable to drones,
Regul ation 679/2016 is equally applicable, alt
mad e .

I n January 2012, the Commission proposed a rev
ting to public scrutiny two draft instruments:
atGener al Data ProdeGDRFPWHhiRehguwlidtli canl so apply t
sing by private or commerci al UAV operators)
data processing by competent authoritties for t

3 _
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On 27 April 2016, the Regulation and Directive
of ficial texts of the Regulation and the Direc
nal of the EU. While the Regulation entered ir
apply as of 25 May 2018. The Directive entered

EU Member States transposes it into their nati

The Regulation and the Directive provide for t

at preventing fragmentation in the way person
across the Union. Moreover, the GDPR seeks to
by recent technol ogical devel opment s. I't addr e
or insufficiently dealt with by the current | e
ci al protectriednatofd hlealat,h t he need for <clearer
access and portability, and the rules concerni
interest.

Furthermor e, the Regulation tries to strike a
duals to protect their personal data and the
of ficials for public interest or | aw enforceme
the need to guarantee téhpt foghtebéteéendhei duak:
data (¢alelbasdyht to B faordgotthenneed to provide
same data to public officials is especially di
by the possible use that could be made of sens
mer ci al purposes.

The GDPR clarifies the issue of the consent of
ven explicitly and by any appropriate means en
shes of the subject itsel f. Acodtdiegce¢po phe
ticked boxes or inactivity sho@ d not therefor

The Regulation also reiterates most principle
such as the right not to be subj ¥ctt hteo rprgohfti Itic
object to the procebsisitnige orfi gphetr staon dr ercdtgibfei ctad i

acceéss

Moreover, the Regulation establishes strict re
and ease of access to any information?concern|
and stresses t lper iivmapcoyr t'iayn cdegwifgn ng controll ers
sors to i mplement al |l appropriate technical a
security of [Brecdddooxi Mg provides for the design
Of ficer by the controller and a processor when
rity and in other few cases.

I n order to ensure a correct and uniform appl:i
Regul ati onc srediss tugn @yd wiei cchha nriesgqui r es supervisor
& o cooperate with each other and, where relev
the consiste®éy mechani sm

Finally, Article 40Tbé¢ Mbemb&DPRt prev, debe supe
rities, the Board and the Commission shall enc
duct intended to contribute to the proper appl
count of the specific features of the various
of micro, smas$izeaeddendedi pmi ses

4_
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To sum up, the new Riemptuémpta@aloiha@ewsbabicspesncipl
protection athrdampgparaglhye ydat a col | eddtatra musht- no't
j e@otf t he personal information coll ected, the g
the dadat;a imi)ni mdaat@i égned tedtlromtt he purpose for wh
being collected and the data collected must be
sary for the purpossennitnudrisvieddu;alisi imMust give cc
data being aalcloeuentt:eads;ihlei Mgyat a controll er must b
accountable to individual sraghdt regubhatesyg, agbDl
and erasdie@i duals retain control over the inf
t hem.

I't is important to say that this Regulation he
ned in Directive 95/46/ EC and Regulation 45/ 20
gaps of the previous European |l egislation on p
Regarding the privacy |l aw in the EU Member Sta
ple the data protection | aws and the | egislat
and I nternet services sector of the Member St s
cribe the EU Data Pr etre ovtaicoyn DDirreedtiivee and e
Some Member States such as UK, France, ltaly,
have already issued regulations for UAVs provi

vacy right.

Concl usi on

The current data protection and privacy | egi sl
visions specific to UAV as regard to the col |l e
ges. However, by way of analogy, the existing
ble to the use of drones, and the existing ca:
may provide guidance in the drafting and i mpl
drones, if necessary.

I n fact, the existing privacy and data protec
di stinguish between | awful and unl awf ul use o0
oversight by authorities, effective enforcemen
and manpower, these rules are bound to remain
Mor eover, privacy right g ntbaenddpenigpaoyettaad ahs
technol ogy that now threatens t hem. Privacy by
extremely useful tool to ensure the enforcemen
objective has been facilitated by the capaciti
of artificial intelligence (Al) and operationa
design had already been acknowledged by the EU
679/ 2016/ EU.

nk iOnlg 2Ralr5t yon Pri vac
on of Drones, 016
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2Civi l Aviation Authority, The Air Navigatilnt pQr/dier 201
publicapps.caa.co.uk/docs/ 33/ CAP393Ed5AmM2_JUN2017_BOOKMA

SConsolidated version of the Treaty2®®n8/EQrodtbbeAMLl . Un6.on, 13

‘biat Art. 6(1).
SCharter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union, 26

% batd Art. 8.

"Directive 95/ 46/ EC of the European Parliament and of the
of individuals th regard to the processing o®J personal
L 281, 23.15H5.019 , 3

8Convention for the Protection of Individuals with regard
nAl108, Strasbourg, 28 January 1981.

°St udy onsBpraatagpy., 147.

'“®uropean Commission, Proposal for a Regu of the Eu
(Gener al Data Pr o6 eGxaGM(o2n0 1Re)g ullla tfiionna | 2012/0011 (COD) (201°
jEur opean Commi ssion, Proposal for a Directive of the Eur
anuary 2012, COM(2012) 10 final 2012/0010 (COD)(2012).
'Regul ation (EBEUprRO4A®6/B&O,tal 65 and Art. 17.

'y batd Recitals 32, 42, 51 and Art. 7.

M batd Recital 122 and Art. 4.

'S pbatl Sec. 4.

'bid at Art. 19.

Tpbid at. Art. 15

'$¥bid at Art. 12, Sec. 1.

'Thapter |V, SecDiadm proAecitcbe DY, deRseigur aan d nby Edlef a2u0l1t6 /
the European Parliament and of the Council on the protect
cessin of personal data on the free movement of such dat
| abl e hfttom: egurur opa.oad/elngd&EIN/ TXT/ HTML/ 2uri =CELEX: 32016R

2t bid at Arts 47 and 63.
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A Review of toh Rol e an
I CAO i n Res ving Co

e
ol

byNeda Lent ¢r k*

Abstract

The Chicago Convention provides the | CAO Coun
powers strengthened by a sanctions mechani sm.

however, has been contested and the subject o
purpose of the present paper is to introduce t
critical anad ysiog esnamd€ADunctions i n resol v
bet ween its Member States.

