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54 WETEEe e
I. Ai od

Bk 713 9E wrlt ge PERokldg vV dE oM E Ao}
e Mo B T89S A= vl ok 7284 Selvliy 3y
ofol g FHl9] A77F AAF A7) o]F0] AR Y1 = BHAY) A o}
A3E RS viE Qi B oldt @473 A3l 222 3wy A7l
vlgjolun} P& REITh= duloy Ao AYL FHoe & FTWAES
Aelsle] Btk A4l A RRLE AP #Mo] Hi= BREOZA o
o dig Bex 433 gk ot BuoME ol B BE 40| o AN
T e o1l 3425 Ao glo] AAo] HE Aol YL |
T 73S S viEAmER AITHEEF S 2% A7 A1HE T o
EAQ BlE 2Nk Ao 3tk w3 v shushel dis B4 Bl o)
£ gele FouHZ FR3N 7Fsd & 4FE2 Ug AAS vlekz ok
g #d WS Ao A Bl AL oidt £ JIEE 5l o9} A &
# 27 A S el FozA AAY) =S vjg] delleE Fsigith
J2]x ) ANHEFFF(Economy Class Syndrome)olet 31 Alzte] Bl 3
Al Z3¥ DVT(Deep Vein Thrombosis)Pa Ado] theh wel= Q= F3A}
I 3F oF FEolA thfojof it A ZAFTLEGALL Unk ojy) FE
< B ARdololx Mxe] Fog At EAE E gHdTv) o] Hopll ¥4
A= B2l E20] =1 ASAR AT olojxd 7|rhdich

I AA&50] Y& A= 3%
M) 149 A E== A
1) 4

FEEERAE o) A T ko] chslo] Ag ATk vhEApEck A
172 $4900] ool ohslel A A B9 oFAY AL, 4TIk A
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2 gt Eafjel oisle] Ade A AR AR Qlck vk 1 &3)9) dde]
B AT} 37V BASIAY 5748 A% A} Sl BAsglolor i
AE D3 QIthD o] 1L A A oRA Sy e A e B
ko ZAe)A Bt AQRAE BT 5 gtk

BEZZE AT AT 2 #A9) #4E T2 ded ol sl2Amz
o A1728} FHo| o} ThE otk

5 upEARREeE Al1729] §7A9] APY, $/371Ek 21AP g sNthe death or wounding
of passenger or any other bodily injury suffered by passenger)Zhs E8E o7
S} Al E3= Aldsl(death or bodily injury of a passengern)E X8& ¥ 31
ek

o714 BlEARRRA R E AV} HRAY 22 Al bodily injury)e] 7iE
Qg oRe] HAA Asl(mental injury)7b Esh=7} 3k A BE &3
M I B8 viA dsieh o] Aol dlsire EEE &2 iws|eelA
A AZo] Ho{FAE o742 APge] Qo] wdgtzae] d¥ == 100,000 SDR
A9 FdAe] Ado] A ZFe] F4 FFEA vl FFE Tk
U AR o] Bl dig HAA AFE A 8018 ARRE niEALR A
17% olejelr] A7Rslol APA delzie] &4 07 was) vz Holeke 9
& sl Z3A7IA 712 ARSI

o FAlef et Fx9 B YA bodily injury’E FABA Bl A

1) Warsaw Convention, Article 17-
The Carrier shall be liable for damage sustained in the event of death or
wounding of a passenger or any other bodily injury suffered by a passenger, if
the accident which caused the damage so sustained took place on board the
aircraft or in the cause of any of the operations of embarking or disembarking.

2) Montreal Convention, Article 17.1:
The Carrier is liable for damage sustained in case of death or bodily injury of a
passenger upon condition only that the accident which caused the death or injury
took place on board the aircraft or in the cause of any of the operations of
embarking or disembarking.

3) ¥ 329 minutes of the proceeding(SE2) o 7|58 &2 thea} gk A 3o
AL7Z A1 FEslo]  bodily injury'olzle EBL, B2 F71oIA mental injury
o et &7t S48 sl BAZESElch= AN, SAFTF ok WHEolE
# BA stolA FAGT-EEREoplM Y FA1E HEOIER wRg HeEA g s
Aol giztslo] B o 3o}zl Aelul” International Conference on Air Law,
Vol, 1Minutes, p.242—-243 (Plenary, Sixth Meeting, May 27, 1999).
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A &8 TEekA dethe YR 29 A1727} ‘bodily injury’ 2 BAFL.
E RS Evsty, BAA FZ(traumay, -F(anguish, distress,
suffering) § BA1A S7AE TR R0 ol UUTES

vl BT 22 Yo A Floyd v. Easten Airlines ARIOJA
vl2Apkzobol A FAST Sl 71eL AAPEY Aol &% A S X
oA Qe R0 T VAT F AL H1Q Eastern FF] 3717} 01§ A
T AR 3l FABEIGE 1 F dzlo] AFEEo] FAR] AFE Al
27 AL AR e YA Apalo] At FAA 13 i LS A
T3 o dpgo] o]& A gk ARdoltt

1 AR vpEAmlzeke] 481 ZH@Aojolx ARLE ‘le'sion corpolle’E R}
o] el Al HEFol2A &8 FAA &3 Xty 3tk 28 5§
I, 2ok 712Apt 48 A E8E TPt 38 QAR ddlen &%
Ql B30} Apglor 45910 AYPE AFHsR= Ao] 7124k Ixrke Holck. &
AT YHojRlz glovt uiEalbzoke] o2 E FAF o2 FFH Y
AFsHA dMshe gl FABILS

e o] ZAIE HIE BEYEZOIME bodily injury’ 2 19 8L F
A3k glovt gse] bl AR B¢ SASslelA AAE &9
Bio] 7Fedan Hsat B39 YoM ko BEREZGE /IFE 71371 A
& ol & 22} “bodily injury'Bhs 78 1971 FeTetel A Aazdf 74
5o} gl A JAAIE ¥FE & Q& ‘personal injury’Bhs TR $48)
YA T 'mental injury'2he F7E BAIF0E RISk Ao ElFsitia B
12 20043 69 289 2EH /Y 5YFTESTE S Ve A4

4) New York County of Appeals, Roseman v. TWA, 13 Jun. 1974: Avi 17, 231, ¥
AN A7 tidel HE SdlE SAld 33, A A% T PNE 338 99
22 3= SAAY 43 Folrt ol Ly siich

5) U.S.District Court, Southern District of New York, Husserl v. Swissair, 1975; 13
Avi 17, 603 ARAELR HEFYL 98] 72T H0) o ZAF &g LEsgTh

6) WARBH, =iF &, FEBIEE (BEE,1999), 224E. AN &858 2iEice 2
s A8 w5, SATTEHULEIEAL1987), 169-1712

7) viFe] A% AAZ Efo] s Ak FUt 9low, o] Ay ulEappzekd] g
A okm Uyt Bisegel og 377 Abssik $evels Uy A7s1zel B34
2 Q3 eRloA Aae n%g 71 A 2 Edjol tiste] Hsixtel 3AF &8
& TAsl] F= 2g dolen ok 98-S 9l AT0LR] wAAE Ele] djgt
& sk Qo ol@ 34 zoke) wjeld A 82| BAZ} A7l€c)
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AR Qg &3t ohel 71l 77333 8)(Gesundheitsverletzung) 2. HA33H &3
of tisiME g weRE st gl ol %4E sk 7IE
A & QAR A0E 7 duprt arkn & Aoltks)

