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closed, populations were quarantined, travelling was limited or completely stopped, and
people scrambled to buy living essentials for survival.

The book then provides a factual description of governmental responses and regulations
to prevent the spread of COVID-19 and the legal responses for protection and recovery. Who
has the legal responsibility to respond to the rapid spread of the disease? How would indi-
viduals sustain themselves financially when access to finance was limited? What policy deci-
sions were made by governments to protect their citizens and prevent the spread of disease?
This book is divided into six major parts to answer these questions, beginning with an excel-
lent prelude of a short history and thematic overview by Victor V. Ramraj and Matthew
Little. Part One discusses the first wave of COVID-19 in Asia and how the countries initially
reacted, and the measures taken to contain the infection; for example, by regulating a per-
son’s travelling and health history through the use of QR codes or using technology to moni-
tor compliance with isolation or quarantine orders. Part Two covers the emergency powers
of the government used in each country to prevent the disease from spreading among the
people within and outside their territory, including examples from Japan, Thailand, and
India. Part Three covers the technology, science, and expertise used to regulate the disease,
such as tracing an infected person’s contact history. Part Four discusses the politics, religion,
and governance in regulating COVID-19. Part Five concludes with information on the
countries’ economies, climate, and sustainability in reaction to the pandemic.

This book comprehensively provides the policy and legal responses of several Asian
countries in a collaborative yet comparative study. It successfully situates them within
the problematic and complex factual contexts of those Asian countries.
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International airspace, that is, airspace outside national airspace, goes by multiple names.
It can be simultaneously part of an air defence identification zone (ADIZ), airspace over an
exclusive economic zone (EEZ), a flight information region (FIR), and an aeronautical/
maritime search and rescue region (SRR). Each category entails different rights and duties
for coastal and user states, many of which are not internationally settled. While acknow-
ledging the general tendency for coastal states to assert claims over maritime areas
adjacent to their territory (the concept of “creeping jurisdiction”), Stewart starts this
book by pointing out that “a comprehensive, contemporary examination of the impact
of assertions of coastal state jurisdiction beyond that which is explicitly granted under
international law, on overflight rights, specifically, was elusive” (p. 2). In this well-
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researched book, she investigates the jurisdiction of coastal states over the operation of
foreign aircraft in international airspace adjacent to their coasts.

Stewart hints that three significant events sparked her research; namely, China’s
opposition to the United States aircraft flying in international airspace in the South
China Sea over its artificial islands; the Gulf states’ ban on Qatari-registered aircraft enter-
ing international airspace within their FIRs; and China’s adoption of an ADIZ with several
features that resulted in pushback from other states. Chapter 4 of the book, with its focus
on FIR and ADIZ, is a significant contribution since in-depth analyses on those topics are
surprisingly rare. One possible criticism is that, instead of having FIR and ADIZ in the
same chapter, addressing them in two separate chapters could have clarified the point.
As Stewart explains, FIR has its basis in international civil aviation law (namely, the
Chicago Convention of 1944)," while ADIZ has no foundation in international law.

The book’s biggest strength is the author’s intimate knowledge of air law and the law of
the sea. Through an integrated examination of these two specialized fields of inter-
national law, she effectively presents the “ambiguity in international law in terms of
where the balance sits between the rights of the coastal state and the rights of the
users of the airspace in the exercise of their freedom of overflight” (p. 241). To alleviate
fragmentation of the law governing the use of international airspace, she calls for closer
cooperation between the International Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO) and the
International Maritime Organization (IMO), such as by issuing joint guidance on the
text of the treaty. ICAO and IMO had already done something similar when they published
the International Aeronautical and Maritime Search and Rescue (IAMSAR) Manual. While
emphasizing that freedom of overflight is a fundamental principle in international airspace,
Stewart firmly concludes that the international community must closely scrutinize the
practices of coastal states as to their legitimacy under relevant international law.

This book is particularly helpful in understanding relevant international laws and state
practices in international airspace.
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As a complex and challenging field, often called a “mess”, extraterritorial jurisdiction is
difficult to regulate under international law. It provides broad discretion for states within

! Chicago Convention on International Civil Aviation, 7 December 1944, 15 U.N.T.S. 295, (entered into force 4 April
1947).
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