
EDITORIAL

I am exceptionally pleased to announce that only a year after its launch the Travel Law Quarterly has
acquired two new partners to stand alongside our original partner, Nova Southeastern University of
Fort Lauderdale. The first of these is the International Bar Association. The TLQ has been adopted by the
IBA as the official journal of their Leisure Industries Section. As part of the arrangement the Newsletter
of the Leisure Industries Section will be incorporated into the TLQ and all Leisure Industries members
will receive an electronic copy of the journal four times a year. To cement this partnership John Vernon,
the current Chair of the Leisure Industries Section will be joining the editorial board of the TLQ and he
will also be joined by Dr Hans-Josef Vogel, a past Chair. It is due in no small part to their efforts, and
those of Carolina Avellenada, another former Chair, that this partnership has come about. They worked 
assiduously behind the scenes to bring it to fruition and should be applauded for their efforts.

One change that will take place as a result of the partnership will be a widening of the scope of the
coverage of the TLQ. It will be expanded to take in topics such as gambling and sports law to reflect the
membership of the Leisure Industries Section and there will be more of a focus on the business aspects
of travel law.

Our other new partner is Leeds Metropolitan University who have an outstanding reputation in tourism
studies and in particular their International Centre for Responsible Tourism led by Professor Harold
Goodwin and Xavier Font (www.icrtourism.org). The Centre is a post-graduate training and research
centre. It plays a leading role in responsible tourism and hospitality, generating change through
advisory, mentoring and development work with industry and government, and it supports its students
to play leading roles in the Responsible Tourism Movement. In the Digest section of this issue we 
reproduce Professor Goodwin’s response to the European Commission consultation on the Package
Travel Directive which provides an interesting insight into some of the unintended consequences of 
the Directive.

• • •

My mother, who is a remarkably sprightly 92 year old, hates old people. She abhorrs their selfishness
and bigotry; their intolerance of the younger generation and their insistence on their ‘rights’ simply
because they have survived their youth. She would therefore have just loved a cruise that my wife and I
(no spring chickens ourselves) took recently to the Caribbean where, outside regular vacation periods,
the ship was populated by a much older demographic than we have seen previously – and contrary 
apparently to the publicity that the cruise lines regularly put out about attracting a younger clientele.
Everywhere on board the elderly would be making their way around the ship with their walking sticks,
their Zimmer frames, their battery operated wheel chairs and their portable supplies of oxygen – 
a veritable geriatrics’ paradise.

Prompted by watching an ambulance drawn up at the quayside in one port and seeing an elderly
passenger being taken off to hospital, I asked the ship’s purser about any problems they had with an
older clientele and how they coped with them. Not surprisingly they had well oiled practices and 
procedures to deal with both deaths and illness amongst passengers and when I enquired further about



the arrangements they made for a passenger to be taken off the ship he informed me that the first 
two things they do are (1) make sure the passenger has paid off his onboard bill, and (2) ensure the
passenger is in a position to pay for the medical assistance, by insurance or otherwise, and if they
cannot pay immediately, the cruiseline will take a promissory note!

On reflection this does not seem an unreasonable approach, the cruiseline after all is not a medical
charity and from what I gathered they offer a first class medical and repatriation service, but at first
glance their sense of priorities did seem a little mercenary.

Obesity was the other condition prevalent amongst the passengers and one can see why. With ‘free’
food available 24 hours a day in an endless variety of restaurants, cafes, diners, snack bars and bistros
the attraction of cruising to such people must be virtually irresistible. But one wonders how these
people get to the ship in the first place – do they fly or do they drive? The reason for posing this
question, and also for mentioning the medical evacuation procedures, is that they resonate with two
articles in this issue. One of them relates to medical negligence on cruiselines and the other tackles the
issue of ‘people of size’ on airlines. If you are ill, or simply fat, you have the potential to cause problems
for the travel industry. How the industry copes with them can occasionally end up in court.

Professor David Grant, 
Editor in Chief
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Errata: In the last issue of the TLQ in the Editorial at page 185 the reference to the case of ABTA v CAA
in the Court of Appeal was given as [2006] EWHC 13 (Admin). This was wrong. That was the reference to
the same case in the High Court. The correct reference to the Court of Appeal case is [2006] EWCA Civ
1299. 