Brief I ntroduction to the Dawn and Devel

Avi ation Law

Ever since the Montgolfier Brothers flew the h

a wil|l to regulate civil aviation. I n those da
reasons which are relmattlletooumbheremttirmsksas
devel oping technology and emergent needs, ci v
internati onal and accordingly the air vehicles
over various territories This urged states to
sure that the air traffic is managed safely an
each state.

Since the Regulation of Aerial Navigation of 1
Convefhtiwas under the influence of the after ma
considering the fact that the States were in t
tional interests back then, the rules regul ati
Ost ate sover eodyrtey Comivreaqitploem on I nternational
hereinafter referred to as the Chicago Conven
constitution of international civil aviation |
predecessor, the Paris Convention, and was al s

Not only Article 1 of the Chicago Convention ¢
St aficeosmpl et e and exclusive sovereignty over thi

including but not | imited to Articles 5, 6, 7
same notion. As wil/l be explained under the fo
domi nates not only international aviation | aw
reliys,onsi dered to be the reason behind the rela

*LL. M. Advanced Studies in Air and Space Law
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organi zations to emadjreceidpivienesc eftffesctted el y.

One of the most i mportant contributions of the
aviation |l aw is the establishment of | CAO whic
kivgd di spute settl ement powers in internation
The ongoing crisis ocourormpd eidn mehe¢ oMimddklee aEa gt
di spute settlement machinery in international

nism enabling I CAO to reconcile its Member St e
chani sm exists, how does it work? Why did | CA
bl ems between its Member States? What role co
East dispute? Throughout the present paper, I

For the sake of odisagtgedidmmpatmacromsoluisetd i n

the present paper wil/l have the same meaning.

A Closer Look at | CAO

When it comes to a matter related to public i
al ways ask hi mseWHatt hd®se squtetsd i ©mi:cago Conventi
subj@Ilct 2order to establish a useful analysi s,
duce & CADPjectives and structure through the in
tion prior to elaborating on its roles and fun

1 Objectives of | CAO

The outline of the objectives of I CAO is prese
Convention. Since | CAO was born in an environn
of the Second World War, its main objective wa
the international civil aviation in a safe and

More specifically, the objectives which | CAO
under Article 44 of the Chicago Convention.

Al t hough the pr &t encottiaobn yo fp rseasfeeatvyi ng t he conti
tion environment, is stildl its primary goal, I
faced in the course of avPateinovn rhinsmteartya,l su oh
efficiency, continuity and the rule of | aw.
The increaseraeqnpdrmlCAOi | ities is criticized by
me matters shall be |l eft to egional organi zat
concern, nametiy, ththewesvaefre,t yf.i nd this embracing
I

r
n

addressing new problems usefu with regard to

rules and contributing to the development of i

Article 44 (i) of the Chicago Convention sugge

8 _
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1 How Does | CAO Operate? : Through I ts Bo

| CAO is composed of four main bodies and their
go Convention. These bodies are (i) the Assemt
ritatnd (iv) the Air Navigation Commission

Since this paper is intended to review the cur
| CAO, I owi || solely elaborate on the Assembly
portant with regards to understanding the disfg
the Council, as will seen in Section 2.2.2, i s
di sagreement s, I also give place to the Assemt
the structure of the Council due to the fact t
Counci | are electtachdby hehe€CoAnsembliys responsi bl
the directions**of the Assembly

1 The Assembly

Because the Assembly, which is headquartered
| CAO Member St atesigarkbéerred to as the sover
literature andE eWveincii &ThivAlseéefterence is righttf
by part of the doctrine by alleging that the A
reign organ whilst it is convened by the Counc
the exercise of itd8” functions and powers.

I do believe that, as befits the name, the sov
pending on to what extent this organ is decis
area it is related to. That being said, when w
| CAO, we can easily see that all the functions
nal civil aviation such as adoption of SARPs a
i mpl emented by the Assembly, but by the Counci
body by | CIAD Antsiedlfe 49 of the Chicago Convent
and duties of the Assembly, there are several
step further, Article 49 (k) establishes that
matter within the sphere of action of | CAO whi
Counci l

1 The Counci l

The Counci l i s the p‘&rnma nceunrtr emdady ofonlt @A@s 36
t eeAs mentioned under Section 2.2.1., the Coun
the executive! bodys ofletl €A® nant | egislative, |
ve fun®tions.

Pursuant to Article 49 (b) of the Chicago Con:
tracting States to be represented on the Coun
under Section 2.2.1, based on this article and
is a reflection of the Assembly. According to
and Rule 55 provided by the Standing Rules of
ternational Civil 2Avila¢i BhatODegaaireatelented as
to constitute an adequate representation on th
of the election of States that occupy chief i/
part consists of States which make the | argest
ties for international <civil air navigation wh

9 _
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designation wil/| ensure that all the major geo
sented on ¢t‘he Council

Al t hough a

=
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the major aviation states are rep

[

mentioned election model, the desired outcome
interests to some extent. To put it more expld.i
group of individual members which are free fro
poses of the representatives of Contracting St
own nationai interests.

The next section is dediscadtiesdp uttee esxeamil reemetntte ml
and to introduce a review on whether this mech
tes between the Member States. I'n order to ma
maj or cases brought before | CAO and the manner

adliudi ci al Power of | CAO: Di spute Settl e

The Priowhiapl €&ho2al d Be?

rsuant to the Article 84 of the Chicago Conyv
ng from the interpretation or application of
more Member States is left to the Council ¢
ttled by negoti @t homrdgr the ppptyeghis arti
erequi sites shall be met.

rst and foremost, as rightly #Pndibkbiasedr biycIm
|l iges the interpreters to determine the natu
fferent settl ement 2&petpiecnds nmgay nb evhred dpweirr @ dh e
aracterized, for instance, as political or |
at the di sputes between States are generally
eferences does not necessarily mean they wil
e same ti me. The politics and the | aw, by t
her. The politics alone, therefore, cannot b
chani sm. According to the aforementioned Ar
eement stemmed from the interpretation or a
on, the Council is competent to make a deci s
ute is also influenced by the politics unl es
oned wunder Article 89 of the Chicago Conven
ncerning the States, it is inevitable that t
oices will come to fore The fact that a di :
t necessarily mean that it did not cause an
der for the mechanism provided by Article 84
ngested, the Council should take the ut most
not to interfere. A further critical analys
ace under Section 3. 3.
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cond, the parties to a dispute shall attempt
ations at first, namely &®rdeoci dioom.ppAyiwmigl It c
r the fos$éowiog, sube Counci l often invites t
er negotiate on the matter which generally
entually.&Thdi Eomamppirloach is supported by so
at the functions of the Council in terms of
ing to settling the disagreements rather tha
at the Council i’ , nhitowaveourthobhk | alwat the
re effective than a conciliator based on the
des the Council wi t-rha kihreg .p oTwheer @K i cdaegcoi sG oomv e
er mor e, sets out t-wletthyeresprodc tsiamachili @encsr t not
sure the LCoainxziidns are being applied.

