
COMMISSION REGULATION (EC) No 298/2009 

of 8 April 2009 

amending Regulation (EC) No 474/2006 establishing the Community list of air carriers which are 
subject to an operating ban within the Community 

(Text with EEA relevance) 

THE COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES, 

Having regard to the Treaty establishing the European 
Community, 

Having regard to Regulation (EC) No 2111/2005 of the 
European Parliament and the Council of 14 December 2005 
on the establishment of a Community list of air carriers subject 
to an operating ban within the Community and on informing 
air transport passengers of the identity of the operating air 
carrier, and repealing Article 9 of Directive 2004/36/CE ( 1 ), 
and in particular Article 4 thereof, 

Whereas: 

(1) Commission Regulation (EC) No 474/2006 of 22 March 
2006 established the Community list of air carriers 
which are subject to an operating ban within the 
Community referred to in Chapter II of Regulation (EC) 
No 2111/2005 ( 2 ). 

(2) In accordance with Article 4(3) of Regulation (EC) No 
2111/2005, some Member States communicated to the 
Commission information that is relevant in the context 
of updating the Community list. Relevant information 
was also communicated by third countries. On this 
basis, the Community list should be updated. 

(3) The Commission informed all air carriers concerned 
either directly or, when this was not practicable, 
through the authorities responsible for their regulatory 
oversight, indicating the essential facts and considerations 
which would form the basis for a decision to impose on 
them an operating ban within the Community or to 
modify the conditions of an operating ban imposed on 
an air carrier which is included in the Community list. 

(4) Opportunity was given by the Commission to the air 
carriers concerned to consult the documents provided 
by Member States, to submit written comments and to 
make an oral presentation to the Commission within 10 
working days and to the Air Safety Committee estab-
lished by Council Regulation (EEC) No 3922/91 of 
16 December 1991 on the harmonization of technical 
requirements and administrative procedures in the field 
of civil aviation ( 3 ). 

(5) The authorities with responsibility for regulatory 
oversight over the air carriers concerned have been 
consulted by the Commission as well as, in specific 
cases, by some Member States. 

(6) Regulation (EC) No 474/2006 should therefore be 
amended accordingly. 

Community carriers 

(7) Following information resulting from SAFA ramp checks 
carried out on aircraft of certain Community air carriers, 
as well as area specific inspections and audits carried out 
by their national aviation authorities, some Member 
States have taken certain enforcement measures. They 
informed the Commission and the Air Safety 
Committee about these measures: the competent auth-
orities of Sweden have revoked the Air Operator Certifi-
cate (AOC) of the carrier Nordic Regional and suspended 
those of the carriers Fly Excellent and Aero Syncro; the 
competent authorities of Spain have revoked the AOC of 
the carrier Bravo Airlines and its operating licence; the 
competent authorities of Portugal lifted the suspension of 
the AOC of the carrier Luzair on 22 January 2009 
following verification of successful completion of 
corrective actions by the carrier; the competent auth-
orities of Greece lifted the suspension of the AOC of 
the carrier Hellenic Imperial Airways on 18 December 
2008 following verification of successful completion of 
corrective actions by the carrier and suspended on 
28 January 2009 the AOC of the carrier Euroair Ltd 
following a request of this carrier and the suspension 
of the approval of the continuing airworthiness 
management organisation of the carrier. 

Air carriers from the Republic of Kazakhstan 

Starline KZ 

(8) There is verified evidence of serious safety deficiencies on 
the part of Starline KZ certified in Kazakhstan. These 
deficiencies have been identified by Bulgaria as well as 
other ECAC states during ramp inspections performed 
under the SAFA programme ( 4 ). The repetition of these 
non-compliances shows systemic safety deficiencies in 
the area of operations and maintenance.
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(9) Starline KZ did not respond adequately and in a timely 
fashion to an enquiry by the civil aviation authority of 
Bulgaria regarding the safety aspect of its operation 
showing a lack of communication, as demonstrated by 
the absence of adequate response to correspondence 
from this Member State. Starline KZ demonstrated a 
lack of ability to address these safety deficiencies, 
which remain unresolved. 

(10) The Commission, having regard to the above mentioned 
deficiencies, has entered on 27 January 2009 in consul-
tation with the competent authorities of Kazakhstan, 
expressing serious concerns about the safety of the 
operations of Starline KZ and asking pursuant to 
Article 7 of Regulation (EC) No 2111/2005 for clarifi-
cations regarding the actions undertaken by the 
competent authorities as well as the carrier to respond 
to these deficiencies. 

(11) These authorities did not respond adequately and in a 
timely fashion to an enquiry by the Commission 
regarding the safety oversight of Starline KZ, since by 
the required date the Commission did not receive the 
requested information, in particular the carrier’s AOC 
together with the complete operations specifications, 
requirements and restrictions attached thereto. 

(12) Starline KZ requested to be heard by the Air Safety 
Committee and was heard on 24 March 2009. The 
hearing however, did not provide sufficient evidence of 
satisfactory completion of the remedial actions. During 
the hearing the competent authorities of Kazakhstan 
presented to the Commission their decision of 
4 February 2009 to restrict the operations of Starline 
KZ to outside the European airspace. 

(13) In view of the above, on the basis of the common 
criteria, it is assessed that Starline KZ does not meet 
the relevant safety standards and should therefore be 
included in Annex A. 

East Wing 

(14) There is verified evidence of serious safety deficiencies on 
the part of East Wing certified in Kazakhstan. These 
deficiencies have been identified by France and 
Romania during ramp inspections performed under the 
SAFA programme ( 1 ). The repetition of these inspection 
findings shows systemic safety deficiencies. 

(15) East Wing did not respond adequately to an enquiry by 
the civil aviation authority of France regarding the safety 
aspect of its operation showing a lack of communication, 
as demonstrated by the absence of adequate response to 
correspondence from this Member State. East Wing 

demonstrated a lack of ability to address these safety 
deficiencies, which remain unresolved. 

(16) The Commission, having regard to the above mentioned 
deficiencies, has entered into consultation with the 
competent authorities of Kazakhstan, expressing serious 
concerns about the safety of the operations of East 
Wings and asking for clarifications regarding the 
actions undertaken by the competent authorities as well 
as the carrier to respond to these deficiencies. 

(17) Evidence exists that East Wing has taken over operations 
from the air carrier GST Aero, an air carrier which was 
put on Annex A on 22 March 2006 ( 2 ) and which was 
withdrawn after the competent authorities of Kazakhstan 
informed the Commission of the withdrawal of the AOC 
in March 2007 ( 3 ). 

(18) The competent authorities of Kazakhstan informed that 
they restricted on 4 February 2009 the operations of East 
Wing to outside the European airspace. These authorities, 
however, did not respond adequately and in a timely 
fashion to an enquiry by the Commission regarding the 
safety oversight of East Wing, failing to provide appro-
priate evidence regarding the carrier’s AOC together with 
the complete operations specifications, requirements and 
restrictions attached thereto. 

(19) East Wing requested to be heard by the Air Safety 
Committee and was heard on 24 March 2009. 
However, the hearing did not provide sufficient 
evidence of satisfactory completion of the remedial 
actions and revealed that the carrier is not aware of 
limitations to its operations into the European airspace. 
In view of the above, on the basis of the common 
criteria, it is assessed that East Wing does not meet the 
relevant safety standards and should therefore be 
included in Annex A. 

ATMA Airlines 

(20) There is verified evidence of serious safety deficiencies on 
the part of ATMA Airlines certified in Kazakhstan. These 
deficiencies have been identified by Germany, Norway 
and Turkey during ramp inspections performed under 
the SAFA programme ( 4 ). The repetition of these 
inspection findings shows systemic safety deficiencies. 

(21) ATMA Airlines did not respond adequately to an enquiry 
by the civil aviation authority of Germany and Norway 
regarding the safety aspect of its operation showing a 
lack of communication, as demonstrated by the 
absence of adequate response to correspondence from 
these States. ATMA Airlines demonstrated a lack of 
ability to address these safety deficiencies, which remain 
unresolved.
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(22) The Commission, having regard to the above mentioned 
deficiencies, has entered into consultation with the 
competent authorities of Kazakhstan, expressing serious 
concerns about the safety of the operations of ATMA 
Airlines and asking for clarifications regarding the 
actions undertaken by the competent authorities as well 
as the carrier to respond to these deficiencies. 

(23) The competent authorities of Kazakhstan informed that 
they restricted on 4 February 2009 the operations of 
ATMA Airlines to outside the European airspace. 
However, these authorities did not respond adequately 
and in a timely fashion to an enquiry by the Commission 
regarding the safety oversight of ATMA Airlines, failing 
to provide appropriate evidence regarding the carrier’s 
AOC together with the complete operations specifi-
cations, requirements and restrictions attached thereto. 

