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Spain

Aiyon Abogados S.L.P. Mikel Garteiz-goxeaskoa

Veronica Meana

Spain

(iv) Wreck removal
Wreck removal is regulated by Articles 369 to 383 of the SSA and, 
more importantly, by Article 304 of the Spanish State Ports and 
Merchant Navy Act 2/2011 dated 5th September. Spain is not a 
party to the 2015 Nairobi Convention.  These provisions provide 
for strict liability of the shipowner. Spanish maritime administra-
tion’s claims for wreck removal costs are considered preferential 
claims and are paid prior to liens and maritime mortgages.  Finally, 
following the reservation made by Spain to the LLMC Convention, 
wreck removal claims cannot be subject to limitation of liability.

(v) Limitation of liability
Without prejudice to the specific limitation provisions in the 
Maritime International Conventions in force in Spain (e.g., 
the Hague/Visby Rules, the Athens Convention, the Bunker 
Convention, the CLC Convention, etc.), limitation of liability is 
regulated by the 1976 International Convention on Limitation for 
Maritime Claims (“LLMC”) and its 1996 Protocol.  The SSA regu-
lates limitation of liability in its Articles 392 to 405 by remission to 
the LLMC and to the provisions in the mentioned articles.  The 
limitation regime is applicable irrespective of the flag of the vessel 
and irrespective of the nationality of creditors or debtors.

(vi) The limitation fund
For a defendant to have the right to the limitation of liability of 
the LLMC, Article 403 of the SSA establishes that the fund must 
be previously constituted.  The right to constitute the fund expires 
after two years from the date in which the first claim that gave the 
right to invoke the limitation was presented, following Article 405 
of the SSA.

1.2 Which authority investigates maritime casualties in 
your jurisdiction?

Maritime casualties are investigated by the Permanent 
Commission for the Investigation of Maritime Incidents and 
Casualties (“CIAIM”).  The CIAIM is part of the Ministry of 
Transport and it is formed by civil servants and external experts.  
The purpose of the CIAIM is to investigate the technical causes 
of a casualty or incident in the interest of safety and not to estab-
lish liability of any kind.  The CIAIM is created following EU 
Directive 2008/18/EC and must be impartial. 

1.3 What are the authorities’ powers of investigation / 
casualty response in the event of a collision, grounding 
or other major casualty?

Aside from the competences of the CIAIM, the authorities with 

1 Marine Casualty

1.1 In the event of a collision, grounding or other major 
casualty, what are the key provisions that will impact 
upon the liability and response of interested parties? 
In particular, the relevant law / conventions in force in 
relation to: 

(i) Collision
In the event of a collision between two vessels, the Spanish 
Shipping Act 14/2014 of 24th July (“SSA”) establishes that the 
applicable legal provisions to the parties will be the 1910 Collision 
Convention and any other International Convention to which 
Spain is a Member State, as well as the provisions of the SSA.  
In case of conflict, the provisions of the 1910 Convention will 
prevail, following Article 96 of the Spanish Constitution and 
Supreme Court case law (judgments dated 21st February 1970 and 
1st October 1996) which establishes the supremacy of International 
Conventions over Spanish internal law. 

(ii) Pollution
Civil liability arising from pollution will be regulated primarily by 
the International Conventions in the matter ratified by Spain and 
secondarily by the SSA.

The International Conventions ratified by Spain are:
a) the 1992 International Convention on Civil Liability for Oil 

Pollution Damage (“CLC Convention”); 
b) the 1992 International Convention on the Establishment of 

and International Fund for Compensation for Oil Pollution 
Damage, and the 2003 Supplementary Fund Protocol; and

c) the 2001 International Convention on Civil Liability for 
Bunker Oil Pollution Damage.

In those cases where an International Convention is not appli-
cable, Articles 386, 388 and 389 of the SSA are the key provisions 
and these provide for strict liability with certain exceptions, the 
possibility to limit liability (LLMC 76/96) and establishes the need 
for compulsory insurance.

(iii) Salvage / general average
Salvage will be regulated by the International Convention on 
Salvage dated 1989 and by the SSA following Article 357 of 
the latter.  Until the Constitution of the Council of Maritime 
Arbitration and of the Auditors of Maritime Arbitration, the 
bodies in charge of deciding salvage matters will be the Central 
Maritime Tribunals (which belong to the Army), following the 
procedure established in Title II of the Law 60/1962.