2) ¥
<F2¥ : Floyd v. Eastem Airines>%
1 ARAL

1983\ 5€ 59, Eastern Airlined) 8858 oj7i71= Z2atje] Qi volofju]d
1 Eslol vishela gsld Folqitk v ol % F dnt AR gt Al i)
AR F U7t el FAE oA Aol ARBEE Akt BA3gith ool
Yol JRET 910 Qs oliel AL F37Ie 3743s] AR
SAZE gAYl BAFSH) dohs AMIE g3t dAEAE geikt 7
Y07 HgE I F 59 ) ARE AFEAIIA HATL FALB] vlelef
u] ZAFYFOE HEoYTE o] 787)ef B3y SASE AAA A U3l
Aak AAIEo] Fet A el tit £3E B 98 Ak QAR
), @SS Y, @utEamzobde] Aels F43 Eastern AirlinesE 4

gz 258 A1

18

2. 9494
Z2}9] 250l disted e o) BAsAT

1) 22 A&so] & Ezerieyiel wad ZAF uF Fe §A4 ol o
A g AZEol dglels oK o] EFFHUT szt el gt Aok
Fintel 7108 o]F RS dfeth e 1o SHE 293 S8
B AR F4L shedl AsEiglr] wiEel] FAd 71Ad Akl mE A
3 13 dglode BAE 4 gl
8) Luft VG Al45Z A1,

9) 499 U.S. 530 (1991).
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2) 93 O B4 FF0= A% SA2Y A, @ FEAR] e 719
& ¥ v A A AEe 249 58 S Rt 9edt gl
7108 BAAQ FFo] dislds Z2uE] selde 2RSS £ Yo

3) dRo| ARE W} FFAP} 19 Fo|n FRsH TFOE SoRiths duZ9
FEE 12 e AN uFol i B olfE wolEolr)d EEEs.

4) vi2AmERe 1728 BAEE Edle 23 A Aslbodily injury)’ T
o] HFHEZ HAA Esl(mental damage) = BFEARIRF FoA FEOT B
2] digol HA] i

£an

3. %24 B4

Fadodne Sk 2 A &g A3

F‘F

vige]

tlo

3.

1) ARIE Fes] 7ol A 2agsigl o] F3o) AR Fa717t EA1FEH) 2
RE vi2Appzok 1729 ‘Alaaccidenty o i@Eth A= a8 AN 3
gfell chgt BAgo] Qs kel oRQlg] o) T3k 9] siel QoM T Egto]
A&} $t31 FHE F4E0] Qlojgith. 2Eo] ZFAHAQ] A, B, A
2 ZES 27 194 3507 A £5% ANAQ AT ul2Apapzok 3}
o BAE 4 Qlth= Aot

2) vlEApERSF AF] lesion corporelle’S £740] QL ofwd &t ¥geh=
7idolt.

3) A9 ¥ £ ofd 9] o vlZApulzok FEE H$ nl2Aplzek] 9
XEow HgHrh

4) HlEAWEREE g4:¢l0] Wilful Misconducto] o3 &3S WA A9 %
Rt AYRTE wiAlSAY Al S gl

3. e wd
QYA HFH o= vt Zo| wAsh

1) shEAEel Al7RE 471 Zsl HelE g S0 e 3eEA
Aol thalo] TSt lort &4 A Tlahel it 24HE HgeRIE Gtk
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2) ZORES A o WA Ay 28T 2R AMgE i) AR 9
oE BAET deFoR FHEY PRE oHL iR FRER ojFo
7347 gt

ZORE AR AL TER Holgl) iR HES 2] A2 A1
78T Zekel 2031 do] g3 GAkRRE] 8 e d SR Tefske )
Aglolof g,

3) SHPHEL nEAmlzokolA AMSE “lesion corporelle’o] THal] XAl
WS 28 et Uk 2RE FUE HEAE g8l TFgielM &
8 2] 2l w2t RS S TRE] A ARe] =7 el of
off o3 of 20 712APL &5 S DT FAL 2 5 o 2%
o AR 53 FAA EE ITE 354 T fgler &3
B3] Aol olof dist g WPk Fol 71349 drE Rojof FiTh

4) vlEApEReE 21720 AMEE “lesion corporelle’ £01E AAIA AsE %
g 1HEE £5e AAE o] dig R L3R gt

<#334) 1: In Re Air Crash at Little Rock, Arkansas on June 1, 1999>10)

American Airline%(AA 1420%) 3717} Little Rock 38 @520 FeH4t
Ate} FE3l A= JFEA Y] BE s S A v 2%] B
o TP AAE IR A5 A AnE ok Al § A A
E# A28 (Post Traumatic Stress Disorder: PTSD)S F481300, guZo]
A A7k At Ak g9 B8 oz Qs A7 wdA PTSDr} Ale] 5
o} Hof o] WAEIGITkT HAA FA3)%AT
£ ARdelA] s 9E0] US § 6,5million] i BEE Yelat AAE B4
Fele viEAplzok] whE Eauite) o] ohn| Aa} vipde] ki seiet
S AAA Asfe] o A" H9 Wz g Eolof drky AWM FAE A
3gith T4y AdEE A Eshs AlrE Qg AAEQ Fage] Adle] |
7ol vpEAlzoke] W ido] shgstcha WAET, W32Q] PTSDE st
AFAA, EHF, ¥ Wkl 22 A a9 AAF A vpEApiRope]
oE e ool HA gt s

10) 291 F. 3d. 503 (2d Cir. 2002).




60 MEFHEEgE
<#AWH 2: Lee v. American Airlines>1!)

2 AR AWt ged FBVL PN 1A =A B AR
o ¥ FolE WA X3k Izl 23 splske] diAE g st A
2 gateold] SAS0] d7|5HA HYiTh ol AN Zitele B s
7t 3 F BAZ AYZ @ AT giglon oot gH o AR st
= ¥ oe} 25 dARE A $A5S A& ot E e oiAHe] ook
2 & F 329 5|72 5wl Qoitk AL oeg oAl 3¥0E U$S o)
AA7H OAE A% AdE & $X AkSS ¢A Hgnk

ATE 3T Ha D A Tl W Sl o7 A58 AVlEIRe
o 93 AAE 91 B BE &8s &% P e Bkt F
BskaA 259 717k 2SI A AW} R8I Ut FE A9
e E4 A7H, 22 50 7198 RS 47 ARSI & gl BAEQ £9¢
8T A2 1] YETT Bdje] Aue] R WE &S vlEaphzot
3o Esfevdel didol H7] ghethn Btk

() At gQlo] Hol dAad &3
1) 34

HlEApERSE A172e) 3IH 245908 ‘AlT(Accident)’7} Yglo] Ho] wAIsH
E3o] thale] e Ak A k1) o) EE2zokIME FUFH
13 BAZRS Al o] thet FE3 A FE SR g Q) W) 1 FY
7k ZAIET. o 53] ¥F-ESUEL vi=AmIR Aoz A1ge] T w
S TR vl 41 ol o g 79 Al E= B40] F 2
oF A7z Alael PR gh= AY, § 2ok AR129) $749) 7|eizio] 9)
5 FHE A ol fomE Alne Ade BuE sk 2§35
11) 2002 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 12029 (N.D. Tex 2002).

12) 1) &=

13) 7 2) =

14) Montreal Convention, Article 20.1.3%,
100.000SDR ol&te]l thajr= #3249 Faghigdo] ARER] gt}
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3 A AL shsiet i Seditk webd Akne dE 244 Y
W3] & Fert Qi

2o Al dE E3] oo] tist elFAlol2el v Ao Ao Bl Saks
v. Air France ARIoA 23 glut olof 2Jabd zoF AF Alatel] sidelr] Hsire
AR, 71X Z3R3AY 818832 94%3 ARzd(unexpected and unusual event or
happening that is external to passenger)©lofok 311 4, &8 15 A
(characteristic risk of air travel or opertion of aircraft)e]l sslejoF stk AlA,
ol 71X XA wlAdAR ARdo] Abue] Q0% FL(play a causal
role)Rojok dtk. o|F 2% B o] UA Rt Ak At 4 Bl 712 W
23 QA AAA ek & 4 ik

A7) w7 1Ee] et EAIE BHlE ATE R Zow, $40] 570 25
A3l AdS e 2o} Aol Y Bl o doizl A9 Azl gt sl
Th15) o714 && viFrl9) o ofF #do] QAT 71X] £, B
QA A Rolglrhe olfth et FFERE el dolrl Aol disirie
ALE QA EgtTh16)

3719 87 BAsfIME AAE Foled $5F-do] Ix2E ANl s
B A, F47 TRl gt A3, AL Aujef o FU39), 7]
A Y 2320052 Alael st AR FFIPFN ke
I 3 B deiie Alng IS itk WIRE A 4 TA4
A AFge] wet Y A4E 9l 234 £3 A4E k22 47 54, 54

15) Gezzi v. British Airways, PLC, 991F, 2d, 9th Cir., 1993.