(24) ATMA Airlines requested to be heard by the Air Safety 
Committee and was heard on 24 March 2009. The 
hearings however did not provide sufficient evidence of 
satisfactory completion of the remedial actions. 

(25) In view of the above, on the basis of the common 
criteria, it is assessed that ATMA Airlines does not 
meet the relevant safety standards and should therefore 
be included in Annex A. 

Berkut Air 

(26) There is verified evidence of serious safety deficiencies on 
the part of Berkut Air certified in Kazakhstan. These 
deficiencies have been identified by France and 
Romania during ramp inspections performed under the 
SAFA programme ( 1 ). The repetition of these inspection 
findings shows systemic safety deficiencies. 

(27) Berkut Air did not respond adequately and in a timely 
fashion to an enquiry by the civil aviation authority of 
Romania regarding the safety aspect of its operation 
showing a lack of communication, as demonstrated by 
the absence of adequate response to correspondence 
from this Member States. Berkut Air demonstrated a 
lack of ability to address these safety deficiencies, 
which remain unresolved. 

(28) The Commission, having regard to the above mentioned 
deficiencies, has entered into consultation with the 
competent authorities of Kazakhstan, expressing serious 
concerns about the safety of the operations of Berkut Air 
and asking for clarifications regarding the actions 
undertaken by the competent authorities to respond to 
these deficiencies. 

(29) The competent authorities of Kazakhstan informed that 
they suspended in February 2009 the AOC of BEK Air, 
previously Berkut Air. These authorities however did not 
respond adequately and in a timely fashion to an enquiry 
by the Commission regarding the safety oversight of 
Berkut Air, as they failed to provide the requested docu-
mentation and demonstrated by the absence of commu-
nication of documentary evidence of enforcement actions 
undertaken. 

(30) In view of the above, on the basis of the common 
criteria, it is assessed that Berkut Air does not meet the 
relevant safety standards and should therefore be 
included in Annex A. 

Air Company Kokshetau 

(31) There is verified evidence of serious safety deficiencies on 
the part of Air Company Kokshetau certified in 
Kazakhstan. These deficiencies have been identified by 
Italy during ramp inspections performed under the 
SAFA programme ( 2 ). These deficiencies concern aircraft 
of type IL-62 which are not equipped with TAWS (E- 
GPWS), not equipped with harness, not equipped with 
quick donning oxygen masks for flight above FL 250 and 
not equipped with appropriate system for illuminating 
the escape path. 

(32) Air Company Kokshetau did not respond adequately and 
in a timely fashion to an enquiry by the civil aviation 
authority of Italy regarding the safety aspect of its 
operation showing a lack of communication, as demon-
strated by the absence of adequate response to corre-
spondence from this Member State. Air Company 
Kokshetau demonstrated a lack of ability to address 
these safety deficiencies, which remain unresolved. 

(33) The Commission, having regard to the above mentioned 
deficiencies, has entered into consultation with the 
competent authorities of Kazakhstan, expressing serious 
concerns about the safety of the operations of Air 
Company Kokshetau, and asking for clarifications 
regarding the actions undertaken by the competent auth-
orities to respond to these deficiencies. 

(34) The competent authorities of Kazakhstan informed the 
Commission that they decided to remove on 13 February 
2009 the aircraft of type IL-62M with serial numbers 
1138234 and 1748445 from the AOC of Air 
Company Kokshetau, and that they further intended to 
recall as of 24 March the AOC of this carrier due to 
bankruptcy. However, these authorities did not respond 
adequately to an enquiry by the Commission regarding 
the communication of documentary evidence on the 
revocation of the AOC.
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(35) In view of the above, on the basis of the common 
criteria, it is assessed that Air Company Kokshetau does 
not meet the relevant safety standards and should 
therefore be included in Annex A. 

Sayat Air 

(36) There is verified evidence of serious safety deficiencies on 
the part of Sayat Air certified in Kazakhstan. These defi-
ciencies have been identified by an ECAC state during 
ramp inspections performed under the SAFA 
programme ( 1 ). These deficiencies concern aircraft of 
type IL-62 which are not equipped with a) TAWS (E- 
GPWS) b) quick donning oxygen masks for the crew, 
c) flotation devices, and d) an appropriate system for 
illuminating the escape path. In addition, the aircraft 
was operated without emergency checklists on board, 
with a NAV database outdated for more than 2 years 
and without a maintenance release on board. 

(37) Sayat Air demonstrated a lack of ability to address these 
safety deficiencies, which remain unresolved. 

(38) The competent authorities of Kazakhstan did not respond 
adequately and in a timely fashion to an enquiry by the 
Commission regarding the safety oversight of Sayat Air, 
showing a lack of communication, as demonstrated by 
the absence of adequate response to correspondence 
from the Commission, in particular regarding the 
communication of the carrier’s AOC together with the 
complete operations specifications, requirements and 
restrictions attached thereto. 

(39) The competent authorities of Kazakhstan have not 
demonstrated that they exercise an appropriate 
oversight of this carrier in accordance with their obli-
gations under the Chicago Convention. 

(40) In view of the above, on the basis of the common 
criteria, it is assessed that Sayat Air does not meet the 
relevant safety standards and should therefore be 
included in Annex A. 

Scat 

(41) There is verified evidence of serious safety deficiencies on 
the part of Scat certified in Kazakhstan. In particular, 
aircraft of type Yak-42 with registration marks UP- 
Y4205 is not equipped with TAWS (E-GPWS) as 
required by ICAO provisions. These deficiencies have 
been identified by an ECAC state during ramp 
inspections performed under the SAFA programme ( 2 ). 

(42) The Commission, having regard to the above mentioned 
deficiencies, has entered into consultation with the 
competent authorities of Kazakhstan, expressing serious 
concerns about the safety of the operations of Scat and 

asking for clarifications regarding the actions undertaken 
by the competent authorities to respond to these defi-
ciencies. 

(43) The competent authorities of Kazakhstan provided 
evidence that they removed from the register the 
aircraft of type Yak-42 with registration marks UP- 
Y4205. 

(44) Scat requested to be heard by the Air Safety Committee 
and, during its hearing on 24 March 2009, confirmed 
that this aircraft was not operated anymore. 

(45) In view of that, the Commission considers that no 
further action is needed with regard to this carrier. 

Overall safety oversight of air carriers from the Republic of 
Kazakhstan 

(46) The Commission drew the attention of the competent 
authorities of Kazakhstan to the fact that the monitoring 
of the performance of a number of other air carriers 
licensed in Kazakhstan keeps showing disquieting 
results in ramp inspections. The competent authorities 
of Kazakhstan were invited to provide clarifications and 
to take the necessary measures, where appropriate. 

(47) The competent authorities of Kazakhstan communicated 
a series of enforcement measures taken on a number of 
Kazakh carriers. These authorities informed in particular 
that they restricted on 4 February 2009 the operations of 
Investavia, Skybus and Aytirau Aye Zholy to outside the 
European airspace. The Commission will launch urgent 
consultations with the Kazakh authorities and will initiate 
the procedure provided in Article 7 of Regulation (EC) 
No 2111/2005 in relation to these carriers. 

(48) The Commission strongly requests the competent auth-
orities of Kazakhstan to increase their efforts to reform 
the civil aviation system and strengthen the safety 
oversight of all carriers certified in this country. The 
Commission will continue the consultations with these 
authorities to evaluate the situation of Kazakh carriers 
and is ready to assess, together with the Member 
States, all evidence provided in a timely fashion in that 
respect. 

Orient Thai Airlines and One Two Go Airlines 

(49) Following the accident of One Two Go flight OG 269 in 
Phuket on 16 September 2007, which resulted in the 
total loss of the aircraft, an MD-80, and to 90 fatalities, 
including many European passengers, the Commission 
started the consultation with the competent authorities 
of Thailand in charge of the safety oversight of this 
carrier.
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(50) The Commission sent on 5 March 2009 a letter to these 
carriers pursuant to Article 7 of Regulation (EC) No 
2111/2005. 

(51) The competent authorities of Thailand (the Thai 
Department of Civil Aviation – Thai DCA) informed 
the Commission that investigations conducted after the 
accident revealed that both Orient Thai and its subsidiary 
One Two Go violated the law on air navigation, in 
particular by the falsification of Pilot Proficiency Checks 
of nine pilots of the carriers. Consequently, the Thai DCA 
suspended the MD-80 operations of One Two Go and 
Orient Thai and requested these carriers carry out a series 
of corrective actions. 

(52) The Thai DCA has also informed the Commission that it 
decided on 25 November 2008 to re-activate the AOC of 
One Two Go. Its parent company Orient Thai had 
already been authorised to restart its operations with 
aircraft of type MD-80 since 7 October 2008. 