General Average is regulated by Articles 347 to 356 of the SSA.  
Unless otherwise agreed, the latest version of the York & Antwerp 
Rules will be applicable to the liquidation.
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2.4 How do time limits operate in relation to maritime 
cargo claims in your jurisdiction?

The time limit applicable to maritime cargo claims is one year.  If 
the Hague/Visby Rules are applicable directly to the claim, this 
time limit may only be extended by agreement of the parties.  If 
the claim is not filed before the competent court within the time 
limit or the extensions, it expires according to court precedents 
applicable to the Hague/Visby Rules.  If, however, the Hague/
Visby Rules are applicable by remission of the SSA, following 
Article 286 of the same, the one-year time limit may be inter-
rupted and renewed by sending a letter of demand or out-of-
court claim to the carrier.  It remains to be seen whether, if a 
result of the enactment of the SSA, Spanish Courts will review 
the nature of the time limit under the Hague/Visby Rules to 
consider that it may also be interrupted by out-of-court claims. 

3 Passenger Claims

3.1 What are the key provisions applicable to the 
resolution of maritime passenger claims?

For the loss suffered as a result of the death of or personal injury 
to a passenger not caused by a shipping incident, the carrier is 
liable if the incident that caused the loss was due to the fault or 
neglect of the carrier.  The burden of proving fault or neglect lies 
with the claimant.  For death or personal injury caused by a ship-
ping incident, there is strict liability which can only be avoided if 
the carrier proves that the incident resulted from an act of war, 
hostilities, civil war, insurrection, force majeure or an act or omis-
sion by a third party with intent to cause the incident. 

The liability of the carrier only includes loss arising from inci-
dents that occurred in the course of the carriage.  The burden 
of proving that the incident which caused the loss occurred 
during the carriage, and the extent of the loss, lies with the 
claimant.  The carrier may limit its liability unless there is wilful 
misconduct.

Insurance, within the limits of liability established by the 
Convention, is compulsory and a direct action against the 
insurer is provided. 

Any contractual provision that attempts to exonerate the 
carrier of liability or decrease the same below the amounts estab-
lished in the Convention, is considered null and void.

3.2 What are the international conventions and 
national laws relevant to passenger claims?

There are three applicable regulations.
Spain is currently a party to the 1974 Athens Convention 

relating to the Carriage of Passengers and their Luggage by Sea 
(“PAL”) and its 2002 Protocol.  This Convention is applicable 
to international carriage.

Carriage of passengers and their luggage is also regulated by 
EU Regulation nº 392/2009 of 23rd April, which incorporates 
into EU Law the 2002 Protocol to the 1974 Athens Convention 
and extends its application to maritime transport within the 
European Union or a Member State under certain conditions.

Finally, carriage of passengers and luggage is regulated by 
Articles 287 to 300 of the SSA.  In particular, Article 298 estab-
lishes that carriers’ liability will be regulated by the Athens 
Convention and any Protocol of the same that is applicable in 
Spain, any applicable EU Regulation and the provisions of the 
SSA.

powers of investigation in the event of a maritime accident are 
the criminal and commercial courts.  Additionally, the Harbour 
Master Offices may also investigate maritime accidents and 
impose penalties if a maritime regulation has been breached. 

Finally, Spain is a Member State of the OPRC 1990 Convention 
and has established by virtue of Order of 22nd September 2014, 
a National Maritime Contingency Plan for pollution that may be 
activated by the Director of the Merchant Navy or the Minister 
of Development.  In case of pollution incidents limited to a 
Spanish region, the casualty response corresponds to the head 
of the regional government or to the Harbour Master of the rele-
vant port.

2 Cargo Claims

2.1 What are the international conventions and 
national laws relevant to marine cargo claims?

Spain is a party to the Hague/Visby Rules which apply to cargo 
claims under bills of lading.  Where Hague/Visby Rules are not 
applicable by themselves, the SSA has opted to unify the liability 
regimes for all cargo claims under the Hague/Visby Rules irre-
spective of whether the carriage is contracted under a Bill of 
Lading or not.

A carrier’s liability for loss, damage or delay is regulated by 
Articles 277 to 285 of the SSA.

2.2 What are the key principles applicable to cargo 
claims brought against the carrier?

The carrier is liable for loss or damage of the cargo while it 
is under its custody.  If a reservation is made on delivery, for 
apparent damages, or within three days from delivery when they 
are not apparent, the loss or damage will be deemed to have 
occurred during the carriage.  In such case, the carrier will be 
liable unless the loss or damage was caused by an excluding 
event contemplated in the Hague/Visby Rules.  If no reserva-
tion is made, the cargo is presumed to be delivered as described 
on the bill of lading or document of receipt.