16) Barratt v. Tobago Airways, Corp. No. CV88—3945, 1990WL 27580(E.D.N.Y.)
Aug 28, 1990.

17) Schneider v. Swissair Trans Co., 686F, Sup. 15,16D. Me. 1988.

18) Gilbert v. PanAm World Airways, Inc., No.85Civ. 4157, 1989 U.S.Dist.
LEXIS1715, at 1{S.D.N.Y. Feb22,1989).

19) Lugo v. American Airlines, Inc., 686F. Sup. 373, 375(D.P.R.1988).
20) Dias v. Trans Brasil Airlines, Inc., 26Avi. Cas. (CCH) 16,048(5.D.N.Y.1998).

21) Salace v. Aer Lingus Air Lines, No.84 Civ. 3444, 1985 U.S. Diet. LEXIS 20215,
at 1(SDIN.Y. May 1, 1985).

22) Quinn v. Canadian Airlines Intl, Ltd. 1984, 48 ACW.S. 3rd 222: Y7155 Al12
BA &g
Simmons v. American Airlinesm Inc, 2001 US. Dist. LEXIS 571(S.DFla,
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¥ 574 Zhol AR AE Bo] met e s $4E 23] 98 528
BelstrA 4% U #9923, F2o) Foizl 7hge] s70] Wolrl A= Alw
o 3gekA] @RITkY, WA Aol LS FF-do] Al @ N9
s70] 3 7|2 S0 AMgE ALl sl Alng ARSI $
79 A Abaef aigatA] gAlehe) 7o) ZlddlM AFe soke 25 71l
3152 Helle Akae] sigeithan

A9 Sl dE 474 FAFY Ee FF disie 9ol £ itk
ol A729), F3710) g HT A0 Abad] ddehs Aoz ¥ o H¥
ZolEE FF Yol B8 2L Akt ohetz Btk Segde] disiae
oA oh32) 7elM ) ezl #xte) S 58] AsAIA g

F= ARl AR g 2R 2ok

o e FHdN B wl, ZoPEe] Atuell] sjgeii= 919 wele) 71Ee) F71t
o A APge] A= F & ek

Jan.18,2001): AluE QA E
23) Brandt v. American Airlines, Inc., 2000WL 288393, at 7(N.D.Cal. Mar13,2000).

24) Sethy v. Malen—Hungarian Airline, Inc., 2000WL 1234660 (S.D.N.Y. Aug. 30,
2000).

25) Husain v. Olympic Airways, 116F. Sup. 2d 1121, 1135(N.D. Cal 2000).

26) Price v. British Airways, No.91 Civ. 4947, 1992 WL 170679, at
3(S.D.N.Y.Jul7,1992).

27) Tsevas v. Delta Airlinesm Inc., 1997 WL 767278, at 4(N.D.I11. Decl, 1997).
28) Wallace v. Korea Airlines, 214F 3d 293,297(2nd Cir, 2000).

29) Day v. Trano World Airlines, inc., 528F.2d 31,33(2nd Cir.1975), Pflug v. Egypt
Air corp. 961 F. 2d 26,30(2nd Cir.1992), Standford v. Kuwait Airways Corp.,
648 F.Sup. 657,660 at 4(S.D.N.Y.1986).

30) Husserl v. Swissair Trans Co.Ltd., 351F. Sup. 702,706(S.D.N.Y.1972).
31) Martinez—hernandez v. Air France, 545F. 2d 279(1st Cir, 1976).

32) Salerno v. Pan Am World Airways, Inc., 606F. Sup. 656,657 (s.D.N.Y. 1985)
unexpected and unusual 3 R Z Al QI3
Margrave v. British Airways, 643F. Sup. 510,512(SDN.Y. 1986) AlZZ QAR
otk

33) Kry v. Lufthansa German Airlines, 119F. 3d 1515,1515(11th Cir.1997), 28Avi.
Cas.(CCH) 16147(N.D.Ga,2002).



2) ¥4
<F QW] : Saks v. Air France>34)
1. AF7L

19803 11¥ 169 Valerie Hermien Saks= XA vlejil uj= 2 AddgA
¥ Air France 337]e] B5315ich BoE ZAQlo) vl oj2oixiAwh SakstE
A5 A3l sPdshs oF 10098 B3 9% Al oFzre] 43} I Qg 3EE =
k. ol FE717t 253 Folt ALHIAE, Air France?) 5ol A4E
< ol2id @] disf ol AR 31 @2 A 1UE FE710A viElA fid
I oREE T4 A1 dold AdE EX] Eshe AR sy, 9% A9
Ao TAZ} & 4A Hglon, 128 59 & JAlRRE 119 9% AY
e S A3 YA HYSE BE WYk Sakst T1149] AEAdAo| Air France®)
o] 718 ZIGHAIARS] EAAS §4]) E 23502 Qs Zojet sk
Air France® 4TIZ California® 9ol 452 A&t

2. w4

UH(summary judgement)35)> BIEARERSE A)172449) 'Abil(accidenty s H]
389 T 71X 9= Ad(unusual or unexpected events or happening)&
uigit}i shaA] o] ARlelA) HIg7)7} g s s e gl ARl
] ¢t8¥3knormal change in cabin pressurization)= Aliel s 4 ickn
315k mEbA Saks®l HEAAL vlzARRzRol 1723 Alwe] o8 wAgE A
o] oh Sakst 719 AFHFAIA 7€) FAROIY HIBAAL B o
71X o FEolUTh= A& 38 Xohe & YFAIRRE &HE APt &

cka #Fsigich

34) 470 U.S 392,105S. ct, 1388,84L.Ed.2d 289 (Mar4, 1985).

35) £ AR A3 Saks7} ARA2] ezt wizAmbEete]  ‘accident'el 2lF obl®
Zolehs AMdE F83) UFete] E3el el ek Ag (summary judgement)ol] 5%
=Hlth
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3. 2494

2o E 449 BEE HA T saksol) e Air Franced) £ajue Q1As}
Fed 1 FAE ge 2o

1) k&2 2 ICAOIA BoHn Sl T v|FoA WolEd T 9l Al
(accidenty' = ‘B|3}7]9) g3} @FAsie] TG Al S n]3in], FAFTUA
ME ‘accident’E Air France7} 4% ZAAH 27| T v344Q AP oz
8] FA XA etk T3 Saks7h =70 219 Aol diF nF Y a7
AV FHFEL AT vRFAQ Ro|glon] B33 vy 25y g
ARl web 79 AL Al 2738 FEA

2) HlZAMEEoR] ARZY 5& AWE u niEAppzeke] ZAREL Aln
(accident) € ¥A sjH3lo] 3719 57 BAsle] 2P F3E QS BRE F
Ago] upEApbzoke] A4S Uk 4= QEE 31 sy 1 5t Y Rew
Bt} Tg2ju Air France?] FHUE 0|5 FA Xk =Hd 2ARE9] 950
ojZd ¥ ofiel BAFS EAEA 1A E RAoltk