(53) A team of European experts conducted a fact-finding visit 
to the Kingdom of Thailand from 10 to 13 March 2009 
covering the areas of Flight Operations and Flight Crew 
Licenses, so as to verify the implementation by the air 
carriers of corrective actions meant to address the safety 
deficiencies previously identified by the Thai DCA. The 
visiting team could assess that One Two Go does not 
conduct any aircraft operations. One Two Go is 
responsible for retailing flights which are actually 
operated by Orient Thai under a wet-lease agreement, 
whereby One Two Go is the lessee and Orient Thai the 
lessor. Orient Thai provides aircraft, complete crew, 
maintenance, and insurance to One Two Go. All staff 
involved in Orient Thai operations on behalf of One 
Two Go are employed by Orient Thai. 

(54) The report of the fact-finding visit also shows that 
corrective actions have been taken to date by the 
carrier Orient Thai, as well as measures taken by the 
Thai DCA to resolve the safety deficiencies detected 
previously. The Commission will closely monitor the 
safety situation of Orient Thai. To this end, the Thai 
DCA should provide the Commission, within a period 
not exceeding two months, with all the necessary infor-
mation regarding the effectiveness of the said measures. 

(55) On 19 March 2009, the Thai DCA informed the 
Commission that One Two Go has the intention to 
conduct own air operations by the month of July 
2009. However, the report of the EU team shows that 
the Thai DCA granted One Two Go an AOC, despite the 
fact that it was not in a position to properly assess the 
capability of the company to safely conduct aircraft 
operations, since this carrier never produced the 
detailed evidence documents, requested under Thai Regu-
lations which implement ICAO standards. The Thai DCA 

also announced its intention to revoke the AOC of One 
Two Go on 29 March 2009; however, the carrier would 
continue chartering scheduled flights from Orient Thai by 
virtue of its Air Operator Licence. 

(56) In view of the above, on the basis of the common 
criteria, it is assessed that the carrier One Two Go does 
not meet the relevant safety standards. This carrier should 
be subject to an operating ban and therefore included in 
Annex A. 

Air carriers from the Republic of Benin 

(57) There is verified evidence of lack of ability of the auth-
orities responsible for the oversight of air carriers 
licensed in Benin to address safety deficiencies, as 
demonstrated by the results of the audit of Benin 
carried out by ICAO in the framework of the Universal 
Safety Oversight Audit Programme (USOAP) in March 
2007. This audit reported a large number of significant 
deficiencies with regard to the capability of the civil 
aviation authorities of Benin to discharge their air 
safety oversight responsibilities. At the time of the 
completion of the ICAO audit, 80,22 % of ICAO 
standards were not implemented. On certain critical 
elements such as the provision for qualified technical 
personnel, more than 98 % of ICAO standards were 
not effectively implemented. Regarding the resolution 
of safety concerns, more than 93 % of ICAO standards 
were not effectively implemented. 

(58) There is evidence of insufficient ability from the 
competent authorities of Benin to remedy effectively 
the non-compliance findings made by ICAO, as demon-
strated by the fact that ICAO considers in its final report 
dated December 2007 that a significant part of the 
corrective actions proposed or implemented by these 
authorities do not actually address the deficiencies 
observed. In the area of aircraft operations in particular, 
50 % of the actions proposed by Benin were not 
considered as fully acceptable by ICAO. 

(59) The Commission, having regard to the ICAO final report, 
has entered into consultation with the competent auth-
orities of Benin, expressing serious concerns about the 
safety of the operations of air carriers licensed in the 
country, and asking for clarifications regarding the 
actions undertaken by the competent authorities of 
Benin to respond to ICAO findings and observations 
on the acceptability of the remedial actions. 

(60) During the hearing before the Air Safety Committee on 
25 March 2009, the competent authorities of Benin 
indicated that the implementation of the corrective 
actions whose completion was expected in 2008 has 
been actually postponed to August/December 2009.
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(61) The documentation presented by the competent auth-
orities of Benin provides evidence that the AOC issued 
to carriers certified in Benin do not comply with ICAO 
standards for international flights, which confirms that 
the ICAO findings made have not been yet effectively 
addressed. A review of the situation of the AOCs and 
attached operations specifications of the air carriers Aero 
Benin, Africa Airways, Benin Golf Air, Benin Littoral 
Airways, Cotair, Royal Air and Trans Air Benin reveals 
serious concerns. The AOC of Africa Airways was not 
provided. The other AOCs do not mention the applicable 
regulations used as a basis for the certification, and the 
area of operations permits worldwide operations 
although the competent authorities of Benin affirm that 
these are limited to Benin and/or the sub-region. 
Furthermore, the operations of Aero Benin, Benin Golf 
Air, Benin Littoral Airways, Cotair and Trans Air Benin 
appear to be limited to visual flight rules (VFR), which 
would be inadequate to operate safely in Europe, and do 
not include the necessary specific authorisations RVSM, 
RNAV and RNP, as appropriate for the navigation into 
European airspace. The competent authorities of Benin 
have indicated that they have limited the validity of the 
AOC to 6 months and intend to clarify the situation 
rapidly. The Commission considers that, pending the 
expected re-certification of these carriers in full 
compliance with ICAO standards, on the basis of the 
common criteria, they should be subject to an 
operating ban and therefore included in Annex A. 

(62) The carrier Alafia Jet requested to be heard by the Air 
Safety Committee; it was so given the opportunity to 
make oral presentations to the Air Safety Committee 
on 24 March 2009 and transmitted documentation 
regarding its operations in writing. The carrier stated 
during its presentation that it operates flights into the 
European Union limited to on-demand emergency 
medical services, and provided information on a series 
of actions it has undertaken to respond to the defi-
ciencies identified by France during ramp inspections 
performed under the SAFA programme ( 1 ). However, 
the repetition of significant safety deficiencies during 
ramp checks on aircraft operated into the Community 
indicates that there are systemic safety deficiencies 
affecting the operations of that carrier. The actions 
taken by the company to date have not been able to 
remedy these deficiencies. 

(63) Taking into account the numerous and repeated safety 
deficiencies detected during ramp checks of aircraft 
operated by Alafia Jet and the insufficient ability of the 
competent authorities of Benin to exercise appropriately 
oversight of carriers certified in Benin, the Commission 
considers that the continuation of operations of the 
carrier Alafia Jet into the Community should not be 
permitted. On the basis of the common criteria, it is 
therefore assessed that Alafia Jet should be included in 
Annex A. 

(64) The Commission fully supports the efforts undertaken by 
the competent authorities of Benin to improve the safety 
oversight of its carriers, and considers that the substantial 
donation announced by the World Bank in favour of the 
Republic of Benin will pave the way for substantial 
progress towards compliance with ICAO standards. 

Air Carriers from the Republic of Gabon 

Gabon Airlines 

(65) Gabon Airlines was allowed since July 2008 to operate 
in the EU only with the aircraft of type Boeing 767-200 
with registration marks TR-LHP under the conditions 
presented in the recital (15) of Regulation (EC) No 
715/2008 ( 2 ). 

(66) Since then, there is verified evidence of safety deficiencies 
on the part of Gabon Airlines certified in Gabon. These 
deficiencies have been identified by France during ramp 
inspections performed under the SAFA programme ( 3 ). 

(67) Gabon Airlines has however responded adequately and in 
a timely fashion to enquiries by the civil aviation 
authority of France regarding the safety aspect of its 
operation. 

(68) Gabon Airlines requested to be heard by the Air Safety 
Committee and was heard on 25 March 2009. The 
Commission took note that Gabon Airlines was subject 
to a recertification audit by the competent authorities of 
Gabon in February 2009, revealing certain non- 
compliance findings, the closure of which had not been 
satisfactorily demonstrated at the time of the hearing. 
The competent authorities of Gabon indicated that the 
aircraft is currently grounded for base maintenance 
purposes and that they intend to verify the satisfactory 
closure of these findings before the aircraft with regis-
tration marks TR-LHP is eventually returned to service. 

(69) In view of the above, on the basis of the common 
criteria, it is assessed that Gabon Airlines should 
remain in Annex B, and that this Annex should be 
amended to reflect the situation of the aircraft with regis-
tration marks TR-LHP and ensure the current level of 
operations into the Community is preserved. 

Afrijet 

(70) Afrijet certified in Gabon was allowed since July 2008 to 
operate in the Community only a number of aircraft of 
type Falcon 50 with registration marks TR-LGV and TR- 
LGY as well as aircraft of type Falcon 900 registered TR- 
AFJ under the conditions presented in the recital (15) of 
Regulation (EC) No 715/2008 ( 4 ).
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(71) Since then, there is verified evidence of serious safety 
deficiencies on the part of Afrijet. These deficiencies 
have been identified by France during ramp inspections 
performed under the SAFA programme ( 1 ). 