The claim must be brought within a year from the date of 
delivery or the date on which delivery should have taken place. 

The carrier may limit liability under the Hague/Visby Rules 
unless the loss or damage results from a wilful misconduct of 
the carrier or unless a special declaration of value has been made 
by the shipper.  Any contractual provision in the bill of lading 
that exonerates the carrier of liability or attempts to decrease 
such liability is considered null and void unless it is included in a 
charter party to which the cargo claimant is party.

The SSA also provides for a specific limitation in case of delay 
in Article 283.

SSA provides for joint and several liability of the contrac-
tual carrier and the effective carrier irrespective of the recourse 
action between them.

2.3 In what circumstances may the carrier establish 
claims against the shipper relating to misdeclaration of 
cargo?

The carrier may claim against the shipper for damages arising 
from an inaccurate description of the goods.  The carrier may 
discharge the cargo in case of misdeclaration in certain circum-
stances and may also destroy it if the misdeclaration affects 
dangerous or hazardous cargo (following Articles 231, 232 and 
260 of the SSA).

© Published and reproduced with kind permission by Global Legal Group Ltd, London
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To obtain security for any other maritime claim from a 
party other than the vessel owner or the demise charterer, the 
claimant must apply to the Courts for conservatory measures 
against the debtor’s assets following Articles 721 et seq. of the 
Spanish Code of Civil Procedure, which requires the petitioner 
to provide prima facie evidence of the claim, countersecurity, and 
evidence of periculum in mora. 

4.5 In relation to maritime claims, what form of 
security is acceptable; for example, bank guarantee, P&I 
letter of undertaking.

As established by Article 529 of the Spanish Code of Civil 
Procedure, Courts will only accept security in the form of a 
cash deposit, bank guarantee, the guarantee issued by a Mutual 
Guarantee Company (Sociedad de Garantía Recíproca) or any other 
form of security that guarantees the immediate disposition of 
the funds.  A P&I letter of undertaking is not considered an 
acceptable means of guarantee but it may be accepted if the 
arrestor agrees to the same.

4.6 Is it standard procedure for the court to order the 
provision of counter security where an arrest is granted?

Any conservatory measure, including ship arrest, will require 
the petitioner to provide counter security.  The amount to be 
provided as counter security is up to the Court’s discretion.  
However, the SSA establishes, in Article 472, that for ship 
arrest such security will be no less than 15% of the total amount 
claimed (which encompasses principal, interests and legal costs).

4.7 How are maritime assets preserved during a period 
of arrest?

There is no specific provision in the SSA or in the Arrest 
Convention for the preservation of the maritime assets during 
the period of arrest.  Since the arrest consists in the detention of 
the vessel, the vessel owner maintains its possession during the 
detention which makes him liable for the costs arising during 
the arrest.  If those costs are not taken care of, Article 486 of 
the SSA establishes that with the proceeds of the auction of 
the vessel in an enforcement proceeding, all expenses and legal 
costs arising from the arrest or the enforcement and action of 
the vessel, including maintenance, crew costs and salaries, will 
be paid with preference to any lien or mortgage.   

5 Evidence

5.1 What steps can be taken (and when) to preserve or 
obtain access to evidence in relation to maritime claims 
including any available procedures for the preservation 
of physical evidence, examination of witnesses or 
pre-action disclosure?

The rules to preserve evidence prior to a civil proceeding, or 
during the proceeding, are applicable to any claim, not only 
maritime claims, and are regulated by Articles 297 and 298 of 
the Spanish Code of Civil Procedure.  Following this regulation, 
it is possible to make an application to the Court to preserve 
evidence when there is a reasonable fear that if it is not preserved, 
it may disappear before the trial.  The petitioner must offer secu-
rity to the Court to cover the potential damages caused by the 
conservatory measures and the Court order to preserve evidence 

3.3 How do time limits operate in relation to passenger 
claims in your jurisdiction?

The time limit for passenger and luggage claims is two years.  
This time limit may be interrupted and renewed by means of a 
letter of demand or out-of-court claim.

4 Arrest and Security

4.1 What are the options available to a party seeking 
to obtain security for a maritime claim against a vessel 
owner and the applicable procedure?