ese sanctions are provided either for the ai
th theks Chanicsil on. I n the former the Contract
rmit the operation of an airline over their
mbly is required to suspend the voting powe.]
mbly and it the Council

seen so far, the Chicago Convention provide

strong dispute settl ement mechanism crowned

Now, with the above facts and discussions in n
how this dispute settlement mechanism actually
ck is essential to predict and to avoid fut

i s psoblVemg mechani sm.

The Pr @dewhatcteActually Exists?:

e first case concerning the conflict between
ged that Pakistan has wunfairly prohibited a
e Counci l in 1952, only eight years after 1t
ntion. Although Pakistan asserted that this

purposes, it turned out to be that Paki st a
e its transit rights through the area in qu
sulted in Pakiddtsamr iwi mlagtiiomg pmaoamci ple referr
icago CéAvemenononed wunder Section 3.1., Th
ttle the di sputes between Member States only
l ved by Mémégot iSdtait@ess. The Council, therefo
an to continue negotiations which eventually
e parties being solved.

1967, the United Kingdom filed a c¢claim aga

overflight of the surroundings of Gibraltar. T

defer ®sheemdt eer

e third dispute submitted to the Council, i
dia and Pakistan over the wunilateral suspens
rritory. Al t hough the parties have wultimate
at they had not intended to continue the pr
is case important in which both the Council
I

competency over tHhe di spute settl ement.
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Anot her case brought to the Counci l in 1998 i
United States regarding etghetfelrieglhtaimicglatf toft o@u
over the UDft e edif¥Satataegai n, the problem was sol\
decision issued by the Council but rather with

The most recent case concerning the then EU I
aircraft engines between the United States and
referred to as Hushkit case, lahse bsraoiudg hRe gtud atth
caused al most alll United States carrie¥s not t
The dispute was settled when the EU has repeal
negotiations between the parties under the gu

Conciliator.

In the folslecwiiroghr,sudb wi || seek aWhatnswelre toan
| CAO have to settle the proolbmbdéredarn sppatesachm :
sfying response, | will wuse the recent Middle

1 Remar ks andWAabal ansBe Done?

As seen so f é&r ,t etnhdee nCounicsi Imore | ikely to rema
the disputing States settle the conflict by n
l ess |Iikely to make a final decision.

Taking the attitude that the Council has had t
consideration, its contribution to encourage t
ter by negotiations cannot be underestimated.

Neverthel ess, as rightly pgpinhhedegubndysDavggl
various political problems which involve sever
Mi ddl e East, it can be more compelling to reac
The recent Mi ddl e East dispute involves on ong¢
arising from the International Air Transit Agrl
Chicago Convention are violated and the Arab
that this issue is related to their sovereignti
ries. | CAO, thus, invited parties to comply wi
tion Considering the broad dispute settl ement
ties to find an amicable solution is applaudab
| CAO, after i nvestigating whether or not t he

settle the disagreement and being convinced th
in doing so, shall get involved in the matter

se from the interpretation or application of t
I n the Middle East dispute, even though the in
ni abl e, | CAO may consider presenting an opinio
tion of Articles 5, 6 and 9 and on whether the
ned under Article 89 which enables the freedon
This, | believe, would expedite the negotiatio
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Conclusion and Final Remar ks

As discussed throughout the present paper, t h
| CAO, which has rarely been triggered by its N
ticized by most of the scholars claiming that
broad dispute settlement powers provided by th

—~ c
T ® @

(0]
- > =+

a three phased negot i atpaosns ptrhoec edsis- i
| ement mechanism provided by the Chi
s to a dispute may be i mposed to co
hich a |Iimit set by the Council i n
Settlement of Differences. I n case par
term, t he Counci |l -pnearyi ogdr awitt htolmetm sapne ce
| dbeucti sn atnher by i mdemomntcdcenrgniintgs tchven di sput
in my view, increase the pressure on th
ess. Finally, in the third phase, the Cour
ies cannot settle by themselves.

Y~ 0 ——"+0 — ST
~gocown

-O-Oé—ho—h-—ra—rm—
~- O Cc S

-0 —Q ~
o

>
=

ou
cant t
aw is voluntary, not due to external coerci o
(when States adhere to Conventions and treat:i
deci sion of States o6freely to adhere to it).

gh the state sovereignty principle rules
0 remembes WdElsdde Katdthetence of States to

I, t hus, believe that the dispute settl ement

does not prejudice the sovereignty of the Cont
Chicago Convention with their own free wil]l. H
new body may be consi dseorlevdi nagn dp otwee sp rnoabyl ebme a
such body which is to be designed, unli ke the
cerns.

LI'ST OF ABBREVI ATI ONS

EU European Uni on

| CAN I nternational Commi ssion for Air Navigati
| CAO International Civil Aviation Organisation
I CJ I nternational Court of Justice

SARPs Standards and Recommended Practices

A Trimarchi, From the Chicago Convention to Regionali s
Evolving Role of the International Civil Aviation Organiz
This convention is known as the first l egal instrument
foll owed-Amerlikeamo Conenetriicmh ERamvention. |t established I
stor of 1 CAO.

. M. de Leon, Introduction to Air Law 3, 10th ed (2017).

“B. F. Havel & G. S. Sanchez, Do We Need a New Chicago Con

’Kkeynote Address By The Secretary Gener al Of The I nternat
Fang Liu, On | CAO's Contributions To The International Ci
Net herl ands, 2017)
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®Bahrain, Egypt, United Arab Emirates and Saudi Ar abi a, I
have closed their airslpastisng oc Qmfisairfcadrseeiogino Qrdolaigec vy .

This remark is inspired from one of the lectures given b
ty.

The toeafmeitsy defined in Safety Management Maatuhael ,stlaGfAO Doc
in which the possibility of harm to persons or of proper
bel ow, an acceptable | evel through a continuing process o0
me nd .