(72) Afrijet has however responded adequately and in a timely 
fashion to enquiries by the civil aviation authority of 
France regarding the safety aspect of its operation. 

(73) The Commission took note that Afrijet was subject to a 
recertification audit by the competent authorities of 
Gabon in January 2009. After the verification of 
closure of all findings arising from this audit, the 
carrier was re-issued a new AOC in February 2009, 
which includes a second aircraft of type Falcon 900 
with registration marks TR-AFR. 

(74) In view of the above, on the basis of the common 
criteria, it is assessed that Afrijet should remain in 
Annex B and that this Annex should be amended to 
reflect the change of the AOC and ensure that the 
current level of operations into the Community is 
preserved. 

Société Nouvelle Air Affaires Gabon (SN2AG) 

(75) SN2AG requested to be heard by the Air Safety 
Committee, and was heard on 25 March 2009. The 
Commission took note that this carrier has undertook 
further re-organisation and had initiated a series of 
remedial actions in order to progress in the compliance 
with international standards. The Commission also noted 
that SN2AG was subject to a recertification audit by the 
competent authorities of Gabon in February 2009. After 
the verification of closure of all findings arising from this 
audit, the carrier was re-issued a new AOC in February 
2009. 

(76) There is verified evidence that certain safety requirements 
of ICAO have not yet been complied with. For instance, 
at the time of the hearing the carrier has not yet effec-
tively implemented the required Flight Data Monitoring 
for the aircraft of type Fokker 28-0100 (Fokker 100). 

(77) There is verified evidence of a lack of transparency and 
timely communication on the part of SN2AG in 
response to enquiries by the Commission. SN2AG 
stated it has not been subject to any reports showing 
serious deficiencies identified by ramp inspections 
carried out under the Safety Assessment of Foreign 
Aircraft (SAFA) programme, whilst several deficiencies 
had actually been identified by France during ramp 
inspections performed under the SAFA programme ( 2 ). 

(78) Consequently, on the basis of the common criteria, it is 
assessed that SN2AG should remain in Annex A. 

(79) Nevertheless, the Commission is ready to re-examine the 
situation of this carrier in the light of any new develop-
ments providing sufficient evidence that the safety defi-
ciencies have been addressed. 

Overall safety oversight of air carriers from Gabon 

(80) The Commission takes note that the new competent 
authority of Gabon (‘Agence Nationale de l’Aviation 
Civile’, ANAC hereafter) established by the Republic of 
Gabon in July 2008 has effectively commenced its 
activities on 23 January 2009. ANAC is at the 
beginning of its growth and is currently in the process 
of securing sufficient financial resources and of hiring 
sufficient qualified technical personnel to effectively 
discharge its responsibilities towards ICAO. 

(81) The Commission drew the attention of the competent 
authorities of Gabon to the fact that, despite increased 
oversight activities of these authorities, monitoring of the 
performance of air carriers licensed in Gabon keep 
showing disquieting results in ramp inspections. The 
competent authorities of Gabon were invited to provide 
clarifications and to take the necessary measures, where 
appropriate. 

(82) The Commission encourages the efforts of the competent 
authorities of Gabon to reform the civil aviation system 
and in particular the on-going recertification of all 
airlines to ensure full compliance with ICAO safety 
standards. The Commission is ready to consider a visit 
on site in due time to verify the progress effectively 
accomplished. 

Air carriers from Ukraine 

Motor Sich JSC Airlines 

(83) There is verified evidence of serious safety deficiencies on 
the part of Motor Sich certified in Ukraine. These defi-
ciencies have been identified by France and an ECAC 
state (Turkey) during ramp inspections performed under 
the SAFA programme ( 3 ). The repetition of these 
inspection findings shows systemic safety deficiencies. 

(84) The competent authorities of Turkey decided to impose 
an immediate operating ban of this carrier on 
27 November 2008. 

(85) Motor Sich responded to the enquiry by the civil aviation 
authority of Turkey by indicating their decision to stop 
the operation of aircraft of type AN-24 to this State, 
which they did.
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(86) Motor Sich responded in a timely fashion to an enquiry 
by the civil aviation authority of France stating what 
corrective actions had been undertaken by the 
company following the ramp check carried out on 
12 March 2008 France. However, this response was 
not adequate as there has been no supporting evidence 
material submitted by the carrier. 

(87) The Commission received information from the 
competent authorities of Turkey that after non- 
scheduled inspection of the operator, the decision was 
taken by the competent authorities of Ukraine to 
revoke the AOC of this operator. These authorities 
decided afterwards to authorise the continuation of the 
operations of Motor Sich to this country with some 
limitations on the operations of AN-24. 

(88) The competent authorities of Ukraine responded on 
16 March 2009 to an enquiry by the Commission 
regarding the safety oversight of Motor Sich, stating 
that the AOC of the carrier was revoked on 22 January 
and that, upon completion of corrective actions by the 
carrier, the State aviation Administration authorised the 
continuation of operations except for the aircraft of type 
AN-24 on its fleet. No date has been stated regarding 
such issuance of an AOC with limitations neither any 
evidence of inspection of the company to ensure that 
the relevant safety requirements are respected for any 
part of the fleet. Finally, according to the aforementioned 
correspondence of the State Aviation Administration, 
these authorities renewed the AOC allowing the carrier 
to operate with AN-24 after performing inspections with 
positive results demonstrating that the carrier had 
eliminated deficiencies on this aircraft. 

(89) The information provided in this correspondence is not 
considered to be an adequate response as the information 
transmitted therein does not correspond to the infor-
mation transmitted by the competent authorities of 
Ukraine on 2 February 2009, according to which the 
AOC of Motor Sich Airlines was issued on 
8 November 2008 with validity until 8 November 
2010 and the operation specifications were issued on 
23 December 2008 with validity until 8 November 
2010. 

(90) Motor Sich requested to be heard by the Commission 
and the Air Safety Committee and did so on 24 March 
2009. During its presentation to the Air Safety 
Committee, Motor Sich demonstrated a lack of ability 
to address the safety deficiencies detected through a 
lack of transparency and of adequate communication 
regarding its operations into the Community. 

(91) In view of the above, the Commission considers that the 
competent authorities of Ukraine have shown an insuf-
ficient ability to oversee the operations of the air carrier 
in accordance with their obligations under the Chicago 
Convention. 

(92) On the basis of the common criteria, it is assessed that 
Motor Sich has not shown the ability to take all the 
required measures to conform to relevant safety 
standards and should therefore be included in Annex A. 

Ukraine Cargo Airways 

(93) The carrier Ukraine Cargo Airways (UCA) requested to be 
heard by the Commission and the Air Safety Committee, 
and did so on 24 March 2009. 

(94) On the basis of documentation submitted by the 
company to the Commission on 16 March 2009 there 
is evidence that the company had undertaken measures 
to redress previously detected deficiencies on its aircraft 
operated in the Community. According to the infor-
mation presented by the company, UCA has been 
audited by the State Aviation Administration of 
Ukraine in November 2008. Following this audit its 
AOC was renewed for a period of two years until 
November 2010. However, the Commission has not 
received any information from the competent authorities 
of Ukraine about the audit they conducted and its results 
before renewing the AOC of the carrier. 

(95) Furthermore, the carrier has stated in its presentation to 
the Commission and the Air Safety Committee that it has 
received written confirmation from various Member 
States that the safety deficiencies detected by the 
inspecting authorities of these Member States had been 
adequately addressed by UCA. However, with the 
exception of one Member State concerning the 
operation of one aircraft of type AN-12 which was 
removed from the AOC, the statements of UCA were 
not affirmed by the other Member States concerned. 

(96) The Commission considers that in order to fully assess 
the ability of the carrier to put in place an appropriate 
corrective action plan and to implement it effectively it is 
necessary to perform an on-site visit. Unfortunately such 
a visit could not take place before the meeting of the Air 
Safety Committee on 24 March 2009 due to a lack of 
cooperation of the competent authorities of Ukraine. 
During the meeting of the Air Safety Committee on 
24 March 2009, the State Aviation Administration of 
Ukraine expressed its willingness to receive this visit by 
the Commission and Member States. The Commission 
will decide any modification of the operating ban 
imposed on the carrier on the basis of evidence 
gathered during this future visit. 

(97) On the basis of the common criteria, it is assessed that, 
at this stage, this carrier cannot be removed from Annex 
A. 

Ukrainian Mediterranean Airlines 

(98) The carrier Ukrainian Mediterranean Airlines (UMAir) 
requested to be heard by the Commission and the Air 
Safety Committee and did so on 24 March 2009.
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(99) On the basis of documentation submitted by the 
company to the Commission on 16 October 2008, 
there is evidence that the company had undertaken 
measures to redress previously detected deficiencies on 
its aircraft operated in the Community. 