Spain is a Member State of the 1999 Arrest Convention.  
Following the Arrest Convention, a ship may be arrested for 
any maritime claim as defined in the Convention.  The SSA 
also remits ship arrest regulation to the 1999 Arrest Convention 
in its Article 470.  Vessels that are not flagged in a signatory 
country to the 1999 Arrest Convention may be arrested not only 
for a maritime claim, as defined in the Convention, but also for 
any other credit by virtue of Article 473 of the SSA.  This also 
applies to Spanish flagged vessels when the claimant is also a 
Spanish resident.

Any conservatory measure against any other asset of the 
vessel owner must follow the rules contained in Articles 721 et 
seq. of the Spanish Code of Civil Procedure, which establishes 
more stringent requirements than the Arrest Convention.

4.2 Is it possible for a bunker supplier (whether 
physical and/or contractual) to arrest a vessel for a claim 
relating to bunkers supplied by them to that vessel?

A bunker supplier may arrest a vessel following Article 1.l of 
the 1999 Arrest Convention which defines claims arising from 
bunkers supplied to the ship for its operation, management, 
preservation or maintenance as maritime claims.  However, the 
arrest will not be possible if the vessel owner is not liable to pay 
for bunkers as following Article 3 of the Arrest Convention the 
arrest requires that the person that owns the vessel or the demise 
charterer is liable for the claim.

4.3 Is it possible to arrest a vessel for claims arising 
from contracts for the sale and purchase of a ship?

A dispute arising out of a contract for the sale and purchase of 
a ship is considered a maritime claim, following Article 1 (v) of 
the Arrest Convention and, accordingly, the arrest is possible for 
such a claim.

4.4 Where security is sought from a party other than 
the vessel owner (or demise charterer) for a maritime 
claim, including exercise of liens over cargo, what 
options are available?

Liens over cargo are regulated by Articles 512 et seq. of the SSA 
which provide that the carrier under the contract of carriage may 
request the deposit and auction of the cargo when the freight or 
other charges related to such cargo have not been paid or when 
the consignee does not take delivery of the goods.  The applica-
tion must be filed before a Notary Public.  In case the lien is chal-
lenged by the cargo owner, the file is passed onto the Competent 
Court for a final decision, but until that time the cargo will be 
under notarial deposit unless the cargo owner provides security.

© Published and reproduced with kind permission by Global Legal Group Ltd, London
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days to file its defence submissions.  The same rules that apply 
to the contents of the writ of summons are applicable to the writ 
of defence.

Within 10 working days since the writ of summons is delivered 
to the defendant, and prior to presenting the writ of defence, the 
defendant may present a motion to challenge the jurisdiction, 
competence, or venue of the Court.  The immediate effect of 
such motion is that the proceeding will be suspended until the 
decision on the challenge is made.  If the challenge to the juris-
diction or objective competence of the Court is accepted, the 
proceedings will terminate. If the challenge is limited to venue, 
the Court will remit the matter to the competent Court.  If, 
however, the challenge is rejected, the proceedings will continue 
and the defendant’s deadline to submit defence allegations will 
be resumed. 

Once the Court has received the writ of defence (and the 
attached documentation), it will schedule a pretrial hearing in 
which the parties will propose evidence, challenge evidence 
proposed by the other side, and make complementary allega-
tions.  Prior to this, however, the Judge will raise an inquiry 
as to whether an amicable settlement is possible and may have 
to resolve certain preliminary issues (raised with the plead-
ings).  Once the evidence has been proposed, within the pretrial 
hearing the Court will determine which evidence is admis-
sible and which is not, and the parties will have the chance to 
challenge this decision.  This challenge is resolved at the same 
hearing which ends with the Court scheduling a date for the 
trial.

At the trial, the parties will examine and cross-examine 
witnesses and experts.  The trial concludes with the parties 
making their final oral arguments, analysing the evidence 
presented in the case and the legal arguments.

Once the trial is finalised, the Court should render judgment 
within 20 days (although it normally takes longer).  This judg-
ment may be appealed before the Court of Appeals that corre-
sponds to the province in which the case has been heard in its 
first instance.

For amounts not exceeding EUR 6,000, there is a small claims 
procedure and, if the amount claimed is EUR 3,000 or less, the 
judgment may not be appealed.

Normally, a full first instance procedure will last about 12–18 
months, depending on the court.