The tosemudriist ydefined in Annex 17 t @s afheeg uGhridcianggo cCovnivlie na v
against acts of wual awful interference.

. Onidi, A Critical Perspective on | CAO Contribution of
sport to the AioThet RuSandena3adl,ha3D008) .

'Yhe Secretariat consists of (i) Air Navigation Bureau, (.
-operation Bureau, (iv) the Legal Affairs and External Rel

tion and Services.

'Pursuant to Article 57 (a) of the Chicago Convention, Ai
|l opment of SARPs.

'edArt. 49 (b) of the Chicago Convention.

's5edrt. 54 (b) of the Chicago Convention.

;According tood fliGA@l website, there are 192 Member States
Sedaattps:// www.icao.int/ Member St ates/ Member %20St ates. Engl i
', M. de Leon, Introduction to Air Law 35, 10th ed (2017
default.aspx, accessed on 01.10.2018.

P, A.A. Fossungu, The | CAO Assembly: The Most Unsupreme
Syst-édmCritical Analysis of Assembly Sessions, 26 Transp.
1t tps:// www.icao.int/ Meetings/ a39/ Pages/default.aspx, ac
'%SedArt. 50 (a) of the Chicago Convention.
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Search and Rescue Operations Pe
Aviation Accidents in I ndone
Logi cal Fall acy within the Nati ona
Ri dha Aditya Nugrahat
Mari a Zefanya Sampe?*?*
Val antino Agus Sutomo?®* **
Abstract
The I nternational Civil Avi ation Organization
accident . However, based on statistic, such ac
archipelagic, Indonesia relies on air transpor
ing on its airspace. The country has an interr
tion safety, one of them through ensuring Seal
article shall examine the Indonesian | egal fra
cue operation for aircraft accident, then anal
them which | ead to | egal wuncertainty.

Il ntroducti on

Search and re
oped since 19
ti me Search a
i sted, t here
ance upon the

scue (SAR) operations in the hig!
85, foll owing establishment of t|
nd Rescue ®©Eeflor7e9 tahse tlheeg all e gfarla niee
was a tradition of helping one an
Good Samaritan principle.

Today the SAR system is based on close coordin
itime Organization (IMO) and the International Gvil Aviation Organization (ICAO). As

the magna carta of international ci viiéegaviati o
ulates SAR operations within Annex 12. A comprehensive annex has already been
established and wil/l be further developed acco
to aviation safety. Furthermore, the I nternati
has established special emergency frequencies
Today, aviation business growth is taking the
ing Indonesia. Over the next five years, there
ies with 19% ending irmfAs$ha -thesrimg fPoarceicfaisct ,r eagrio
12,820 new aircraft wildl be delivetflemddeeod,t he r
a huge number of new aircraft wild.l mushroom ir
ade.

*Air and Space Law StudiesCobmewessbshasl Br hset |
addressedhaonugraha@pmbs. ac.id

*Depart ment of Business Mathematics, Universit

*Department of Business Mathematics, Universit

The views expressed are purely those of the au
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I ndonesia is an archipelago | ocated between tw
Asia and Australia, and the sit udstiaoinr sapbaocvee inse
i ncreasing. Hence, of fsetting aside the serio
l evel s, there is stildl of the petthentdisalo ff otrh ea
I ndonesian territory consisting of the sea at
and isol ated afseaosh| itghaet icoomuntireys i n ensuring a

is ready to be conducted when the time comes.

Finally, any SAR operation ends with the quesHt
for expenses. Airlines depend on the insurance
be adequately covered. This article strives to
concerning SAR operations held for aviation a
framewor k.

The Legal Framework in Indonesia

Three national |l egal frameworks regulate SAR o
12 of the Chicago Convention are two of the p
aviation accidents. Those | egal frameworks are
1 The I ndonesian Aviation Law of 20009

In terms of the aviation sector, Chagtkekat X¥ of
SAR operations with regard to aviation acciden
defined as any aircraft which c¢crashes, burns,

i ssues are mentioned briefly within just five
tails to be regulated in various | egal framewo
Article 62 mentions that it is mandatory for €
i nvestigations. Al t hough the arti cbiensduoreisngnot

SAR ope&aitricorngf t accident i nvestigations poten
tions, such as the AirAsia QzZ8501 case in find
This premise |l eads to the conclusidanrdhaftt t he
accident i nvestdiagsatS /O a mesruartainocrea l i nsurance.

ministry regulation to enforce this issue has

Fi 1y, the I ndonesian Aviation Law mandates

tution in order to formulate the blue print a
tails about the organizational structure and r
enti al regul ation.

1 The I ndonesian Search and Rescue Operat
Foll owing common practice in other parts of th

is held responsible for®Tcho@hadiarn i Ngs iSAArRa |OpRa md ¢
dan PertoOBMmMR,anor the National Organi zation fo
pointed to hold the mandate. Prior to the enac
Rescue Operati ode parwt, metnhte onrogna ni z Btaidam AR kno
Nasi fBnaaslar. nas)
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This | aw provides the | egal groundwork to per:
sian téTfTmeéetprgvision is important for &civil av
nature as an ar chihpeldasgiocf. I|IWidtohn etswoan territor)
ter, there is definitely the potenti al for ai
AirAsia Qz8501 accident which occurred in the
such accidents happen in nearby waters, such
Sea, any SAR operation will potentially rely o
The | aw |Iimits SAR operatiorfgander at hma xb enluime fo f
such a period is the maximum I imit for a human
water. However, the time |Iimit could be extend
a positive indication; or ii.) there is a requ
end up with different scenarios in terms of SA
scenari o, BNPP shall be responsible for operaf
requires the airline to pay.

In terms of funding, this may come from three

(Anggaran Pendapatan )dan iBgl arejga oMamgagsstr atne b u
Pendapatan dan )Belaand/ao rDaieiria.h) ot her funding s
bi ndilmga republic where | ocal autonomy prevail
ments are meant to perform such tasks jointly
scheme above.