3) HiEApRRoM}e] BAEE injuryst BAEY FOIE ‘accident’7} ohs}
‘damage’©|t}. ‘damage’ & £0)= Ao]& & = £0]0] T “accident’ = TR £90]
o Adrgel] Eakst FAIgte] fojolot. ek ¥o] Air Franced 97 F23}9
‘accident’®] A|o13 &g Qs FA] FA S WRhATE F31201} 3E
9 &FAREE A1829 ‘occurrence’ ]l 213 ‘damage’ell thale] A172e] 8 &
2 APk AlRMERET 9 2 RAEE A 2 otk

4) ZEHUEHPL Saks? I o] 3719 ATy BAsle] AT A
3ol thial) 27t Q= A FeAk] AUFQ S RAdtw Qi) SaksE B
A7) 81l 34 AEE Q=skA] ggkon As)e) wAel glo] oW dt 7l %
3] stk e 23 §3719 A5 dsel WS Ssfo oid gue
HATHE Polvk. weA] Sakst ZEEHA A pARE A7} ok

5) v|AE S A 309 Az FTAL) g A3leln FFedol &
3l(damage)ell tidt 5249 Aelg Ssp] 8 =FHalsich web Sakse) 3
AL BAFAS X3 & gt

6) Air Francet™ EJZ9] FA|(Ticket Advice)ollH 5719 g3 fag %
AAHT 7]A] G Al W AEigio] AR £ Q= & SaksolAl FE



e 47 65

3 dEix Sk

7) & 99 sleapzet A7) ‘accident’?] sz BAR] 4419
summary judgement®] B2 HlHolol Fr} summary judgements AL 7
UFENgE Qlslo] AN Saks o] AFAo] nlEAmEEF A17249 ‘accident’
off SFeieA] Rk FAFAT Saks7t FAT TEAR] HofE FEAgAo]
“grgolel 1.8-9] 3(characteristic risk of air travel)’©]2H= ol tidt Z1E 3}
7 42 A& ¥ 7] woltt.

2719} 2L o2 FAH YL summary judgement] TS uHFo] Saksol o
g Air Franced] &HulGS 8shs A4S Uitk

ol 3719 22 A v s

1) FT25UL 5749 a7} vlaApzek Al172739) AFl(accident) ol 719
8 oA «7]x] & T u]34AA 948 AR (unexpected or unusual or
event or happening that is external to passengery 0.2 TAYE|ojo} 311, 3Fo]
& 152] $18(characteristic risk of air travel or operation of aircraft)’ ol a3}
oo} 3k, o2t o7)x] ZERFAY YA ARdo] Apne dlow HE
(play a causal role)'3}5S 73l YL 7},

2) 8l Aol 49 Aol AAE TE ARE HrIg T {dsHA A EEolot
gt

3) Saks®] FAUZ 7AAY FHot2 Aslo] ¢HE wisyt dolita 27lo] 1
o) Agarde] fglo] =itk shRkE o) AEeln a9 ugy] gl o
3l(the usual, normal, and expected operation of the aircraft) Saks ZH31e] W54
QA gl 7]QIg HogA vlEAmkRek 172 Alare] PEE FFAIR Ao
2 & $5 Qo3 A g g upojo} sty #AGITH
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<FHHH4 1: Brandi Wallace v. Korean Air>36)
1. AL

1997d 8€ 174, AL 2ANAGA AT 0618 E53 Mrs. Brandi
Wallace(A0)= AHA1Q] HAoj HAsh 3 & 4] @zt $A0ZHE] 53
2 B ol E dRigEE AUz vF &) Al F vl 59
g 229 &R Tas-S A1E.

A due 71 g3Pdadol Faslo 71Ul 230] AR AelelA F7t HAde
A HA Fol AN o dThe A ZE Aln By G Faof ololgld 7o)
19 vRIAHE ez Y] o7 &S Hojyo] Aale] AAE WAL e RS
sl 55 7 £O0E 27 WL diloy Jhs) o] &g W] ¢t 1
E 7H% $ 99 ANE Ho] Yol tinsigith AR F4) digigye] 54
=2 418 e A2 713, 2AMRAYA 52 F 7RIS AS A FAG
QAR olF FAZA AN vt A&d vl w2, AeAo)d 71
0] A ol BFE T do] AL, &l AT %ok Aeiion g
F3o] AR SlolA FAlo] UATHAY 7]oidt vt Qltke 2g QA3 vk 3l
o 7RIS AL o] AR F47|4Ho] FAREE WUt

2. 9494

v 2% A AL dudlAl A o S0 2RE 0] AP B
o)71 3}, EA) QloJA= Saks v. Air France Case®l] th3t vj= gl d %
# 2 o] gy welelA sk Qi i) 2ol <AHl 1 AR 37
TN Hoh= E37] T FAEES] 29, 22407} QI3 Tthere was no
act or omission by the aircraft or airline personnel representing a departure
from the normal expected operation of the flight’, The 5740 ZHE|] AJZ-3f
< 3ol &3] £F9] 1/ BN 2& H¥(characteristic risk of
air travel or operation of aircraft)’o|2}3 & 4= glon, tj§idlgo] Ao ojd

36) 214F 3d 293,297(2nd Cir 2000). 14eljM= ALRE FA3I0 0 FhieME ol F
AL ARE gk dAFFAME oo Bl At iAoy &
+ =% shliste] due Bx] 28
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& A2 AR Wivhs AL FHHLE 1T o wiEAplzet Al727de
‘Abiaccidenty 7} JIATHL & 4 itha WAlske] qitdgel s48dS Wit

B4 448 998 1] ARy P48 9(United States Court of Appeals,
2nd Circuit)®] 2732 Saks v. Air France Case ¥ 1 F&5%ae] vehd
1929 wiEARRESE A)172299) accidentS 93] 9% FALASS TARL
2 B0 AMIAC] Agsl] Boie digiae] 196613 EEEEA sIsls)
o F37] 3T FHD A ) disMe BoiEds A s
(mindful of virtual absolute kability) 2&& W3t}

£3] ‘G398 /5o 2= H¥(a characteristic risk of air travel)' &
B glo] vt olFen] Ao F1 T FRlelA] A At Rolx] A
7t o e HA 453S 31, Uy SFde] 432 AHE A A
3] EHThe A& A At 39 453 g3 143 E4 2
A8 ggEo] viEApbzel A7) accident?} ST BAERITH

$hE £ #49 QlojA 452732 Saks v. Air France Cased] $2¢] 2248 ¢
5 3FHoR Aesle] tE A2 45 AaolA 71A Z3kAY aldE
Q1 21¥-3Ql AFd(unexpected and unusual event external to wallace) 0|22 Hl2
ARkt 21729 accidente] #Fjo} cigtgrgel] wipdAqle] Qlrka AESIT:

<#d93| 2: Langadinos v. American Airlines>37)
1. AR

1996 6¢¥ 13%, Langadinos(¥ 1)< Boston'¥ Paris®2] American Airlines
H2Y7]of g31%ith vl3 5 Langadinost &l 13t the $74(Debord) S EH-E
Z¥(Langadinos®] 1EHE FobA| B8] 3EAYA 3tz A AG71E WA
S Fo5rh olel £ Langadinos7} ©15 $5-golAl RuPAT TS ee-
ZAE HAA Wd3it) § 559 DebordZt AN AFEty Tehy E A

37) 199F. 3d68 (1st Cir.2000).
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Ho] ofjety W& ¥ ofFd ZAE Y3 U E U SFES el =&
31 Debord’} AEd ol dEaGIAT o] EE AAAA G ol
Langadinost= Massachusetts A"¥do] AAS A2 YEFPo] o &
aVds ul2Aplze} fule] BE EalhdE BTtk