(100) The competent authorities of Ukraine sent on 
5 November 2008 to the Commission a letter stating 
that the validity of the AOC of the air carrier had been 
prolonged until 15 December 2008, pending the 
completion of the procedure to renew it after that date 
for a period of two years until 15 December 2010. With 
this letter they also transmitted a document containing 
the act of certification of UMAir following an audit 
carried out on 31 October 2008. However, neither the 
company nor the competent authorities of Ukraine 
submitted the audit report for the issuance of the AOC 
of the carrier. 

(101) Furthermore, the carrier has stated in its presentation to 
the Commission and the Air Safety Committee that it has 
implemented the necessary measures to resolve all safety 
deficiencies which had led to the imposition of the 
operating ban in September 2007. 

(102) The Commission considers that in order to fully assess 
the ability of the carrier to put in place an appropriate 
corrective action plan and to implement it effectively it is 
necessary to perform an on-site visit. Unfortunately such 
a visit could not take place before the meeting of the Air 
Safety Committee on 24 March 2009 due to a lack of 
cooperation of the competent authorities of Ukraine. 
During the meeting of the Air Safety Committee on 
24 March 2009, the State Aviation Administration of 
Ukraine expressed its willingness to receive this visit by 
the Commission and Member States. The Commission 
will decide any modification of the operating ban 
imposed on the carrier on the basis of evidence 
gathered during this visit. 

(103) On the basis of the common criteria, it is assessed that, 
at this stage, this carrier cannot be removed from Annex 
A. 

Overall safety oversight of air carriers from Ukraine 

(104) The Commission drew the attention of the competent 
authorities of Ukraine to the fact that, despite increased 
oversight activities of these authorities, monitoring of the 
performance of air carriers licensed in Ukraine keep 
showing disquieting results in ramp inspections. During 
the meeting of the Air Safety Committee in November 
2008, the competent authorities of Ukraine were invited 
to provide clarifications and to take the necessary 
measures; also, these authorities had agreed to be 
subject to a safety assessment to be organised by the 
Commission in association with Member States. 
However, the State Aviation Administration of Ukraine 
did not submit to the Commission the progress report 

on the implementation of the corrective action plan put 
in place to enhance and reinforce the exercise of safety 
oversight in the Ukraine, which it is required to submit 
on a 3-month basis as per Regulation (EC) No 
715/2008 ( 1 ). 

(105) Also, the competent authorities showed a lack of cooper-
ation in the preparation of the assessment visit as shown 
by the absence of submission of the required documen-
tation for airworthiness and the refusal of the visit 
programme proposed by the Commission. Consequently, 
the Commission had to cancel the safety assessment visit 
which was foreseen from 9 to 13 February 2009. 

(106) The Commission takes note of the statements of the 
competent authorities of Ukraine agreeing to receive a 
joint visit of the Commission, Member States and EASA 
and reaffirming their readiness to cooperate for the 
successful organisation of such safety assessment to 
demonstrate their ability to carry out the oversight of 
all air carriers licensed in Ukraine in full compliance 
with applicable ICAO requirements. 

Bangkok Airways 

(107) A team of European experts conducted a fact-finding 
mission to the Kingdom of Thailand from 10 to 
13 March 2009 to obtain factual information about 
the current safety level of the operating standards of 
the carrier Bangkok Airways, as well as on oversight 
activities conducted by the Thai Department of Civil 
Aviation (DCA) on the air carrier. In particular, 
purpose of the mission has been to determine if any 
aircraft of the carrier are being operated by the carrier 
Siem Reap Airways International, licensed by the 
competent authorities of the Kingdom of Cambodia, 
and which has been included in Annex A of the 
Community list by Commission Regulation (EC) 
1131/2008 of 14 November 2008 ( 2 ). 

(108) The report shows that currently the air carrier has the 
actual control of its operations, and that all staff 
members are duly licensed by the competent authorities 
of Thailand. In addition, it shows that the Thai DCA is 
conducting adequate oversight activities on the carrier. 
Therefore, the Commission considers that, on the basis 
of the common criteria, no further action is needed at 
this stage. 

Air Carriers from Cambodia 

(109) The competent authorities of Cambodia have informed 
the Commission that they are progressing in the im-
plementation of the action plan aimed at resolving the 
deficiencies identified by ICAO in its last USOAP report, 
focusing in particular on those pertaining to air 
operations, in order to make sure that the safety 
oversight of air carriers in Cambodia is complying with 
ICAO standards.
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(110) The competent authorities of Cambodia have informed 
the Commission they have suspended the AOC of the 
following air carriers: Siem Reap Airways International in 
December 2008 and Cambodia Angkor Airways in 
February 2009. They further confirmed that all AOCs 
issued are now either revoked or suspended, with the 
exception of Helicopter Cambodia and Sokha Airlines. 

(111) Siem Reap Airways International has applied for the 
lifting of the suspension of its AOC. However, since 
the competent authorities of Cambodia have declared 
that they have not yet completed the evaluation of 
compliance with the applicable requirements, the air 
carrier should remain in Annex A. 

Air carriers from the Democratic Republic of Congo 

(112) By letter dated 4 March 2009, the Director General of 
Civil Aviation of the Democratic Republic of Congo 
informed the Commission that certain airlines listed in 
Annex A of Commission Regulation (EC) No 1131/2008 
do not operate anymore and that the following carriers 
have been granted an AOC: Air Katanga, Busy Bee 
Congo, Entreprise World Airways (EWA), Gilembe Air 
Soutenance (Gisair), Kin Avia, Swala Aviation. Those 
carriers which are still operating air services will be 
submitted to an evaluation with a view to renewing 
their AOCs. 

(113) In view of the above, Annex A of the Community list 
should be accordingly updated to include those air 
carriers to which the competent authorities of the Demo-
cratic Republic of Congo have granted an AOC. 
However, in the absence of evidence demonstrating the 
revocation, cancellation or surrender of the AOC of those 
air carriers which have ceased to operated, none of them 
can be removed from the Community list. 

(114) Furthermore, in his letter, the Director General of Civil 
Aviation of the Democratic Republic of Congo also 
requested the Commission to move the carrier Hewa 
Bora from Annex A to Annex B to allow it to resume 
operations of the route between Kinshasa and Brussels 
with one aircraft type Boeing 767 with registration 
marks 9Q-CJD. Since no evidence was provided that 
the relevant safety standards are complied with by the 
operator and the authority with responsibility for regu-
latory and safety oversight, no decision can be taken at 
this stage and, as a consequence, Hewa Bora Airways 
should be retained in Annex A. 

Air carriers from the Republic of Angola 

(115) The competent authorities of Angola have requested to 
present a progress report to the Commission and the Air 
Safety Committee on the implementation of the 
corrective action plan they have drawn up to address 
the safety deficiencies detected by ICAO in the 
framework of its Universal Safety Oversight Audit 
Programme (USOAP). In their presentation on 

26 March 2009, the competent authorities of Angola 
presented in particular with regard to the changes in 
primary legislation and civil aviation legislation, organis-
ation, structure and staffing in the authority, issuance of 
standards in the areas of personnel licenses and training, 
aircraft operations and airworthiness. In this respect, they 
have already launched the process of re-certification of all 
carriers established in Angola. Furthermore, the 
competent authorities informed about changes in their 
legislation regarding accident and incident investigation. 

(116) The competent authorities of Angola also stated that the 
carrier TAAG continued to undergo significant changes 
at various levels including: operational, managerial, 
quality and cost rationalisation. 

(117) The Commission takes note of the progress report 
presented by the competent authorities of Angola and 
will examine the situation of air carriers certified in 
Angola at a next meeting of the Air Safety Committee. 

Air carriers from the Republic of Indonesia 

(118) Following the adoption of the new Law on Aviation on 
12 January 2009, the competent authorities of Indonesia 
have transmitted to the Commission the applicable Civil 
Aviation Safety Regulations (CASRs) and guidance 
material, as well as a detailed update on the progress 
of implementation of the corrective action plan aimed 
at addressing the findings raised by ICAO in the 
framework of its Universal Safety Oversight Audit 
Program (USOAP). 

(119) Upon request of the Indonesian Directorate General for 
Civil Aviation (DGCA), a team of European experts 
conducted a fact-finding visit to Indonesia from 23 to 
27 February 2009. In this framework, four air carriers 
(Garuda Indonesia, Mandala Airlines, Airfast Indonesia, 
and Ekspres Transportasi Antarbenua) have also been 
visited, so as to verify the capability of DGCA 
Indonesia to ensure their safety oversight in compliance 
with the relevant standards. 

