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sufficient time to consider the proposal within this paper prior to October, this paper has been submitted 
prior to review of the Secretary’s paper. 

1.2 If consistent with the constraints outlined by ICAO legal experts, the DGP may wish to 
consider a proposal with provisions similar to those outlined in paragraph 1.3. As this issue touches on 
sovereignty issues agreed to under the Chicago Convention and other (bilateral) diplomatic agreements, a 
consensus approach is essential. The consensus should be not only amongst DGP members, but with other 
panels, and ultimately within the ANC. 

1.3 One approach intending to acknowledge the interests of both States and operators could 
be to place the primary responsibility of the exemptions process on States of Origin, transit, and 
destination. The operator’s interaction would be primarily with these States. Once exemptions are issued 
to the civil operators by the States of Origin, any State in which there will be a landing during transit, and 
the destination State, operators would then request expedited exemption from States potentially subject to 
overflight. Overflight States would then be permitted a finite period of time to review the request. In the 
absence of requests for additional information, clarification, and/or outright denial, overflight permission 
would be implied.   

1.4 As this process evolves over time, issues of concern to overflight States would be 
identified (to the extent this is not the case already) and could be addressed at the outset by the operator in 
their requests to States of Origin, transit, and destination. In other words, when an overflight State denies 
a request on specific grounds, the operator would be able to address these concerns in their initial 
exemption requests going forward. 

1.5 In conversations with air traffic management experts, it appears that concerns that such a 
policy would limit autonomous aircraft navigation over continental airspace are premature. Established 
fixed track navigation will likely continue for at least another decade.  

1.6 In future discussions, the DGP may wish to consider the prerogatives of States who are 
not included on a flight plan, but who are considered to be diversion points in case of weather or 
emergency. 

 

— END — 