2. 9494

1%(the United States District Court for the District of Massachusetts)o}] €
TE AAY 5590] 47 Debord7} FHaUAT 29 BFo] HYskn FHH
(erratic and aggressive)°|2h= A& 21 YUSNE 2004 &5 A% ATEe=E
A A3olA Z3E TBIA & 2L uiEApbzek fvtolgta FEH:

ool thale] \FA& A} Ake) ¥lel tisted 24 AN A AedsiE
B 8] RAE TS U TAE AN R oH fol9] o] AdUsH] %
& v2Apupzek 439l AkT(accidenty & FAF7]0) AT A5 4
& WolEd] guel HTFE wolSolx] sttt AuE olo] B FAsJrkh(Ut
B9 & A% 71z disiNe F4sA dsith

3. gaywd

279 galedde divde JA3x A5 A3l dig 2 2A7 9
ol HlZAWEEOPES] ‘Ali(accidenty £ AFE & 7 St HF S &2
AFshs AL FE AHlME € 5 R0l T AlkE A & 9S24
F 1 W, AR dIELIME ofF F5 Alleld ulEAplzet 3o
Al 288 FAA Fgata Jlvkn shax dwdidde] s oE o 5F
o] Fdstn $F2Q) BF-E Bl DebordolAl 17t Al QA FHAE L34S
= HAxstA &2 AFTH 2 W€ DebordE 3ol F371°0 5 4
T dE 713 A8E 248icke Ro] dFdda it

3 937} Debord2HEH e Feigithe e F7RES Jee FE3
Al ey, B BEe) P Beitks Ak ek itk Hdet
I FAFolge BY T8 FuFelx FE] AT 5 UENE Folo] =, o
9] o] AUt o} vizAplze} 9] AlnE FEE1 FATeE FF
A59] F4L woled + vk digict. mebd 47t 57 Debord] 23l A7)
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e

2o AR AE SI9lL, 7o) 0] ol HAUEE dAME =S &
Asshc BN J8) 7t HsA Sk A5 23] el A4
o] H3rhs 49 FFL Pl F Jivkn B, ol 4 e
A 5UY ARERL Aolef] AuBA} Y= Bl 25U YPE IA
g wgoltt.

e r2 e j

o

<#HY 3: Grezzi v. British Airways, PLC>38)

2 RS 37) Bavlive) 19 B2 Qs S700) $4UR F9EA Ao
e 19 3] Y719 £45} FuT G3AT Fol Yotk RS oS
4 AW MDA RO $749) WiE BAle) 97 oRd A¥HY %

o 93 Rog zoRYol Ale) et

El
3
)

<% 4: Krys v. Lufthansa Airlines>39)

o] ARAL FEAMH o] AZANE Yol F2o| ths) AR ZAE 8] £33}
AT A5E A|E Holth

T8-S 1991 1149 309, Leonard KrysE wmlojofuloi] %9l Zyguse
= ¥31= Lufthansa 463716 §531Ed w8 3 drf AR got KrysE 4%
of 5ol AFEE A )1 $FdolA B 23T 5-9E T e
79 nitroglycerinS FoF31% O} TAHA] 9kt S 3l 7ol gt
APt AEAE A9 T 288 23T oY JA(Fischmann BAH7} 19
VEe Bgtovt Agole 44 At oiigtn Fsigin ole) wet 554
2 ARSI Atk 1Eu Krys9l $5-2 A3 o Jaliln gaH2ge
OlZRE WE AP} KrysolAl A2AM] F40] Sl 2 YolRZAT, 1

= o9l KrysS] SA7F w707 Aeiglt ZgassEd casixiekat
Kryst Ta70] dal $902 4590w B Kryse AAE 43342
Z QR A% 1FS ¥ UsSo] FIHIk

38) 991F. 2d 603 (9th Cir, 1993).
39) 119F. 3d 1515 (1ith Cir. 1997), cert. denied, 522 U.S.1111 (1198).
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o] AAolA HYL Florida lawo] WE2d FFASS 5249 S5A%ES ol
o Qlofx EL] F209} duiE shof 3 Suke W A15-S 7)ok iy
A8k 3tk KrysE AMA(American Medical Association)ofl TR 43273 A2] &2
T T BT T8 B¢ G3AE 29 23R e HdEES AEH]
of Pl Esta T2ie] odgt7] wiiEel 5539 A} KrysSl 559 3471
AT R Qg 50| ol ATkT 2JAE ANFERHE 5L AL AF
2 7 Ut Krys9] e7F %39 Zlo] HRSS AFsh= §H 557-do] 43
U AEE 4] ASkA AL nlEAmpzode] Alare gEAl ¢, A4FH
B30 g vl o vkl 4 9ok R ot 7Fs 8 Rollenz o5 4 ¢l
+ 83391 Al3(unexpected and unusual accident)7} EA] $=tln B3kth

<@ 5: Husain v. Olympic Airways>40)

2 AR A4S g3 W $o] a2l2 oleleid 7E7H19] Olympic
Airway 7IJjelA T F70] B¢ 2ulaiZ1E FYToE Q&) AFES ARdolth

Y8<21Z Ms.Husain®] ¥ Dr.Hansond 312 gujdr]e] L&x7} Q=
ARz FA] Dr.Hanson?] 42 FA402RE A 38 Fojz I YN
<, 37 oIF AYH A4E0] ulE 94¢7] A &3 Dr.Hanson ¥ H2F
2 3431317, Ms.Husain 55792 Ms.LeptourgouslZ] 4 & ol A&
78I3lou AREHSIL: ol%F ¥ non-smoking EAIG0l ARA B FE0]
2HE ¥-97] AlFeglEd, Ms.Husaine #x} Ms.Leptourgousl 7l 24& upio]
£ A& 278519, Ms.Leptourgouts HRETHE o]f-2, T U= 1l Fo]
Athe olFE AZ3I) vl Dr.Hansond Bei7]|E A £ala oA
Yo} BE= Aoyl F A EI@0 2 AJsINt). o] AR Hge 3
AE uHro] gels 278 Al Wolu AZE AL 438 5 e vANEY 39
BA 2% A7z9 Alwe] sigdtty BhGT o Yot ol wilful
misconductol] FATET AL F240] G370 T3 B9, $4L G
o] ZXe 1S E58 RO0T JUEH HER o]F Ykt R 5T &

= %ol 35l

40) 2002 U.S. App. LEXIS 25470 (Sth Cir. 2002).



F3ede A7 71
<##Y 6: Brunk v. British Airways>41)

£ Ap9] 947+ LHR/Dulles APO in Virginia 7t BA 71HiollA] wrbulence
2 RS 938l BAE AR A5 AVEgT. 9t 71l rbulence”t
BAEe] A oR Folo T Yold F29 ot ad=E ke i
Oa 385tk BAE ¥ turbulence”} BEEARRRSE ) ‘A T(accidenty 7}
1ol e AEE A Aol chigitky FAE oM, AWFE BAY FEE
wolSolx] it AWE= turbulence’} accident® UAE & SV HME
Federal Aviation Actold 329 ule} 28 AL R “servere’ or 'extreme'3}Io}
e} $AF New York AMPH9e) 20 w22] 41, turbulence® Q18] A1
7} Yol &4 tray7} vpee] "olx]7]e] 83 Axg] wiEe] due] P
‘unexpected or unusual event’ 2 510} WS Aolgm BBtk

B 7% A% FY Fol AT Al

1) A
UL &89 Yolo] | Alar} FF7eIN mE 578 A% A} Sl L
AJst Aolub Bolg Ak mlAplzet 172, REELEZY UE5Y) 7N

“887)3(on board the air craft) ] 7ol diglols 1 /PEAAT} HE3l olg
7 gk 23y 57 9% A4} Z(in the course of any of the operation of
embarking or disembarking)'®] 2Jv]ef| thsleis w=io] Utk A9 AR B
9 oJule] oA kw1 F ] YA sjAske WoE Yopta itk @3] 7o)
FE71el g53l7] Al AR olg% o zRE F37lA Pl Hall A
ol 228 w7z sl A& FAgsths Zloth

olof thgt Y2 weld: olF AL LI BT A8 ARSIl
e F3-&dol 558 AT 7hso] e 7kt 5, ofAo] AfES Sk o]
Pgof] Eol7t WERE FAF T RS wd WE Be o] A £

41) 195F. Supp. 2d 130 (D.D.C. 2002).