(120) The report of the visit shows considerable improvements 
in the structure and staffing of the DGCA, which would 
appear to allow DGCA to perform appropriately its regu-
latory and supervisory tasks. However, the report also 
shows that, despite these improvements, oversight 
activities are not fully conducted at this stage. The 
current system for the oversight activities does not 
allow for an adequate follow-up of findings raised by 
the DGCA on any Indonesian carrier. In particular, it 
appears that DGCA is currently not in a position to 
track the target date for the closure of a finding, the 
actual date of its closure, and if any extension for the 
closure has been granted. As a consequence, the current 
level of effectiveness of DGCA surveillance on Indonesian 
carriers is considered at this stage, still unsatisfactory and 
in need of improvement.

EN 9.4.2009 Official Journal of the European Union L 95/25



(121) The Commission takes note of the substance of the 
differences to Annex 6 to the Chicago Convention, 
which Indonesia has notified to ICAO on 20 February 
2009. These differences include the lack of implemen-
tation of a number of ICAO requirements concerning 
Annex 6 which, in some cases, have a direct impact 
on the safety of the operations of Indonesian carriers. 
The Commission, however, takes also note that the 
carriers visited by the team of European experts (with a 
few exceptions which concern specific aircraft) are 
equipped in accordance with ICAO requirements, on a 
voluntary basis. 

(122) On the basis of the common criteria, it is assessed that 
the current level of effectiveness of surveillance activities 
conducted by the DGCA does not allow for the adequate 
enforcement and respect of the relevant safety standards 
by carriers certified in Indonesia. As a consequence, none 
of the Indonesian carriers can be, at this stage, withdrawn 
from the Community list. The Commission will closely 
liaise with the competent authorities of Indonesia with a 
view to re-assessing the effectiveness of surveillance 
activities at the next meeting of the Air Safety 
Committee. 

(123) The competent authorities of Indonesia have also 
provided the Commission with an updated list of air 
carriers holding an AOC. At present, the air carriers 
certified in Indonesia are the following: Garuda 
Indonesia, Merpati Nusantara, Kartika Airlines, Mandala 
Airlines, Trigana Air Service, Metro Batavia, Pelita Air 
Service, Indonesia Air Asia, Lion Mentari Airlines, Wing 
Adabi Nusantara, Riau Airlines, Transwisata Prima 
Aviation, Tri MG Airlines, Ekspress Transportasi Antar 
Benua, Manunggal Air Service, Megantara Airlines, 
Linus Airways, Indonesia Air Transport, Sriwijaya Air, 
Cardig Air, Travel Ekspress Aviation Service, Republic 
Expres Airlines, KAL Star, Airfast Indonesia, Sayap 
Garuda Indah, Survei Udara Penas, Nusantara Buana 
Air, Nyaman Air, Travira Utama, Derazona Air Service, 
National Utility Helicopter, Deraya Air Taxi, Dirgantara 
Air Service, SMAC, Kura-Kura Aviation, Gatari Air 

Service, Intan Angkasa Air Service, Air Pacific Utama, 
Transwisata Prima Aviation, Asco Nusa Air, Atlas Delta 
Satya, Pura Wisata Baruna, Penerbangan Angkasa 
Semesta, ASI Pudjiastuti, Aviastar Mandiri, Dabi Air, 
Balai Kalibrasi Penerbangan, Sampoerna Air Nusantara, 
Mimika Air, ALFA Trans Dirgantara, and Eastindo. The 
Community list should be updated accordingly and these 
carriers should be included in Annex A. 

General considerations concerning the other carriers 
included in Annexes A and B 

(124) No evidence of the full implementation of appropriate 
remedial actions by the other carriers included in the 
Community list updated on 14 November 2008 and 
by the authorities with responsibility for regulatory 
oversight of these air carriers has been communicated 
to the Commission so far in spite of specific requests 
submitted by the latter. Therefore, on the basis of the 
common criteria, it is assessed that these air carriers 
should continue to be subject to an operating ban 
(Annex A) or operating restrictions (Annex B), as the 
case may be. 

(125) The measures provided for in this Regulation are in 
accordance with the opinion of the Air Safety 
Committee, 

HAS ADOPTED THIS REGULATION: 

Article 1 

Regulation (EC) No 474/2006 is amended as follows: 

1. Annex A is replaced by Annex A to this Regulation. 

2. Annex B is replaced by Annex B to this Regulation. 

Article 2 

This Regulation shall enter into force on the day following its 
publication in the Official Journal of the European Union. 

This Regulation shall be binding in its entirety and directly applicable in all Member States. 

Done at Brussels, 8 April 2009. 

For the Commission 

Antonio TAJANI 
Member of the Commission
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ANNEX A 

LIST OF AIR CARRIERS OF WHICH ALL OPERATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO A BAN WITHIN THE 
COMMUNITY ( 1 ) 

Name of the legal entity of the air carrier 
as indicated on its AOC (and its trading 

name, if different) 

Air Operator Certificate (AOC) Number 
or Operating Licence Number 

ICAO airline designation 
number State of the Operator 

AIR COMPANY KOKSHETAU AK-0357-08 KRT Republic of Kazakhstan 

Air Koryo Unknown KOR Democratic People Republic of Korea (DPRK) 

Air West Co. Ltd 004/A AWZ Republic of the Sudan 

Ariana Afghan Airlines 009 AFG Islamic Republic of Afghanistan 

ATMA AIRLINES AK-0372-08 AMA Republic of Kazakhstan 

BERKUT AIR/BEK AIR AK-0311-07 BKT Republic of Kazakhstan 

EAST WING AK-0332-07 EWZ Republic of Kazakhstan 

MOTOR SICH 025 MSI Ukraine 

ONE TWO GO AIRLINES 
COMPANY LIMITED 

15/2549 OTG Kingdom of Thailand 

SAYAT AIR AK-0351-08 SYM Republic of Kazakhstan 

SIEM REAP AIRWAYS INTER-
NATIONAL 

AOC/013/00 SRH Kingdom of Cambodia 

Silverback Cargo Freighters Unknown VRB Republic of Rwanda 

STARLINE KZ AK-0373-08 LMZ Republic of Kazakhstan 

UKRAINE CARGO AIRWAYS 145 UKS Ukraine 

UKRAINIAN MEDITERRANEAN 
AIRLINES 

164 UKM Ukraine 

VOLARE AVIATION ENTREPRISE 143 VRE Ukraine 

All air carriers certified by the auth-
orities with responsibility for regu-
latory oversight of Angola, including, 

Republic of Angola 

AEROJET Unknown Unknown Republic of Angola 

AIR26 Unknown Unknown Republic of Angola 

AIR GEMINI 02/2008 Unknown Republic of Angola 

Air Gicango Unknown Unknown Republic of Angola
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Name of the legal entity of the air carrier 
as indicated on its AOC (and its trading 

name, if different) 

Air Operator Certificate (AOC) Number 
or Operating Licence Number 

ICAO airline designation 
number State of the Operator 

AIR JET Unknown Unknown Republic of Angola 

AIR NAVE Unknown Unknown Republic of Angola 

ALADA Unknown Unknown Republic of Angola 

ANGOLA AIR SERVICES Unknown Unknown Republic of Angola 

Diexim Unknown Unknown Republic of Angola 

GIRA GLOBO Unknown Unknown Republic of Angola 

HELIANG Unknown Unknown Republic of Angola 

HELIMALONGO 11/2008 Unknown Republic of Angola 

MAVEWA Unknown Unknown Republic of Angola 

RUI & CONCEICAO Unknown Unknown Republic of Angola 

SAL Unknown Unknown Republic of Angola 

SONAIR 14/2008 Unknown Republic of Angola 

TAAG ANGOLA AIRLINES 001 DTA Republic of Angola 

All air carriers certified by the auth-
orities with responsibility for regu-
latory oversight of Benin, including, 

Republic of Benin 

AERO BENIN PEA No 014/MDCTTTATP-PR/ 
ANAC/DEA/SCS 

Unknown Republic of Benin 

AFRICA AIRWAYS Unknown Unknown Republic of Benin 

ALAFIA JET PEA No 014/ANAC/MDCTTTATP- 
PR/DEA/SCS 

IGA Republic of Benin 

BENIN GOLF AIR PEA No 012/MDCTTP-PR/ANAC/ 
DEA/SCS. 

Unknown Republic of Benin 

BENIN LITTORAL AIRWAYS PEA No 013/MDCTTTATP-PR/ 
ANAC/DEA/SCS. 

BLA Republic of Benin 

COTAIR PEA No 015/MDCTTTATP-PR/ 
ANAC/DEA/SCS. 