1 The Presidential Regulation of 2016

The BNPP structure is regulated tthrooghciPngsi
the nature of the | egal framework, this means

directly responsible to the Indonesian Preside¢
Regul ation is none other than determining BNPF
thority in order to maximize SAR operational p
Besides the internal structure, the Presidenti
has the authority to utilize the I ndonesian Al
Police personnel , including its equitpmest, to
provision secures BNPP resources to conduct SA
especially in the oceans, which require naval

Finally, the Presidenti al Regul ation stipul at e
incurred by the nafiuonhlrsteapéabatdgen. on t he
definition or the cap is not provided within t
Search and Rescue Operation Insurance Cal c
One of the biggest fears among airlines is a |

cluding SAR operations. The costs could be ve
with Mal ay&@NH370i.r ITionedat e, a sum of up to 200
spent for this¥ SAR operation.
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Given the high value of aircraft, it i s very
suffering substanti al |l osses from either accid
astrophic situations. In the aviation insurance field, there are several other im-

portant aspects an insurance company must prot
physical condition of an aircraft (hull), but
the event of an aircraft accident. Gl obally, ¢
aviation insurance is SAR operational i nsur anc
that are deemed gé‘ospatial probl ems.

A mat hematical model approach is wused to si mpl
some areas in order to find the victim(s) wit
survival chances. There are some approaches |
t eams, such as Probability of Area (PoA), Poi
Point (LKP). Which of those three are used as
search area or Probabt°Astg o0é&s Dlett,ecPi @oma h(iPloiDt))
(PoS) is determined through the calculations o

|l ized as a part of risk c4lculation within SAR
In relation to risk modeling, an actuary wor k:
making and reserving to estimate the cost to t
to determine the premium that must be charged
serve calculation aims to ensure an insurance
Past data shall become a reference to deter mi|
based upon&Gthlkevelai m. To assess uncertain ris
the variables within a premium calculation for

One of the models to determine the SAR insura
with an aggregate claim calculation approach
any SAR ofd&i st icoonnnsi sts of operational costs
used) , injury risk, and death risk borne by t
ence, the actuary will/l use past data as a ref
um. Additional costs such as commissions, brok
expenses, profit, and other iterms will be adde
Determining the right wvariable(s) is very impo
injury risk experienced by any SAR team membe
gender , health or medical hi story, age, and ex
ing SAR operations shall be considered. I't mus
members have the same experience, qualificatio
that, external factors such as weather, l ocat.i
others are important to include within the ris
The amemti oned variables construct a generali:
modeling to determine severity. I n practice, t
rize injury wunder four <classifications, namel y
i njury,; and iv.) no injury. The categorizatio
claim severity when any member of the SAR team
In reality, not all data from the risk variabl
come the situation, some studies use assumptic

ing processes to calculate the premium rate.
determine the premium rate that matches the ri
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Conflict of Laws i n I ndonesia and its I n
Funding

At present, there is a conflict between the 1In
sian SAR Operation Law. The first oneitlearly
is mandatory for every airline to insure airdg@a
doubt, this also means SAR operating costs mus
i n | nd'dhHhceved vaer , more detail on the aviation in

as the mandated government regulation has not

The polemic began when the Indonesian SAR Oper
five years after the Indonesian Aviation Law w
sources of funding for conducting SAR operatic

(Anggaran Pendapatan )dan iBel arjga oNmyagsetr athe b u
Pendapatan dan )Belamd/aorDaieiria.h) ot her funding
binding. Because there is no further provisio
tized, and also considering the absence of a
above, the existence of Article 73 potentially

ian Presidenti al Regul ation of 2016¢
BNPP operational costs shall be i
regional state budget nor other f
g the national state budget as the
ntial regulation denies the existen

e
a
h

o zZ0 o
S o =
@~~~ O
® S op—~w0

rrent compl ex s
opening doors
S

tuation | eads to a quest
for
tate budget o

i
0 any act that falls und
rr- bridging corruption acc
donesian Aviatiem bawciitasl idpereonveidsiasn shoul
ot others. As one of the consequences, t}
16 mBNPPoobpegati onal costs shall be incur

—h_|:—r
c o=
c O
o wmnw SN

state budget is invalid. The | egal frai
, the three sources of fundinghemusthée re
ing sources wbhorcht lae ei mour dnoaiinmstr ument .
th the Indonesian SAR Operation La d
2ulst be read together with Articl
similar in nature to AVN 1C, one
n mar ket that is cat’®dldicer iixddeeda ad 4alhli sr iaghk itcy
d prioritize the insurance instrument as th
R operations following an aircraft accident.
either the state or the regional state budget
operation.

w an t he
e 62 of t
of t he mos

Moni es from either the state or the regional l

the SAR operational i nHowanwveat,l emety i st axeeplda
mi ni mum amount of i nsurance coverage within i
operattasnshis is the case of I ndonesi a.
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The existence of both state and regional stat
guarantee that BNPP wil/l have sufficient resou
tively and efficiently when an aircraft acci
budget mentioned within the I ndonesian Preside
ed to funmdda@®INIPP i nternal activities but is def
especially for an3dWheomnsewcch adn fop e@ihtit icost ends
i nvdmaoeset be i mmediately sent to the airline,

insurer (s). The I ndonesian Government has no

vantage from SAR operations.

Potentially, there is a dispute regarding the
by the aAbhharirtiyne has the right to contest wh
by the I ndonesian Government seems unrealistic
I ndonesia, there has not been any court settl e
Finally, the AirAsia QzZ8501 case shows the ab:
i nsurance, as mentioned within the I ndonesian
for an airline in claiming insurance. This is
hull, c¢crew, passengers and cargo insurance, wh
sian Avi &Thows, Llwere is nootagrouvaflt t@caniechémtoni n
tion | Mmhed and¢ @ortohuegrh f undi ng source&d. which are |

Conclusion and the Way Forward

The conflict bet ween the Indonesian Aviation
Law and the Presidenti al Regul ation of 2016 |
though the first menti ohex $peeinavlhiooal BB deaem
ance instrument, it is difficult to determine

oritized to conduct SAR operations when an air

As one of the solutions, with the aim of all o
surance instrument, the Indonesian SAR Operati
state and the regional budget s oanulsar bfeu ndde pnrgi c
sources whi ch oOsorre imosturhkainmcdkei nags t he main option
gi onal budgets should only be allocated when t
ceeded.

Finally, it is a |l ogical f a y pl ace the

I 1 ac to
I ndonesi an Government when they have already
e ugh 1

protect taxpayer money thro a ri sk aviat
el ement of the Indonesian Aviation Law.
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Regul ation (EC) No 261/ 2004:

the ECJ Clarifies the Concept
0oOperating AdbrnC&€easeenpf We t Leas

Al essandr a Laconi *

On 4 July 2018, the Court of Justice of the Eu
in th&odcdgang Wirth and other@Gj wdgmémtmsiom Aas &
532/ 17). I n particular, the main issue concerr
theoperating 6aicrcocdingertr o Regul atliemn c@EE@) oNo
flights operated under wet | ease agreements.