42) ¥ FA [EY Ve IATTEEZS) A4 29 5 AEEA A% w2
A7) 208 vt Q. FF$FEEEA) A2l AlE(2006.6).

43) U WER 409 3 248 U, PEEEE 54085 11K
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o} 9714 vgFold FFAES] I35 = FF7IE A ASShe apron A
g,

o739 gl 4T (local test)’, 39171 E(activity testy 22 IA 2EFE
o] B F gl

4 N B o R Zow 70 FF7loAM U= FFERd Wl
9 QA Ao TEHI7R of7)0) BB ect 7o) Ao R A RAHE F
A=A TAVE Aok B el $280] B93lES 37 A8 3kE 7580
& 9 dojd ARl Wl ofW] AL §FEE 1Y) AEerTE Hojd
Aaox dojd Alo| B R of £73& % ARIeE B & giths Zolth T8
&3904 Jig 3EAER Ao 39 Ak, §3716lA4 gl 33Uy vl
2 R 7R F a2 A FEd Al 57 F9 AR B3iTH)

‘B Bl 0] I3l EeE) d8 B o7 755U A
< 958 % A FoE Bk ol wet 3 W SA EdA Aol ¢
o AlZ, Fuf 318 XS 7] 98] £ A Ak Bl Yol A Be F
9 AlaE oItk 1 Fo U s 2 FHAe st &4 B sl &
Mol PEg F4 L 7izlel] WA Al B 29 AlzEhs Zlold). ol wet
T AU EFR Aol RS vy F gl AE] gt AfuE B
Fo Al E Btk olAd B4 J1Fe] Hale F2 FTIA U =Bl o
& A olo] e o7& §F71Y $7& A% A} T AR BE R
AslA] grin sEA ol g olgjd A T nlEApERte] MHHAAAE
Blojun] 3840 13 $182] EAlo] EA7L Hojof srhs HolA <B4V
£02 He o] ggsithe 48 dltjdo] glthes) Hgrj@ e g A e
A oA £ vlg) Zo] nl2apubzore] ALyt gojso] A471s) 2 Hejgs
44) F20NE, BEVIE, BWIE o 3RFHIE Aok
45) MacDonald v. Air Canada, 11 Avi 18, 029 (1st Cir., 1971).

46) U.S District Court, Eastern District of New York, Ricotta v. Iberia Lines de
Espana, 30 Nov. 1979: 15Avi 17, 829.

47) Day v. TWA, 13Avi 17, 647(3rd Cir., 1976).
Phillips v. Air New Zeland, EWHC(Comm): 2002 vt 95 2348 ¥ Apd
Bl WA7I1E 4o dMsle] it WA U, ojolA S| F4E 7
Al FF710l €58 AlFASEA oite Adagiel g2 FTE4L check—indi= &
7 JjAE Zlold weta I £708E BE o] FHEEHE Ao Hop} #ithe
s 2ed 4 8 vk Condon & Forsyth LLP, The Liability Reporter,
Feb.2003, p.4~5%%
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Eoj 9% dsi= BAde] 7bsatA =Hol Faizt B 718 £ AT 2599 §
T2 FANAA Aok

A FY FEe AL o] thet 2529 HYS TAH AFgel e} shFatt
T A 5§, g B8] e TAR A8l vt gk A3l g
9)\1;}-.49)

ool diaiA k= F o FHAQ QiR Al BEe|Ezok| $AFHMHEZL
E AFE o3 Q3 = YR gl I FI3AH dRINE BREAE
gojsiciets @Az 0% fdo] JrbA A4 ¢S A, o11sHzRbEelN KXol )
SHYAZFES) Faiat B3 9 Rl F38] B FARe] E2 g 9 B
ANF el A3 F ol §A st g

2) @3
<FQ W : Day v. TWA>S0)

o] AL oA5o] FFAL A At EAE HEE R F
transit loungeol | 718 F HiiRAES FZ] o3 TWASH 40°4730] A
2t ARdolet. o] ARlelx] FA] TWAR Q] A ATEE ol 24 Gateof th713}
T U39 Aristedes and Constains Day’} TWAS JTIZ vl2AMERSE A1724
9 WFEUE QT8hs A% AVIBISIc

olof s WAL Hrt uizAmtzode] Ali(accidenty ol HFBRE 22
7] A7} Qltkski & A49] AL transit loungeol4] ti7] FoIE ARo]
ZoM¢e] “in the course of any of the operation of embarking”°] =T A2
2 B F 7t ahs A 19 FEEelA Hejeaee F40] JlglE W
FAELE olv] 159 FFAL ¥ 1194 23 A F 59AR! passport
control & EAH M 02 §3719 @5 fstel 2 Ao BAWT Hl Slol
ARl HAAS S5l FRAHYE 8l FAET UAUCEZ BF HALE
Hopa) ohagl ot nkEAmbzer o) feg A% 3 Fol YUk Holok

48) Chief Judge Seitz in Evangeines v. TWA.
49) HFA 3, AAA, 1783,

50) U.S Court of Appeals, 2nd Cir., 22 Dec. 1975 13 Avi 18,145 & 13 Avi 17,647
A1,
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& oo} FFAK: 259 Eslo] thdle] wilful misconduct?}t ITiEHE Ad-E A
of & ZAolgtx 3¢t

Yozt He g BA19) 5729 9= & Ak &0 9lo] $23 7o) ohH
2318 259A od A5l P YA F, $AEY] BFo] Y BE
2 A% F3 Fo A= o Fskha stk

7832 Fg HellA 7|tz Sid £ obde] tidt B kA T
3= Aol 23R g, ABAZHEL S WA geiFd 2AE F
7H] iy S5l

HEL oldd 2 o2 HiE A ¢ Gated W FLE vf2ApERF A
172 9] ‘in the course of any operations of embarking’ o] itk & 4
por BAAE 4 Q= ¥d) 43ty #AE3I: Fayelt 149 B8 o}
=R

Iz}
(2

LN
i
> 2

<#H%E 1 Kalantar v. Lufthansa German Airlines>51)

o] AR it o]FRICZA o]FAAL 7K1 YR As| g3 nFE
U F5EAE B At

389 ticket counterd] TAE w FFAL o] P39 F3HE HAE 27
I A3 olof s offE 3HE S WA g ALY S731E0] S i
olof 3k olfE W & A& 270y FFA AL A FAAY BAAH )
TE Zolgx SN AP HolFE AL ARSI EF &3 YL UE
0] 2 7 A& AR AL v]ZAR7} ZE okl tial Frjdolzk= A
< Yolo} sty B}

Wt A TR EE wd A ARslT 19 5318 AAE AR 3
g2 %S EX2 A7 AXH 7300 AYA A=t oo duE 9F
Zpd, BAdlE 2FE 729 923U AAE 5L oRE 258 AVIsl
o] &%l lojA FFAF & ufEAplRolo] Qo] o) LMtk
Aok W LS niEApERob] A 457 sjaME Alavt < @E5719) $73E 9% A
Fol WAstofof drb = Aol £ ARo] ‘H(embarkingy 33 Fol WAsINE
Aol oisl HAE3IATE olo] wal HYL ARe] HATY Grlof] Yolxg 1) 54

51) 276F. Supp. 2d 5 (D.D.C. 2003).