Unknown Republic of Benin 

ROYAL AIR PEA No 11/ANAC/MDCTTP-PR/ 
DEA/SCS 

Unknown Republic of Benin 

TRANS AIR BENIN PEA No 016/MDCTTTATP-PR/ 
ANAC/DEA/SCS 

TNB Republic of Benin
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Name of the legal entity of the air carrier 
as indicated on its AOC (and its trading 

name, if different) 

Air Operator Certificate (AOC) Number 
or Operating Licence Number 

ICAO airline designation 
number State of the Operator 

All air carriers certified by the auth-
orities with responsibility for regu-
latory oversight of Democratic 
Republic of Congo (RDC), including, 

Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

Africa One 409/CAB/MIN/TC/0114/2006 CFR Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

AFRICAN AIR SERVICES 
COMMUTER 

409/CAB/MIN/TVC/051/09 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

AIGLE AVIATION 409/CAB/MIN/TC/0042/2006 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

AIR BENI 409/CAB/MIN/TC/0019/2005 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

AIR BOYOMA 409/CAB/MIN/TC/0049/2006 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

AIR INFINI 409/CAB/MIN/TC/006/2006 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

AIR KASAI 409/CAB/MIN/TVC/036/08 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

AIR KATANGA 409/CAB/MIN/TVC/031/08 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

AIR NAVETTE 409/CAB/MIN/TC/015/2005 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

AIR TROPIQUES 409/CAB/MIN/TVC/029/08 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

BEL GLOB AIRLINES 409/CAB/MIN/TC/0073/2006 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

BLUE AIRLINES 409/CAB/MIN/TVC/028/08 BUL Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

BRAVO AIR CONGO 409/CAB/MIN/TC/0090/2006 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

BUSINESS AVIATION 409/CAB/MIN/TVC/048/09 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

BUSY BEE CONGO 409/CAB/MIN/TVC/052/09 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

BUTEMBO AIRLINES 409/CAB/MIN/TC/0056/2006 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

CARGO BULL AVIATION 409/CAB/MIN/TC/0106/2006 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

CETRACA AVIATION SERVICE 409/CAB/MIN/TVC/026/08 CER Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

CHC STELLAVIA 409/CAB/MIN/TC/0050/2006 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

COMAIR 409/CAB/MIN/TC/0057/2006 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

COMPAGNIE AFRICAINE 
D’AVIATION (CAA) 

409/CAB/MIN/TVC/035/08 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

DOREN AIR CONGO 409/CAB/MIN/TVC/0032/08 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

EL SAM AIRLIFT 409/CAB/MIN/TC/0002/2007 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC)
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Name of the legal entity of the air carrier 
as indicated on its AOC (and its trading 

name, if different) 

Air Operator Certificate (AOC) Number 
or Operating Licence Number 

ICAO airline designation 
number State of the Operator 

ENTREPRISE WORLD AIRWAYS 
(EWA) 

409/CAB/MIN/TVC/003/08 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

ESPACE AVIATION SERVICE 409/CAB/MIN/TC/0003/2007 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

FilaIR 409/CAB/MIN/TVC/037/08 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

FREE AIRLINES 409/CAB/MIN/TC/0047/2006 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

GALAXY KAVATSI 409/CAB/MIN/TVC/027/08 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

GILEMBE AIR SOUTENANCE 
(GISAIR) 

409/CAB/MIN/TVC/053/09 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

GOMA EXPRESS 409/CAB/MIN/TC/0051/2006 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

GOMAIR 409/CAB/MIN/TVC/045/09 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

GREAT LAKE BUSINESS COMPANY 409/CAB/MIN/TC/0048/2006 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

HEWA BORA AIRWAYS (HBA) 409/CAB/MIN/TVC/038/08 ALX Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

International Trans Air Business 
(ITAB) 

409/CAB/MIN/TVC/033/08 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

KATANGA AIRWAYS 409/CAB/MIN/TC/0088/2006 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

KIN AVIA 409/CAB/MIN/TVC/042/09 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

KIVU AIR 409/CAB/MIN/TC/0044/2006 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

Lignes Aériennes Congolaises (LAC) Ministerial signature (ordonnance 
No 78/205) 

LCG Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

MALU AVIATION 409/CAB/MIN/TVC/04008 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

Malila Airlift 409/CAB/MIN/TC/0112/2006 MLC Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

MANGO AVIATION 409/CAB/MIN/TVC/034/08 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

PIVA AIRLINES 409/CAB/MIN/TC/0001/2007 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

RWAKABIKA BUSHI EXPRESS 409/CAB/MIN/TC/0052/2006 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

SAFARI LOGISTICS SPRL 409/CAB/MIN/TC/0076/2006 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

SAFE AIR COMPANY 409/CAB/MIN/TVC/025/08 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

SERVICES AIR 409/CAB/MIN/TVC/030/08 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

SUN AIR SERVICES 409/CAB/MIN/TC/0077/2006 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

SWALA AVIATION 409/CAB/MIN/TVC/050/09 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC)
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Name of the legal entity of the air carrier 
as indicated on its AOC (and its trading 

name, if different) 

Air Operator Certificate (AOC) Number 
or Operating Licence Number 

ICAO airline designation 
number State of the Operator 

TEMBO AIR SERVICES 409/CAB/MIN/TC/0089/2006 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

Thom’s airways 409/CAB/MIN/TC/0009/2007 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

TMK AIR COMMUTER 409/CAB/MIN/TVC/044/09 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

TRACEP CONGO AVIATION 409/CAB/MIN/TVC/046/09 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

TRANS AIR CARGO SERVICES 409/CAB/MIN/TVC/024/08 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

TRANSPORTS AERIENS 
CONGOLAIS (TRACO) 

409/CAB/MIN/TC/0105/2006 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

VIRUNGA AIR CHARTER 409/CAB/MIN/TC/018/2005 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

WIMBI DIRA AIRWAYS 409/CAB/MIN/TVC/039/08 WDA Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

ZAABU INTERNATIONAL 409/CAB/MIN/TVC/049/09 Unknown Democratic Republic of Congo (RDC) 

All air carriers certified by the auth-
orities with responsibility for regu-
latory oversight of Equatorial Guinea, 
including, 

Equatorial Guinea 

Cronos AIRLINES unknown Unknown Equatorial Guinea 

CEIBA INTERCONTINENTAL unknown CEL Equatorial Guinea 

EGAMS unknown EGM Equatorial Guinea 

EUROGUINEANA DE AVIACION y 
transportes 

2006/001/MTTCT/DGAC/SOPS EUG Equatorial Guinea 

General work aviacion 002/ANAC n/a Equatorial Guinea 

GETRA — Guinea Ecuatorial de 
Transportes Aereos 

739 GET Equatorial Guinea 

GUINEA AIRWAYS 738 n/a Equatorial Guinea 

STAR EQUATORIAL AIRLINES Unknown Unknown Equatorial Guinea 

UTAGE — Union de Transport 
Aereo de Guinea Ecuatorial 

737 UTG Equatorial Guinea 

All air carriers certified by the auth-
orities with responsibility for regu-
latory oversight of Indonesia, 
including, 

Republic of Indonesia 

AIR PACIFIC UTAMA 135-020 Unknown Republic of Indonesia 

AIRFAST INDONESIA 135-002 AFE Republic of Indonesia 

ALFA TRANS DIRGANTATA 135-012 Unknown Republic of Indonesia
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Name of the legal entity of the air carrier 
as indicated on its AOC (and its trading 

name, if different) 

Air Operator Certificate (AOC) Number 
or Operating Licence Number 

ICAO airline designation 
number State of the Operator 

ASCO NUSA AIR TRANSPORT 135-022 Unknown Republic of Indonesia 

ASI PUDJIASTUTI 135-028 Unknown Republic of Indonesia 

ATLAS DELTA SATYA 135-023 Unknown Republic of Indonesia 

AVIASTAR MANDIRI 135-029 Unknown Republic of Indonesia 

BALAI KALIBRASI FASITAS 
PENERBANGAN 

135-031 Unknown Republic of Indonesia 

CARDIG AIR 121-013 Unknown Republic of Indonesia 

DABI AIR 135-030 Unknown Republic of Indonesia 

DERAYA AIR TAXI 135-013 DRY Republic of Indonesia 

DERAZONA AIR SERVICE 135-010 Unknown Republic of Indonesia 

DIRGANTARA AIR SERVICE 135-014 DIR Republic of Indonesia 

EASTINDO 135-038 Unknown Republic of Indonesia 

EKSPRESS 
TRANSPORTASI ANTAR BENUA 

135-032 Unknown Republic of Indonesia 

GARUDA INDONESIA 121-001 GIA Republic of Indonesia 

GATARI AIR SERVICE 135-018 GHS Republic of Indonesia 

INDONESIA AIR ASIA 121-009 AWQ Republic of Indonesia 

INDONESIA AIR TRANSPORT 135-017 IDA Republic of Indonesia 

INTAN ANGKASA AIR SERVICE 135-019 Unknown Republic of Indonesia 

KAL STAR 121-037 Unknown Republic of Indonesia 

KARTIKA AIRLINES 121-003 KAE Republic of Indonesia 

KURA-KURA AVIATION 135-016 Unknown Republic of Indonesia 

LION MENTARI ARILINES 121-010 LNI Republic of Indonesia 

LINUS AIRWAYS 121-029 Unknown Republic of Indonesia 

MANDALA AIRLINES 121-005 MDL Republic of Indonesia 

MANUNGGAL AIR SERVICE 121-020 Unknown Republic of Indonesia 

MEGANTARA AIRLINES 121-025 Unknown Republic of Indonesia 

MERPATI NUSANTARA AIRLINES 121-002 MNA Republic of Indonesia
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Name of the legal entity of the air carrier 
as indicated on its AOC (and its trading 

name, if different) 

