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in the Middle East,
for instan Egyp{;> the United Arab
Emlrates atar, Oman, and Saudi
Arabia, have ratlfled the Convention.
for the Unifi n of Certain Rules
for International Carriage by Air
executed m,Montrera
(the “Montﬁe_a.[
The conve
119 countri
provisions a
full list of the

like to review some legal aspects of
the carriage of horses by air.

Probably the most publicised air
crash involving horses was the
crash at London’s Heathrow Airport,
on 3 July 1968, of an Airspeed
Ambassador aircraft of BKS Air
Transport, arriving from Deauville,
France with, amongst others, eight
race horses on board. All horses
perished, along with three out of
the five grooms. Obviously, such an
accident is what we all wish to avoid.

The carriage of horses by air, given
their nature and value, is a very
specialised business, requiring great
care. Not all airlines transport horses
and only larger aircraft - mixed
passenger/ cargo aircraft or all cargo
aircraft - can accommodate them.
one US domestic airline (at the
rwarder) is reported to
ively, in a single
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and" respect - as evidenced
the European
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G -for instance,
o ention  for  the PT'GFY‘
mals during International
Trah'%lt In law, however, horses
remain moveables”'il’ CIVI|ﬁI 4r
“chattels corporeal”, in c r*. on
law. That increasingly they are
being recognised as “senti |Ni2ﬁ
beings”, such as in the EU’s Lisb
Trea nd soon, robably, in the
French Civil Code :
muchinpractice. S r
be carried by air as
baggage” in the
of an aircraft becau:
their carriage by ai
freight. Depending on the le
of the flight, they must be watered
and fed during the flight, and
must be secured in special flight
stalls. Importantly, horses need to

be accompanied by air grooms,

whether servants of the airline, of
the owner or of the forwarder, or any
combination thereof. @ Sometimes
tranquilisation of horses traveling
by air is necessary to avoid undue
stress. Upon arrival of the horse at
destination after international travel,
. quarantine regulations may apply.
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1999,
the

otocols and amendments, g
e liability of the air carri
injury of, or other da
to horses, carried by air as cargo,
in international as well as often
in domestic air transportation. It
should be noted that in the large US
stic market, the liability of the air

Tier is not governed by “Montreal”
arsaw”, but by applicable State
(contract) Iaw. The carrier's liability
under Warsaw / Montreal applies
whilst the horse is in the “charge”
of the airline. Basically the liability
is strict and the carrier will be liable
for loss, destruction or damage,
unless, translating the Convention
into terms applicable to horses, the
damage is caused by the state of
health of the horse prior to travel,
ive flight stalls (other
ided by the carrier).
ay be strict, but it
Aontreal 1999, to 17
Jrawing Rights per kilogram
=€ 20 or US $ 25) for horse

and stall.

The carrier may not pay less than
this, whatever the contract of
carriage says. However, the limit
of 17 SDR under the Montreal
Convention even applies in the case
of intentional or willful misconduct
of the carrier or his servants and
agents. Obviously, the sum of 17
SDR is inadequate compensation in
many or most cases of carriage of
horses by air. Under the Convention




the consignor (sender) may “declare
additional value” for the shipment,
and then, in case of damage, the
carrier must pay compensation

"

than litigation. Giemulla / Schmid
(eds.), Montreal Convention, Kluwer
Law International, loose leaf, reports

- a limited number of cases. A very

up to that higher value, but then,j.. wdullvrittenjudgment on the carriage

obviously, in exchange for a higher
cargo rate. This seems to be rare in
practice. Different kinds of insurance
contracts are used to cover the risk
exceeding the carrier’s liability limit.

--_..—--.-_ .
Under the Montreal / Warsaw
conventional systems for the air
carriage of horses, the airline must
issue an airway bill to the consignor,
with copy for the consignee
(addressee). Unlike the Bill of Lading
of maritime transport, the airway
bill is not a negotiable instrument
and, in the case of transportation
of horses, the airway bill does not
incorporate any right of ownership of
or other legal title to the horse. The
closest an airway bill gets to a Bill
of Lading, is when it is made out to
“bearer” as consignee. But then, this
says nothing about ownership of or
other title to the horse. Ownership of
or other legal title to the horse may
change during the carriage by air,
involving consignor, consignee, and
/ or third parties, but this does not
affect the rights and duties of the air
carrier. In the case of loss or damage
during the air transportation, for
which the carrier, for one reason or
another, is not liable, the risk of loss
falls upon the owner of the horse
or equivalent title holder, unless
contractual arrangements between
consignor, consignee and third
parties stipulate otherwise. This risk
only seems to be insurable at very
high premiums.

There is relatively little published
case law on the carriage of horses
by air, probably indicating that out of
court settlements are more common

Warsaw Convention, as amended
the Hague Protocol 1955,38tud.

~ Court of Appeals, 9th Circ.,
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of a horse by air from Canada to
New Zealand, governed by the old

. Trans International Airline
. 83-
1543, Decided March 8, 1984, 727
F. 2d 880. We report it here for its
clarity. I

In  April 1980, Transamerica
transported the horse “Super Clint”
on a flight from Canada to New
Zealand. Super Clint, for whom
Stud had paid $300,000 the month
before, seemed to be in good health
upon arrival in New Zealand on
April 4. Shortly afterwards the horse
became visibly ill; he died on April 14,
1980. A veterinarian who performed
an autopsy on April 15 concluded
that the cause of death was “pleuro
pneumonia” probably brought on by
the stress of travel.” The final autopsy
report was dated June 21, 1980.

Shortly after obtaining the final
autopsy report, the Stud’s insurance
company notified Trans International
Airline s about the loss. It was,
however, two months after the death
ofthe horse. The US Court of Appeals
(the “Court’) decided that the Stud
complained too late. According
to the Warsaw Convention, as
amended by the Hague Protocol
1955, they should have complained
within fourteen days following Article
26 thereof, which states that “[ijn
case of damage, the person entitled
to delivery must complain to the
carrier forthwith after the discovery
of the damage, and, at the latest,
within fourteen days from the date
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of the receipt in the case of goods”.
It needs to be noted that the same
time barriers for notice of complaint
regarding cargo apply under Article
31 of the Montreal Convention 1999.
The Court judged that the complaint
was not timely raised and that
therefore the claim was barred.

nt lesson for practice is
apd, if applicable, to
forthwith. t would be of course
the case in the event the carrier
opens the cargo bay at the end of
a flight and discovers together with
the consignee that a horse shipped
live is now dead or disabled. Both th
carrier and the consignee then know
that injury or death has occurred
during the transportation and that
the carrier may be held liable.
Referring to the case of Super Clint
the Court ruled that the Convention
did not require Stud to prove to a
certainty at the time of giving notice
that Transamerica had caused Super
Clint’s death. There was no need to
wait for a final autopsy report before
giving notice of complaint. Therefore,
it must be stressed again that in such
cases time is of the essence.
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