g A7 75

o] AT B4, 2) 54 B9, 3) FFAKY 400 thg B Ao 2HL 2
o 2 A9 4319 2ol e A 97t JAUE FHEE check-Ing
37] Aolgx REAE W] Holol G370 gsr] 13 AAHA At A
FHNAL & F 9y, AR 22 147 308 Aolglr, 41t B55E5S )
s Aok & o4 GA F & WA ATk B 4 Yok s {92 o] A}
Ao Yol e BT Foll YA Ytk FEAT FTAKEY fEaklz
°oF 282 9% partial summary judgement A%< 7|23

<PA% 2: Martinez Hernandez v. Air France>52)

o] ARIE o7 Hv]d Wjo] 31E A5AM el AES] FFo o3 AelE
U2 ROl o] AReA] AAEL AEgHEAE BUlL, $:5180) gl oA
TH= WRL F91E20] e RS F3ES 53] Y8 Brldel dirls)
9 7 HERIAESC] 718FE dARle] AdlE itk HEL o] At $37
Held == 572 A% 28] Fol AT Flo) ojek: olfE 2499 AU
WPsHA Akt

<#AWH 3: Ricotta v. Iberia Lineas Aereas de Espana>53)

A7 A7 FFEEA) P FIIE 0188 F sl YT
ATAE B2E olg3lo] BF BF2E MALs oVAEREZ olFH 3, B
SIE ¥ gho 2 3| ol A g YA Hlglm, olele sk 4
5] o] 92 Y TP PR TLES A1k WL AT
7h Baol WolA e UL Aol weAphzor AR FRkL S
S AT Y F ol AP 207 B 4 5002 F AR vAplzon
Agholeta wassI

52) 545F. 2d 279(1st Cir. 1976).
53) 428 F. Supp 497 (EDNY, 1979).
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1. o478<52le] Al 7lel a9+ - DVT
) HA

DVT(Deep Vein Thrombosis)= 3339 835 & 92¢ A0=A diklE
A= <k ZFF(Economy Class Syndrome) 2.2 T F ¥elA glon 2=
g 345 Yol F8E ol it H1 Qlck 4 DVTE vy &3]
E 49t Agoz nj29 A upd oF 200959 DVTEAZL 2=, 1 F
6073 AT7} A2et $18%¢Q) 9188 %(Pulmonary Embolism)2E A 10
ol 12 Ale] o2 Aoz A Yrk o] Adle] FFoPst A} Al
222 o7 @ AL F§F9Y T 24" DVTY HHHTS X5 AlE0] 1954
d o)% 7iF oz BuEe] oW & 2000 108 A4 3| =F3oA 28412)
o)A, E.Chisto ffersen®) AFEAIZIS) ARlo] DVTS #AEH) Qe RO2 4A
AANRES B 3F AEATTL olgdlo] TFo HES AA B 3=
2380] T2 o] £ ok 20412 ZA 12,000miled oiAF AF AFT3I3Y
on) B8 Weo] gle 202 dalA Uitk o] $A] ARIF A AZu)Fel
A $Zo87 DVTH) BB B #3& JEhST /A ARIEC] 3579 &
HEINE B3 A% olsiEtyl MHUS-S 7]ef ol23nh

HALET BRse ZAEE AHL DVTE 93 o718 Asjo] ul2Aplze}
A17Z 4] ‘Akaaccident) ol FE =7 offtolt. olel disiA] e 0l <
Rake wes) Bk welE ZEln Qo FAse wHst $AE Holtk

@) &3

<FQ¥] : Povey v. CASA, Qantas, British Airway>54)

2001d 8% 19 Brian William Povey™ CASA(Civil Aviation Safety
Authority & Ors: IIFEMAFTH 9 FeAeF 2 $783S 4d2 DVT ¥

o S TAS AV
A= 20002 29 ATUA 9= AQo® 59 7] o3PS thik | DVTE

54) (2002) NSWSC 792 (September 6, 2002).
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A HPT T g AlEY-3Y A9 SRR AR SEAd T dYA S
Y x4 97852 UE Aol 42 Fajle] oigt s RIS ol drku
L7310} At AT B9 UGS HAolM FHolA] E3t A grolglojol di=
o|Fruj(UnHA) A9 AAYFt A7 A& DVTZL BB o T3 DVTY $)
FHE SANA 23] elA) &2 FFAL FFHo] DVT HAe] 7lojgitta
FAB3E ol2id 418 Fel dish 359 viEelE H e o) er|3Y
9] gotgt Alsjo] S Eafe] Hojo] He Im3A ¥ 18l3 d7A] 8 AL
18 R BlE offiviy Wil AT S3AE FAE 4% F DVT
ol 28 7 = AV S $AS A 388] LA Yook ol)dt A 1 $lukfailure
to warn)o] BREAMEES} A172ef W2 Afme] M) o & Slvkn $EIY
o} 5 U4 ‘Ab(accidenty o] thEt Saks v. Air France?] A g3l &7
AR} ARl ofw] 31 Gl AR B $ANA FH5) A1t WHE Ha
3317] 28 LA AASRs Hol F8719) B4 E¥ol2hs 7]E(Standard)
olghd FFAP} ol FAAFE FE3] sk gh AL Z $ANAE A7)
A Bg wlAgAEeQl sigste] wgel Al g 5 4 Qluks Zojck ot @
AFF7VE ARE R SdEdETI BAlE AR o7 Hyleoo} &7 wje]
HEolF HuHYS AvoA F3APE DVTS 1 99 2 DVTY] 2898 S
HASE Qe oS AR QBT YA e} FFAR] HAo]
DVTE 43 439 ARIE F shiehe AME 45358 99 U3t 93
oA UFAYUL Feo] 7! 3T FFAte] Augulo] Az JHE F ke
Zol 5 9] #dolt}

<T=ARE 1: Blansett v. Continental Airlines, Inc.>5%)

£ 2FAe] glo] 9119) Shawn Blansetts HAlA AR g dglog sh=
Continental 33 HelAl DVTe] oJ3t H&AS Pk AslE ddtha T34 4
Uz 248 AVlssich

1314+ Continental#-&°] 388 £ DVTZF AT A oigt AnE 3
A gokor old] digt FRE AlFsh= 5o AR LEXE FH3HA Akt of
£ ulEapizek A172AY] ‘Alal(accidenty ol EHE Holgkn FA3I%TE

55) 204 F. Supp. 2d999 (S.D.Tex. 2002).
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T TR A F371 27 stelxie] DVTE olo) gaiA detta 4
I g9 714 238l

olof chaf WAL B 8L 1 Y& F3719 Al SoBlE R AAE
AIZE B71E ofg)$u 2o DVTel tigt 913o] wo] ¢eiA L olel wet 574
20| TTAIZRE DVTHE ¥ 7o) disf hiz]18 71dista giokd &34t
) DVTHIZA 2o1¥o] SANAE vl dzeln o713 X3 954 A43e) 2
224 BfEAWEERS A17239 Abe] WFe] ¥ty #Asg o] ¥Ed
DVTS] AR/de) thet B} I35 dfolt HapzAM 5] gl
3he A2 1212 o= A Aart Aol ) 7hsd Zoluk she EAR
< GAFUIH & Aojt.