As it is known, the properly said wet | ease f
t ween airlines for the use of aircraft on sch
undertakes to make available to the | essee one
make a certain number of f 1l i g?Htns tchmreslei meass eser \
boarding card is issued by the I essee (thus,

cluded between the | essee and the passengers).
The relevance of the contractual forms under ¢
provide for specific provisions in tHRen contex
particul ar, accopadi@Qagmmuwniatryt iecilre cl&@r,ri er may h
aircraft at its disposal t hrogaungdCo hmyniotry wai r |

carriers may fr4elagedparn atce afvet regi stered wit
except where this would d.Fhe seocemdamgragmapls a

cle 13 also provides that dry | ease agreements
party or wet | ease agreements wunder which the
the -weased aircraft shall be subject to prior
ble Community or national | aw on aviation safe
Despite the use of | easing contracts is quite

the European Regulation on Air Passenger Ri gh
interpretative doubts concernicoget atei ng eaiti f¢a
ebaccording to EU | aw.

wyer, PhD student atUnAlvma sMatyerofStBodiogmam ¢
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Background: the facts and the proceedings

The case r
261/ 2
mor e

egarded a <claim for compensation |
he applicants were on a trip from }
hree hours | ate. n that particul ar
Th r
ra

-+ O

|
craft omson Airways fo a stipulated nu
to the ¢ t ct, the |l essee (TUIFly) was resp
pects of the flight, including passenger handl]l
ty of passenger shoaamrd bsaegodaoge,s,oms wel |l as for
sl ots, the marketing of the flights, and for e

he passe

g to t
, even i f the

n confirmati on
olpieglabegwdbomson

®
_||—.'
oot C o
=
M=o
-0 x

o <Ioo
job]

y

e ssengers asked for compe tion against
a 7 of Regulation (EC /2004, but Th
g that that it was not the a ng carrie
e Regulation, owhechtdergiomantakeriearrier tha
rms or intends to perform a flight wunder a c
another person, |l egal or naturad., having a

o+~ — 04 T~

where the compensation was theoreti

Thus, even
the sums owed to passengers in the case

to pay

Foll owing that refusal, the passengers brought
Hamburg (Amtsgericht), who stated that Thomsor
the operating carrier in the |light of recital
to which it is irrelevant if the flight is per
dry or wet | ease agreement. Therefore, the Loc
ti ontopérating 6aincl cdesi édroth those air carrier
|l eased aircrafts and the ones which directly p
and crew. In addition to this, the Local Court
firmation explicitly referred to Thomson Airw
consumer has the right to rely on that i nfor ma

the outcome of the first instance proceedi
gment before the Regional Court (Landgerich
rati onal responsibility for the whole perfc
compensation must be brought against that

el
oOoT c
- 0 Q

Regi onal Court of

this scenari o, t Ha
i n interpretation of the
t he

i

g concerning t

No 261/2004, referring to the ECIJ
i fy theopceornacteipntg dafi r carri er

he
he

ol s t he c oonpceerpatt ionfg d6ainr [ Rergruil@art i on No 261/ 2004
preted as meaning that an air carrier which | e
including crew, fsari pal aboprdr acatmbalr| yodalflleedght s
we 't |l ease, but which does not bear the princi
i ndividual flights, and whermdbooki ng ocdodmrftiedma tni
t hat t heoofpleirphtée i stiy very carrier, is the opera
the meaning of 6t.hat regul ation?
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The judgment of the OB@gérathegcéanceptarofer

The ECJ started its analysis from the wording
ing that t heoodefrianniitnigodpircofvecdedi earherein consi
conditions:

1. firstly, the considered aioogperadtmiesgni mgst b e
that said carrier has to actwually operate t
the | ight of ¢tlhaew porfe viiho@a.sE Gala, s et ransport ope
being as OGQuhdaMerssucah transport,, performed by
fixes ité&% itinerary

2. moreover, a contract has to be concluded wi"

Hence, the Court affirmed that the air carri el

one which decides to perform a particular f1l i/

carriage and fixes the itinerary: due to that

full responsibility for performing the flight
related to cancellations and/or significant de

I n the case brought to the attention of the C

Thomson Aimwayescution of thenwgt preasededonthraat

and the crhew, twbai b®h&t Fhgndaterially managed a

tional aspects of itrhteerf |dlgibat oyénalludphgnning

itself and its performances).

Therefore, in this factual and | egal context,

|l essor of an aircraft and its crew to another

subject for the réimtedybéagbén}yi deopart atsi @
air cogprurrisaurant to Regulation No 261/2004 (and,
that Regul ation).

In other words, in case of |l ong delay of a fli

compensation owed to passengers is not the ail

and its crew, but the air company which deci de

Contrary to the finding of the German Local Cc

that such a conclusion does not conflict with

Regul ation in question (which consists in ensu

sengers) . In fact, in this regard, it can be

granted to the involved passengers without tak
agreements signed by the air carrier which act

For the same grounds, the reached conclusion i

of the Regul ationdi nwhirdlrst ot ggas atraaatt ee t he ef f

of the Regudtahtel omp e rtasteilnfg air carrier (who per

form a flight) is always responsible for the o

l ess of whether the transport is carried out w

clusion of a wet | ease contract or on any othe
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Moreover, the Court duly considered the fact t
the passengers r epoaperdabtghdeT hfolmsgohnt Avarsway s, ev
merely |l eased to TUIFly the aircraft and the
the relevance of this circumstance in relatio
2111/ 2005

I n this respect, the judgment -oodaeci @éexmaee ch e
t ween the objectives pursued by the two Regul
called Regulation No 2111/2005 states that the
|l evel of protection for passengers from safety
from the protection of passengers in the event
lay of flights). Thus, a | ogical corollary to
mation reported in th booking conbpematiag fo
air coarrier

Conclusi ons

analysed decision provides wuseful <clarific
|l ate flight compens@pieomt i ag fwintrmicmg tthleat
ning of Regul ation (EC) No 261 04 is the
nning of the flight and not th ifferent c
w on a-bvaesti sl.edsug t her more, it can be noted t
booking is not necessarily th

ul ati on.