6.1.2 Which specialist arbitral bodies deal with mari-
time disputes in your jurisdiction?
There are no specialist arbitral bodies to deal with maritime 
disputes in Spain.  However, there are arbitral bodies that will 
deal with maritime claims, such as the Courts of Arbitration of 
the Chambers of Commerce or of certain Bar Associations.

6.1.3 Which specialist alternative dispute resolution 
bodies deal with maritime mediation in your jurisdiction?
There are no specialist alternative dispute resolution bodies that 
deal with maritime claims in Spain.  However, the general provi-
sions of the 2012 Spanish Civil and Mercantile Mediation Act 
will be applicable.

6.2 What are the principal advantages of using the 
national courts, arbitral institutions and other ADR 
bodies in your jurisdiction?

The creation and specialisation of Mercantile Courts for trans-
port and maritime claims has increased the quality of the deci-
sions on maritime cases.

will be revoked if the lawsuit is not filed within 20 days from the 
date in which the Court order is effective.

Articles 293 to 296 of the Code of Civil Procedure also regu-
late the practice of evidence before the proceedings (or during 
the proceedings) for the same reason, i.e. when there is a reason-
able fear that it will not be able to be practised during the trial 
hearing.  The Court, however, will not give any value to this 
evidence if the lawsuit is not filed within two months from the 
date the evidence was practised.

The Spanish Code of Civil Procedure also provides, in Articles 
256 to 263, for a procedure to compel the potential defendant to 
disclose a close list of documents that are considered necessary 
to prepare the claim.

5.2 What are the general disclosure obligations in court 
proceedings? What are the disclosure obligations of 
parties to maritime disputes in court proceedings?

When it is not possible to preserve or obtain evidence prior 
to commencing a civil proceeding, the Spanish Code of Civil 
Procedure establishes that the parties at the pretrial hearing 
may request the other side to disclose any relevant document 
to the action.  This disclosure obligation may be extended to 
third parties that may possess relevant documents to the action.  
However, it is necessary for the parties to designate in their 
initial allegations the archives or files where these documents 
are contained.  These principles are applied to any civil and 
commercial claim including maritime claims.

5.3 How is the electronic discovery and preservation of 
evidence dealt with?

There is no specific provision in the Code of Civil Procedure 
for electronic discovery.  However, public electronic documents 
duly certified have the same value as paper originals.  Also, any 
digital copy of a private document, the authenticity of which has 
not been challenged, will also be considered to have probatory 
value.  Recordings of images or sounds, and may also be admis-
sible in evidence. 

6 Procedure

6.1 Describe the typical procedure and timescale 
applicable to maritime claims conducted through: i) 
national courts (including any specialised maritime or 
commercial courts); ii) arbitration (including specialist 
arbitral bodies); and iii) mediation / alternative dispute 
resolution.

6.1.1 Which national courts deal with maritime claims?
Maritime claims are competence of the Spanish Mercantile 
Courts, which are specialised civil courts based in the capital 
of the province.  The applicable procedural rules to maritime 
claims are based on the Spanish Code of Civil Procedure which 
applies to any civil or commercial claim.

Ordinary proceedings (for claims exceeding EUR 6,000) 
generally commence with the writ of summons, which must 
contain the description of the facts and legal background appli-
cable to the case and must attach all the documents that the 
claimant intends to rely on and that are under his or her posses-
sion.  For any relevant document that is not under his or her 
possession, the archive or file where it is stored must be identi-
fied in the initial pleadings.  The defendant will have 20 working 
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A foreign judgment will not be recognised if it is contrary to 
public order, if it has been rendered in default and the defendant 
has not been duly notified of the proceedings or when the rights 
of defence of the parties have been infringed, if the matter is of 
the exclusive competence of the Spanish Courts, if it is contrary 
to a previous resolution rendered in Spain or in another State 
when such resolution would be enforceable in Spain, or when 
there is lis pendens or res judicata.

7.2 Summarise the key provisions and applicable 
procedures affecting the recognition and enforcement of 
arbitration awards.

The recognition and enforcement of arbitration awards is regu-
lated by the 1958 New York Convention on the Recognition and 
Enforcement of Arbitral Awards.  The competent court for the 
recognition is the Tribunal Superior de Justicia of the place of domi-
cile of the person against which enforcement is sought and, once 
recognised, the competence for the enforcement corresponds to 
the First Instance Courts.  Following the remission of Article 
46 of the Spanish Arbitration Act to the International Judicial 
Cooperation on Civil Matters Act, the procedure for the recog-
nition and enforcement will be the same as applied to foreign 
judgments.