Air Operator Certificate (AOC) Number 
or Operating Licence Number 

ICAO airline designation 
number State of the Operator 

METRO BATAVIA 121-007 BTV Republic of Indonesia 

MIMIKA AIR 135-007 Unknown Republic of Indonesia 

NATIONAL UTILITY HELICOPTER 135-011 Unknown Republic of Indonesia 

NUSANTARA BUANA AIR 135-041 Unknown Republic of Indonesia 

NYAMAN AIR 135-042 Unknown Republic of Indonesia 

PELITA AIR SERVICE 121-008 PAS Republic of Indonesia 

PENERBANGAN ANGKASA 
SEMESTA 

135-026 Unknown Republic of Indonesia 

PURA WISATA BARUNA 135-025 Unknown Republic of Indonesia 

REPUBLIC EKSPRESS 121-040 RPH Republic of Indonesia 

RIAU AIRLINES 121-017 RIU Republic of Indonesia 

SAMPOERNA AIR NUSANTARA 135-036 unknown Republic of Indonesia 

SAYAP GARUDA INDAH 135-004 Unknown Republic of Indonesia 

SMAC 135-015 SMC Republic of Indonesia 

SRIWIJAYA AIR 121-035 SJY Republic of Indonesia 

SURVEI UDARA PENAS 135-006 Unknown Republic of Indonesia 

TRANSWISATA PRIMA AVIATION 135-021 unknown Republic of Indonesia 

TRAVEL EKSPRESS AVIATION 
SERVICE 

121-038 XAR Republic of Indonesia 

TRAVIRA UTAMA 135-009 unknown Republic of Indonesia 

TRI MG INTRA AIRLINES 121-018 TMG Republic of Indonesia 

TRIGANA AIR SERVICE 121-006 TGN Republic of Indonesia 

WING ABADI NUSANTARA 121-012 WON Republic of Indonesia 

All air carriers certified by the auth-
orities with responsibility for regu-
latory oversight of the Kyrgyz 
Republic, including, 

Kyrgyz Republic 

AIR MANAS 17 MBB Kyrgyz Republic 

Avia Traffic Company 23 AVJ Kyrgyz Republic 

AEROSTAN (EX Bistair-FEZ Bishkek) 08 BSC Kyrgyz Republic
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Name of the legal entity of the air carrier 
as indicated on its AOC (and its trading 

name, if different) 

Air Operator Certificate (AOC) Number 
or Operating Licence Number 

ICAO airline designation 
number State of the Operator 

Click Airways 11 CGK Kyrgyz Republic 

DAMES 20 DAM Kyrgyz Republic 

EASTOK AVIA 15 Unknown Kyrgyz Republic 

Golden Rule Airlines 22 GRS Kyrgyz Republic 

ITEK Air 04 IKA Kyrgyz Republic 

KYRGYZ TRANS AVIA 31 KTC Kyrgyz Republic 

Kyrgyzstan 03 LYN Kyrgyz Republic 

MAX Avia 33 MAI Kyrgyz Republic 

S GROUP AVIATION 6 Unknown Kyrgyz Republic 

Sky Gate International Aviation 14 SGD Kyrgyz Republic 

Sky Way air 21 SAB Kyrgyz Republic 

Tenir Airlines 26 TEB Kyrgyz Republic 

Trast Aero 05 TSJ Kyrgyz Republic 

VALOR AIR 07 Unknown Kyrgyz Republic 

All air carriers certified by the auth-
orities with responsibility for regu-
latory oversight of Liberia 

Liberia 

All air carriers certified by the auth-
orities with responsibility for regu-
latory oversight of the Republic of 
Gabon, with the exception of Gabon 
Airlines and Afrijet, including, 

Republic of Gabon 

AIR SERVICES SA 0002/MTACCMDH/SGACC/DTA Unknown Republic of Gabon 

AIR TOURIST (ALLEGIANCE) 0026/MTACCMDH/SGACC/DTA NIL Republic of Gabon 

NATIONALE ET REGIONALE 
TRANSPORT (NATIONALE) 

0020/MTACCMDH/SGACC/DTA NRT Republic of Gabon 

NOUVELLE AIR AFFAIRES 
GABON (SN2AG) 

CTA 0003/MTAC/ANAC-G/DSA NVS Republic of Gabon 

SCD AVIATION 0022/MTACCMDH/SGACC/DTA Unknown Republic of Gabon 

SKY GABON 0043/MTACCMDH/SGACC/DTA SKG Republic of Gabon 

SOLENTA AVIATION GABON 0023/MTACCMDH/SGACC/DTA Unknown Republic of Gabon
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Name of the legal entity of the air carrier 
as indicated on its AOC (and its trading 

name, if different) 

Air Operator Certificate (AOC) Number 
or Operating Licence Number 

ICAO airline designation 
number State of the Operator 

All air carriers certified by the auth-
orities with responsibility for regu-
latory oversight of Sierra Leone, 
including, 

Sierra Leone 

AIR RUM, Ltd Unknown RUM Sierra Leone 

DESTINY AIR SERVICES, Ltd Unknown DTY Sierra Leone 

HEAVYLIFT CARGO Unknown Unknown Sierra Leone 

ORANGE AIR SIERRA LEONE LTD Unknown ORJ Sierra Leone 

PARAMOUNT AIRLINES, Ltd Unknown PRR Sierra Leone 

SEVEN FOUR EIGHT AIR SERVICES 
LTD 

Unknown SVT Sierra Leone 

TEEBAH AIRWAYS Unknown Unknown Sierra Leone 

All air carriers certified by the auth-
orities with responsibility for regu-
latory oversight of Swaziland, 
including, 

Swaziland 

AERO AFRICA (PTY) LTD Unknown RFC Swaziland 

Jet Africa Swaziland Unknown OSW Swaziland 

ROYAL SWAZI NATIONAL 
AIRWAYS CORPORATION 

Unknown RSN Swaziland 

SCAN AIR CHARTER, Ltd Unknown Unknown Swaziland 

SWAZI EXPRESS AIRWAYS Unknown SWX Swaziland 

SWAZILAND AIRLINK Unknown SZL Swaziland
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ANNEX B 

LIST OF AIR CARRIERS OF WHICH OPERATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO OPERATIONAL RESTRICTIONS 
WITHIN THE COMMUNITY ( 1 ) 

Name of the legal 
entity of the air 

carrier as indicated 
on its AOC (and 
its trading name, 

if different) 

Air Operator Certificate (AOC) 
Number 

ICAO airline 
designation 

number 

State of the 
Operator Aircraft type 

Registration mark(s) and, 
when available, construction 

serial number(s) 
State of registry 

AFRIJET ( 1 ) CTA 0002/MTAC/ANAC-G/DSA Republic of 
Gabon 

All fleet with the 
exception of: 2 
aircraft of type Falcon 
50; 1 aircraft of type 
Falcon 900 

All fleet with the 
exception of: TR-LGV; 
TR-LGY; TR-AFJ 

Republic of 
Gabon 

Air Bangladesh 17 BGD Bangladesh B747-269B S2-ADT Bangladesh 

Air Service 
Comores 

06-819/TA-15/DGACM KMD Comoros All fleet with the 
exception of: LET 
410 UVP 

All fleet with the 
exception of: D6-CAM 
(851336) 

Comoros 

GABON 
AIRLINES ( 2 ) 

CTA 0001/MTAC/ANAC GBK Republic of 
Gabon 

All fleet with the 
exception of: 1 
aircraft of type 
Boeing B-767-200 

All fleet with the 
exception of: TR-LHP 

Republic of 
Gabon 

( 1 ) Afrijet is only allowed to use the specific aircraft mentioned for its current operations within the European Community. 
( 2 ) Gabon Airlines is only allowed to use the specific aircraft mentioned for its current operations within the European Community.
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( 1 ) Air carriers listed in Annex B could be permitted to exercise traffic rights by using wet-leased aircraft of an air carrier which is not 
subject to an operating ban, provided that the relevant safety standards are complied with.