mm“’\g
)
o os

actual ope

Q ®© DO =~ 0D

nsiderable practical rel e
€ previousadesvceenn airfi o o
6d byskEUt bawubmit t he
I with mutual shiftin

—
=
— O ™" O

rs, i dwhkeans htacn db e nlgi gH laii gntst e da
6hla/v2e0 0t40 duly consi der whet her
of a wet | ease agreement. I n
ity of the airline to receive
ess

erent perspective, it sh
rinciple of | aw rendered

al so when drafting/ i
concerning ultimate | i
dering if the delay is

the European Par
ation an assi
f flights, and
vi deAd dlrytyidc t &r do orelt hter
20N, s Tl cmesmp|m nto e com-
p) 7tvoEBae€1. 12X lazi |
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Book Review
A Fresh View on the OQOuter Space
by Froehl i ch, Annette@e (ed. ), S
Studies i n Space Pod8i7¢ vy, 2018,

Sergio Marchisi o*

1967 marked the 50th anniversary of the Treat)y
ties of States in the Exploration and Use of
and Other Celestial Bodi es, o0'Pleodnee7d, faonmrd sei ngtnearteu
into force on October 10th of the same year.

To understand the role of the Treaty within tFl
during the past fifty years, we should go bac
itself. The historical context of the Outer Sy
a speci al regi me for outer space and celestial
mencement of space activities. Having an agree
ploration and use of a new area beyond nation
This objective was realized through the rapid
series of principles previously embodied in re
Decl aration of Legal Principles governing the
and Use of Outer Space of December 1963. Princ
tatory recommendations were transformed into |
prin@piagltea suntTlrovamdiahe Outer Space Treaty,
space | aw has progressively grown. Space | aw i
used by | awyers to encompass all the rules ai
States and other subjects, including private
belong to different | egal systems, i nternati on
on the one hand, and to different branches of
ot her hand.

Whet her we deal with international l aw or nati
OQuter Space Treaty is the top of a normative ¢
have permeated the content of all the rules go
their nature and source, international, region

*ECSL Ch®rpomaessor of Space Law at the Sapienzs
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As a foundational instrument, the OST has si gl
sive development and codification of internatd.i
cle 13 of the United Nations Charter, as well
space | egislation adopted for its implementat:i
The Treaty is one of -mahkei nngo sttr esaitgine sf i ccaamct| ul daend
ond half of the ttwwesufftbesenbuthink on the fr
and use of outer space as the province of all
for all countries; the freedom of access to al
of scientific investigation coupled with the
the renunciation of national appropriation of
ot her <celestial bodi es, by any means; the conf
nati onal |l aw, including the Charter of the Uni
ration and use of outer space, the Moon and ot
mai ntaining peace and security; the internatic
ties in outer space; the obligation of authori
activities in space and the obligation to repa
I't is true indeed that its content per Princip
|l i kes to say, permissive, because it allows th
and because we can apply the Latin statement t
Treaty can be&Quwndddrefgaiammmmi t um,. [Thd t@unt eerstSpac
Treaty has been respected in the practice of ¢
perhaps more than some-matkh earg ii mtsd mruanteind sal Tlha!
tion of the principles of the Outer Space Trec
tional problems that would have required resol
through jurisdictional procedur es.

Mor eover, over the | ast 50 years, technol ogi caea
sion of new space activities have risen challe
and exploration of outer space. Al ong the | ac
evolved and recently even beyond marketing. N
one side and new private companies engaging ir
gani zations focused on new technologi es. New
those regarding he mega constellations of s me

i 0

S g t

access to space through the reduction of cost:

There are initiatives f render.i g repair ser
r n f ebris

or n
operations as well as or active debri remova

But, as the other face of the same coin, we no
emerging challenges, such as the handling of

|l arge constell ations deployments on the curre:l
ment, the possible risks imposed on Afptaecre mi ss
having |listed the many merits of the Outer Sp.
that the Treaty would and could not comprise a

space activities. Al ready on the occasion of
European Centre for Space Law (ECSIOutpabkisherc
on Space Law overo.the next 30 years
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he conclusion recognized that particul ar p
rafted or rat her obscur e, and required fur
erms wusedOuitnl oiotk (osheeSpace Law ,&G¢esmysh@ulNeéxsh
or t he 30t h Anniversary ,of LdafhfeerQuatnedrer 5p a cG
rowt her D. (edsondBdsteeomagle®)j, Mpredbver, it
|l so noted that it only provides rudi mentary p
single sentence contained in article 1| X.

w on the occasion of the 50th Anniversary,

the OSTA Amesfg vhem, on the ©di eedSpagcani
Froehlich, presently Resident Fell ow at
n Vienna, seconded by the German Aeros
as the title says, "fresh" views,

a new understanding of the OST. Th
t achievements reached by the Trea
ci al for evaluating how the OST i
he emerging commercial, economic,

S5 — | -
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instance, the protection of the fragi/l
c of wutmost i mportance, and, in this p
ciples related to the benefit of earth
the 1992 UN Rio Declaration on Environ
ugh the OST, in outer space, the Moon

~ =5 ~+ 7
o35 T OO

ot her key

q stion concerns the preservation
rder to f f
t

il the main objectives of the
aims of OST is indeed to avoid any mi
, the boo contains very interesting c¢comme
ruction of satellites and whether they can
e according the UN Charter. Furthermore, t
ing operations in outer space is discussed

> 35 S
o
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r contributions touch upon the use and exp
n of human settlements in outer space and
artificial autonomous beings; the concilia
ci al opportunities of states and the abildi
fit for fostering investments throughout t
ernance in international space | aw.

QT 3®~Q
o—-~m>5 —~
<o-~aox=

Certainly not al l the open issues are address
Annette Froehlich, and the young contributors
gagement , for the challenging methodol ogy the}
achieved. This publication -todl dee samalcysnps ebde nkE
and regul
|l ook at
surely s

ty.

ry aspects of space activities an
role of a Treaty, that is not "you
vital and the main | egal point of
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The new EASA Basic Regul ation ent

Filippo Tomasel | o*

I n t he previous i ssue 02/ 2018t t pok/ t h
wWww. aviationspacejondremadl/ .upd m/awigpAV 2?2 @-BE® @2/ The
JourYadXrV-Apb rJiuln2e0 118 pdf we had published an arti
Tomasell o, announcing that, on last 12 June, t
proved in first voting of the ordinary procedu
of 2015 by the European Commission (EC).