Causes for the opposition to the recognition of a foreign 
arbitration award will be based on Article V of the New York 
Convention.

8 Updates and Developments

8.1 Describe any other issues not considered above 
that may be worthy of note, together with any current 
trends or likely future developments that may be of 
interest.

Most maritime claims are adjudged by Mercantile Courts.  
However, it must be mentioned that in certain cases (major 
oil pollution matters, maritime accidents that involve death 
or personal injury, etc.), the criminal Courts may commence 
proceedings against the persons potentially liable for the losses.  
When that happens, Spanish criminal courts will deal (unless 
the party chooses not to) both with criminal and civil liabili-
ties arising out of maritime matters.  When civil liabilities are 
adjusted by a criminal court, according to Spanish law and 
Spanish Supreme Court precedents, civil liability shall be deter-
mined according to the relevant International Convention or 
domestic civil provisions ruling such liability.

Spanish Authorities are also increasing investment in digi-
talisation so that Courts can be more efficient in their case 
handling.  This also impacts positively on the production of 
modern means of evidence.  

One of the additional advantages to litigating before Spanish 
Courts are the costs.  Justice is considered a public basic service 
and Court fees are symbolic.  Spanish arbitration fees are not 
high compared to those of other European countries.

Spanish arbitration institutions have a well set up structure 
and rules to handle cases and there is an Arbitration Act which, 
following European Directives, regulates the institution.  This 
gives a degree of certainty to the process for the benefit of all 
the parties.

6.3 Highlight any notable pros and cons related to your 
jurisdiction that any potential party should bear in mind.

Spain is party to most of the maritime international conven-
tions.  Furthermore, as explained in previous answers, the SSA 
has opted to apply the principles and rules from maritime inter-
national conventions to domestic law.  This gives a grade of 
uniformity, which we consider a notable advantage.

The SSA has also introduced some changes in Spanish mari-
time domestic law.  At present, some of them are still to be 
tested by the Spanish Supreme Court.  This leads to a certain 
degree of uncertainty when an international convention is not 
directly applicable.

7 Foreign Judgments and Awards

7.1 Summarise the key provisions and applicable 
procedures affecting the recognition and enforcement of 
foreign judgments.

Judgments issued within the European Union in civil and 
commercial matters are enforceable under Regulation (EC) nº 
1215/2012, of 12th December.  According to this regulation, any 
European judgment is immediately enforceable in Spain and will 
be treated as a Spanish judgment.

For those non-European judgments issued in a foreign juris-
diction with whom Spain has a bilateral or multilateral coopera-
tion treaty, enforcement will follow the rules of the treaty.

For other foreign judgments, the International Judicial 
Cooperation on Civil Matters Act (dated 30th July 2015) will 
apply.  The competent court will be the first instance court 
or mercantile court (e.g., in maritime cases) of the domicile of 
the party against which the recognition and enforcement is 
requested.  The application must include the original judgment 
duly legalised and translated, if the judgment is in default, proof 
that service was duly effected upon the defendant and certifi-
cation from the foreign court establishing that the judgment is 
enforceable.  The defendant may present opposition in a period 
of 30 days.  After the opposition, the Court will issue a reso-
lution deciding whether to grant the recognition and enforce-
ment or not.

© Published and reproduced with kind permission by Global Legal Group Ltd, London



271

Shipping Law 2020

Aiyon Abogados S.L.P.

Verónica Meana holds a Law Degree from the C.E.U. San Pablo University of Madrid (1994) and an LL.M. in U.S. Law for Foreign Lawyers 
from the University of Texas (USA, 2000).
After a year of Maritime Law internship in Holman, Fenwick & Willan in London (1995), Verónica joined Fernando Meana Green y Asociados 
law firm in 1996.  From 1998, Verónica studied at the School of Law of the University of Texas and rejoined Meana Green Maura & Co. in 
January 2001, until she became a partner of AIYON Abogados in September 2015.
Verónica has broad experience in all areas of maritime law including cases related to arbitration and mediation, and also in contractual 
disputes and passenger claims, especially those related to cruise ships, claims under charterparties and/or bills of lading, collisions, ground-
ings and other maritime accidents; cases related to recreational yacht incidents and recovery claims, land transport law and CMR, mercantile 
and civil law as well as in other areas of law such as administrative maritime law.  Verónica provides advice to insurance companies, import 
and export companies, ship agents and freight forwarders, shipowners and other maritime operators.
Veronica is a regular contributor to specialised publications and gives lectures to Universities and companies of the shipping industry about 
maritime Law. 