<¥HH 2: Deep Vein Thrombosis and Air Travel Group Litigation>56)

g R Jade AT v|PEF DVTE A 8 $250] 274 3%
AR AU J EETASS 71dgo 24 DVTe digt A Aele <
A gtk & ARE A% ojulAel(Preliminary hearing)Z-3olAd DVT 4%
B 7P o] B AZEA] Aol tigt tiokst =29t AEJ} ojReiFon AHF
BARANN 97 YL FTAPIA $28EE 3t

A, HPBHEL Al(accident) o] T3 =2 2A $:7%0] HL DVTZ} HlEAR}
Z% Al1720) 719 &3S w8l EAlolth olo) dis) Alwi= DVTZE 52 ¢
Fox Yot LAl ofd Afze] ofsf) WG Ro] ohd FAHo)w A JFsd
3250l i 324 A ks wRolmz zok A7 FFHR: A
19} Ttk RYrh T3 32 Foll dold = Uk o ks Y80l ol
& s vlE] geln FaE Hass)] g8 ARDRE A= o] FAL
o] FAAR g0 B T AL 2T o o2 IFE AFIA ¥ A% H]
A0 A Z3 AlmE & 4 itk duSe] T4 sl Auie o
(culpable act)o]u} #-&9)(omission)7} AFE F8 = YA T A7} A
£ opEz gAYl 3Rio] gFdtin srlgtt A7z Al ARene £
A1 $Ex2d0] F7) Feicka BAESich

F A AR M (exclusivityy o i3t =024 wf2ApiRel o]¢)9]

56) EWHC 2825 (QB. Dec. 20. 2002).
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T2 ot WS H8stol DVT 442 AVIE & GeAlg) ofolr. olo] chstel
ARHE 2 29} 0|99 TR Fpe] 9 SIS Q3 Shetka w3t

Mol ek 97, BE AkRel WA YusA 488 5 = 5D

o} FA3l] FFARE AU SIS FTE 5 e KU AFAMoIA EY
QA FARA T BAESIC

opet Al A 9AAHES Human Right Act 1998(HRA) Section 3(1)$}
European Convention on Human Right(ECHR) A6 ¥ A8z}t DVT adol
gt HH2ZAE AFsheAe] tidt =2olh. AlwE= 95 U (The Carriage
By Air Act 1961) 2 #Hglgl ulEahalzoko] HRA Section 3(1) wWel ECHR
o 7L e ¢l Primary Legislation)’ ol8 9 11&9] £3:2 AF3h}
HpEApbRoE A1720] A DVT A SEshpiETa%e 71dske Aol
ECHR A6z Aol B3k 333 AwE whg Pel9l ECHR A8zl B
Ash= 71918) BA(the protection of health or morals)ell #&F A2 9 ol2{gt A
21& ARkt oA ojmdt FrHdYe] TE A ohg FelE ek AL
ohjeh= §E Btk Yot AuiE sf2Amlzok A7 Axpgo] ofd 4
AP FARA $80] 258 £ 3 AE Ak Hol7| WEe] ECHR
A6z A1) A Aol gty & & ¢lon, T3 ECHR AgZ o &
Ao Aafel] djgt WAl FAAS AT Gt sl A A, FAA
e B At 37 s Fshde Aoty B YECT wEE
Wick

<ZHdwh 3: Rodrigez v. Ansett Australia Ltd.>57)

¥ AR due 2ARAYARRE RAYES 2IWEE JRE Air New
Zealand B399 s70130c). duE A A AFE w4 e wHA= &
Zzlo] 371ei3 S W) EF2oe] 2eizA Hdol Rujolf1 A714 DVT Jeke
hlaied

57) 28 Avi. Cas. (CCH) 16,627 (August 8, 2002).
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A3 DVTE |2 Air New ZealandE A2 California Aol 4242
A1 Hud 3R 419 gL wiEAppzet A17zde) Aln
(accidenty o]} 7118 o] opjek= ol AR AT o= o7)X] &
< HIAZER 202 s BPHIH: AL AT Wt FAE AFIR 29
o2M 2oF A17273 Atz dFdthe 95 3R E3iickn st

<PA%E 4: McDonald v. Korean Air>58)

o] AR Aue FFAPE FAIRE §398] QlolM 20| DVT =39
Uoh= B B4S 31X dgkenl ol ulAAAQ A7)A £t Al dg=n
T8 FFAPE S gt FoFE st Ao)7) wiRe| vlzAmEze A172
249 “All(accident) 2} F4315ich

oo} tisiA Canada Ontario HHAL £ 8371 H|3 5 Saks CaseclA] &
H 1 Y& A E FEANZURE oJmd v AFHQ o7)x] B5 ARdo] itk
419 F4E& 7148150 vE 0] YA B A8S 804 TAEH @ A
< AR Hdnegligence) A X9 4117} 912 DVT7L 48024 8|AA
Aol /1A F&t %A Aoz aF=ER gErkd I T A 2o A7
Z9] Ak sjgEA] ety 1 o4 uhsln Utk

IV. 2 ¢

obgol sl vist Po] YTEY 3 3 oAl U HYe T4
o) Aol 5Jo} 713 BYHQ Folet & 4 ek FREAAL) Y ol v
AptAAolE 718y AYQH02 HI8YFs) FABYAEE Adsta o]
I PAINE A FFREUT AN 3 79 AFHA, H89Y
AL 52 FeT PR Fele tie] ik 2R oleie B}
FUALL o3P AT HBTARA vlzaklzer NM72YS) 08¢ F53e

58) No.01-B30373, 2002WL 1861837 (Ont.S.C.J. Sept 18, 2002).
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AR QI Esih PSS Fo] Fagte] F ol thdt W2 =Aol Aglx
o7} WA throlXT B2 F2Hoigirt EEM 1—5— 25U o4

AU T FFEEA0] AU A HE A4S FHLE AR 7 ol
T U] AYL A Al Sloid & EF 05? AL of= Ax71A
BYE A} sk AYEEY FAe AGAT viA T= T EAG T A
o FAZA tFojior & Ao B gl tigo] FF-5AU AL £
A Aze] AYE BEEzo0] AR FalAgFols FRAYALE Y
S37] diee] SRR £AT /e A BEY Ao gE o 49
o] QiR K] whEolnt. wehd o %EEJ%&‘-’-.%WV% ERURSIL L
TR F3EFlol Agde AE 398 3422 9 011 g 35 3
o] A RO R Holr 53] 39 W] ’ﬁa‘lz—? SRS EHE AW o
AL ZA BZ4E 0% oErt ¥ =8 A% QoA & 1A olige
AL olfEol i St Qo] gxsd AFE Alg ol 1¥11 shit
TN E S8 PelFertue 22 F3Ake] dig gt e glen
E el oiF s AgHd #as A7 2%

FAo : T, FFRE, AAEHLY AY, wEApkre), 2EERS A
Adel, BAA &8, FIAL, 7S AT AY 5, QY T, DVT



82 METHERERE

Abstract

A Study on the Aviation Case Law
- Focusing on the Air Carrier's Liability for Passenger -

Kim, Jong—Bok *

The purpose of this paper is to study precedent cases of the Air carrier
liability for passengers. The article 17 of Warsaw Convention (also in
Montreal Convention article 17-1) provides the Air carrier liability for
passengers which is the most essential part of the Air carrier liability.
According to these Conventions, 1) the carrier is liable for damage sustained in
case of death or bodily injury of a passenger. Precedents and theories have
disagreements on whether the damage covers the mental injury as well. 2) The
carrier is liable for damage sustained from aviation accident. The definition of
aviation accident' is becoming problematic. 3) The carrier is liable for damage
sustained in case of death or bodily injury of a passenger upon condition only
that the accident which caused the death or injury took place on board the
aircraft or in the course of any of the operations of embarking or
disembarking. The question at issue is the range of the operations of
embarking or disembarking. This paper introduces the precedents (also, the
model precedents) about the carrier's liability for passengers and related cases,
so as to help understand the trend of judicial decisions. Furthermore, the cases,
once took all of the attention of the international air carriers, concerned with
the 'Economy class syndrome' (DVT : Deep Vein Thrombosis) are also
presented.

Under the new Montreal Convention, the carrier's liability for passengers will
continue to be the main issue. Thus it is required that academics as well as
practical businesses may keep up their studies about this issue.

* Professor, Korea Aerospace University
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