I n that article the author Gtrataddod hiek &£tP,, tthreou
EC and the Council had algrclaidtyi crae adé¢amerde @ame nit n f
December 2017. Therefore, there wdpsosddrnr ninst en
would have been identical to the text adopted
And in fact, on 26 June 2018, the Council of

the text voted by the EP. This allowed the Pr
the Austrian Ministry Karoline Edtstadler on I

on 4 July 2018.

The New EASA Basic Regulation (NBR) was publ i s
22 August 2018 and entered into force 20 days

*Seni or Partner h tittpa I/i/aww w2/keunrPahumdnee s s o r at ht
www. uni fortundi aue e/actbraisiewrenaa letnezeno-defi e

t r as paoerrteoo / B e-nCeovnesnutl ot a n t for -6A6606Egm oex CAOt a
http://ev.buaa.edu. cn/



http://www.aviationspacejournal.com/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/The-Aviation-Space-Journal-Year-XVII-April-June-2018-1.pdf
http://www.aviationspacejournal.com/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/The-Aviation-Space-Journal-Year-XVII-April-June-2018-1.pdf
http://www.aviationspacejournal.com/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/The-Aviation-Space-Journal-Year-XVII-April-June-2018-1.pdf
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Three subsequent extensions of the EASA mandate

Year | Extension Regulation Domains in EASA scope
2002 | // 1592 (first e Airworthiness
establishment of e Drones of more than 150 kg
EASA) e Environmental protection
2008 | First 216 (repealing e Air Operations
1592/2002) e  Flight Crew competence
e Third Country Operators
2009 | Second 1108 (amending e Aerodromes
216/2008) e Air Traffic Management (ATM)
e Air Navigation Services (ANS)
2018 | Third 1139 (repealing e Drones of any mass
216/2008) e Cyber-security
e Ground handling
e Interoperability of ATM/ANS systems in the
single European sky

Article 140 in the NBR establishes transitiona

1 By 11 September 202@pi nooEssssmpllli fiysshhe rul e

cable to general aviation for aircraft inte
ti onal use, concerning in particular Commi s
(Part 21 on initial airworthiness), ( EU) N
ness) , (EU) No 1178/2011 (flight crew Ilicen
tors and examiners) and (EU) No 965/2012 (a
1 Al t hough very |light manned aircraft, histor
and similar remain out of scope of EASA, b
may i ssue guidance materi al for voluntary
the devel opment of proportionate national r
duction, maintenance and operation of such
1 The EC, supported by EASA, should adapt to
previously adopted, not only on the basis o
for mer Basic Regulation), but also of Regu
interoperability Regulation in the single E
12 September 2023;
T The new Articles of NBR on Unmanned Aircra
applicable when the related i mplementing ru
'European Commission, Proposal for a Regulation of the E
common rules in the field of civil aviation and establ i sl
Regul ation (EC) No 216/2008 of the European Parliament ai
December 2015.
’Regul ation (EU) 2018/1139 of the European Parliament and
rules in the field of civil aviation and establishing a
amending Re%ulations (EC) No 2111/2005, (EC) No 1008/ 200:¢
Directives 014/ 30/ EU and 2014/53/EU of the European Par
Regul ations (EC) No 552/2004 and (EC) No 216/2008 of the
CounciRegul ati on (EEC) INtot p s 3192 U@ dr. o p ec.oenu/elnee g BAIUT O/ ?
uri =CELEX: 32018R1139&qi d=1536318192783&rid=1
S’EASA has already proposed a delegated actootpaomute-on the
gory and an | mplementing Regul a6t p &mn dsopre cdlahdhtceogpoerriaetsi,on s
through Opinion 01/2018 of 6 February 2018.



https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/AUTO/?uri=CELEX:32018R1139&qid=1536318192783&rid=1
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/AUTO/?uri=CELEX:32018R1139&qid=1536318192783&rid=1
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FORTHCOMING EVENT S
Uanis

WAL A

10th Anniversary Edition
Lond-oOct obelr7,152018

WELCOME TO London, UK

WALA X | october 15-17, 2018

Our 10th anniversary edition will -b%, takli&,g pl
kindly hosted by London Gatwick Airport.

We are extremely happy to celebrate this miles
|l ook forward to seeing soon in London!

Every year WALA Conference gathers over 100 d
tries around de world, representing all Contin

For more information wbwuwaWALAepbease visit



http://www.wala.aero
http://www.wala.aero
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FORTHCOMING EVENT

11th McGill University/ PEOPIL Con

|l nternational Aviation Law, Liabil it
Dubl-Oot oberR0192018

This event wildl blrd andyi ntgo geevtiheetri ownorllidabi | i ty, i

experts to address the following topics:

fComparative Jurisprudence under the Warsaw Sy
of 1999

fLiability of Airlines, Ai rport s, Mai ntenance |
ders (ANSPs)

fProducts Liability of Manufacturers Aircraft,
fGovernmental Liability
fiChall enges of Settl ement

fiConsumer Protection Regulation & Litigation

fUnruly Passengers and Liability for Acts of Ul
fAcci dent I nvestigations, Annex 13 & Criminal/:
fRegul ati on of Drones and Liability of Operatol

fAi rcraft Leasing and Finance

LocatTihoen Nati onal G#Mlelreipyne®glbhelaarrd
https://www. mcgill.caliasl/events/ialil/iali201

https://www. mcgill.cal/li-mcg-ibheensisypeepitl 11t h
conf erientcea natvii @it @lovina bii h $ & yvamtcien ah&42 7 9



https://www.mcgill.ca/iasl/events/iali/iali2018/programme
https://www.mcgill.ca/iasl/channels/event/11th-mcgill-universitypeopil-conference-international-aviation-law-liability-insurance-and-finance-284279
https://www.mcgill.ca/iasl/channels/event/11th-mcgill-universitypeopil-conference-international-aviation-law-liability-insurance-and-finance-284279
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FORTHCOMING EVENT S €T-ART.
I am s

WORKSHOP

oOperazioni Remoéte con i SAPR
RomeCas a ddveilalt or e
Novembre 15, 2018

Dat eNovember 15, 2018

Locati Rm@Ga s a dAdve lalt \WW.rlee del | " Universit”™ 20

Coordi:nd&Gteaarr SA (r) Giuseppe MARANI