Aiyon Abogados S.L.P.
Calle Velazquez 24, 7º Dcha
Madrid 28001
Spain

Tel: +34 630 990 304 / +34 910 220 783
Email: v.meana@aiyon.es
URL: www.aiyon.es

Aiyon Abogados is formed by top-tier lawyers highly experienced in litiga-
tion, arbitration, negotiation and contract drafting.
Aiyon Abogados’ lawyers have intervened in most of the major shipping, 
trade, insurance and transport matters in Spain with excellent results.
Aiyon Abogados’ added value lies in the extensive experience of its indi-
vidual members, their professionalism and a long-standing culture of 
successful teamwork. 
The firm offers assistance and may provide services in any port and venue 
in Spain through its four offices in Bilbao, Madrid, Algeciras and Cadiz.
Areas of practice: The firm’s main areas of practice are: shipping (dry and 
wet); transport; international trade; and insurance law.  The firm is known 
for its excellent emergency response capabilities.

Among regular clients of Aiyon Abogados are shipowners, charterers, large 
trading companies, freight forwarders (NVOCC), P&I Clubs, H&M insurers, 
cargo insurers, tug companies, port terminals and ship agents.

www.aiyon.es

Mikel Garteiz-goxeaskoa holds a law degree from the University of the Basque Country (1999) and an LL.M. degree in Maritime Law from the 
University of Southampton (2000).  Mikel also attended the Marine Insurance Course by Marsh JLT Specialty 2019 (certified by the Chartered 
Insurance Institute).
Mikel commenced his professional experience working for the law firm Bufete Berenguer Comas Abogados (2000).  Later, in 2001, he joined 
the law firm Fernando Meana Green & Co until he became Partner of Aiyon Abogados S.L.P. in 2015.
Over his long professional practice Mikel has acquired a great experience advising clients in a broad amount of cases and dealing with cargo 
claims (B/L), charterparty claims, marine insurance, salvage, collisions, piracy, ship arrest and cargo attachment, marine pollution, govern-
mental sanctioning proceedings, stevedores damages, marine labour disputes, drafting and revising shipping contracts and advising on the 
recognition and enforcement of foreign judgments or arbitration awards.
Mikel usually cooperates with different universities giving conferences and lectures in maritime law to graduate and LL.M. students.
He is a member of the Legal Bar Association of Biscay.  He is also a member of the Board of Directors of the Propeller Club of the Basque 
Country, Port of Bilbao.

Aiyon Abogados S.L.P.
Plaza Venezuela nº1, Ppal. Dcha. Dcha.
48001 Bilbao
Spain

Tel: +34 659 867 792 / +34 944 340 235
Email: m.garteiz@aiyon.es 
URL: www.aiyon.es

© Published and reproduced with kind permission by Global Legal Group Ltd, London



Current titles in the ICLG series

Alternative Investment Funds

Anti-Money Laundering

Aviation Finance & Leasing

Aviation Law

Business Crime

Cartels & Leniency

Class & Group Actions

Competition Litigation

Construction & Engineering Law

Consumer Protection

Copyright

Corporate Governance

Corporate Immigration

Corporate Investigations

Corporate Tax

Cybersecurity

Data Protection

Derivatives

Designs

Digital Business

Digital Health

Drug & Medical Device Litigation

Employment & Labour Law

Enforcement of Foreign Judgments

Environment & Climate Change Law

Environmental, Social & Governance Law

Family Law

Fintech

Foreign Direct Investment Regimes 

Franchise

Gambling

Insurance & Reinsurance

International Arbitration

Investor-State Arbitration

Lending & Secured Finance

Litigation & Dispute Resolution

Merger Control

Mergers & Acquisitions

Mining Law

Oil & Gas Regulation

Outsourcing

Patents

Pharmaceutical Advertising

Private Client

Private Equity

Product Liability

Project Finance

Public Investment Funds

Public Procurement

Real Estate

Renewable Energy

Restructuring & Insolvency

Sanctions

Securitisation

Shipping Law

Telecoms, Media & Internet

Trade Marks

Vertical Agreements and Dominant Firms

The International Comparative Legal Guides are published by:@ICLG_GLG


