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The airspace warnings for the Ukraine are on the rise again, and for good reason – Russia seem to be going
on a renewed military offensive, focusing their efforts on the area of disputed airspace over Crimea.

https://ops.group/blog/russia-restricts-flights-over-crimea-and-black-sea/
https://ops.group/blog/russia-restricts-flights-over-crimea-and-black-sea/


Following Russia’s annexation of Crimea in March 2014, the ATC Center in Simferopol has been run by
Russia. Russia claims the airspace, and publishes Notams under the URFV code they invented for it.
Ukraine refuses to recognise the change, and still controls the airspace under the internationally-
recognised UKFV code.

So what jurisdiction do Russia have, and how much attention should we be paying to the Notams which
they issue for an area of airspace that is not theirs to control?

What are Russia saying?

Russia have published a long series of URFV Notams advising of danger areas and limitations to
airways across the Simferopol FIR. These run from April 20-30 – some only apply from FL350 upwards;
others apply to all flights from SFC right up to altitudes higher than most aircraft can fly (we saw a FL670
thrown in there). These danger areas are most likely due to military activity, which may include live
firing exercises.

The zone of restriction of flights includes some areas over the southern part of Crimea, from Sevastopol to
Feodosia, the territorial waters adjacent to the Southern coast of Crimea, and part of the international
waters of the Black Sea, and are possibly in relation to Russia’s plan to move warships into the area.

https://www.militarytimes.com/flashpoints/2021/04/20/russia-defends-restricting-foreign-navy-ships-off-crimea-amid-troop-buildup-near-ukraine/


A long list of Notams from Russia

What are Ukraine saying?

Ukraine aren’t happy about it, and have issued a bunch of Notams for the same periods effectively
establishing danger areas at all levels in the portions of the FIR that are over water – i.e big
chunks of the Black Sea and Sea of Azov (to the northeast of Crimea).

All the Ukrainian UKFV Notams advising about these danger areas carry this note:

DUE ACTIVITY PUBLISHED BY RUSSIAN FEDERATION.
THE PUBLICATION BY RUSSIAN FEDERATION OF INFORMATION
RELATED TO AIRSPACE UNDER RESPONSIBILITY OF UKRAINE
DOES NOT COMPLY WITH THE PROVISIONS OF THE ICAO
AIR NAVIGATION PLAN - EUROPEAN REGION (DOC 7754)
AND THE ICAO ANNEXES 11 AND 15.

In other words – although Russia do not have jurisdiction in this airspace, they have published a bunch of
danger areas here, so we (Ukraine) had better do the same, to make the warning “official”.



A quick plot of the danger areas published by Ukraine under the UKFV code looks something like this

What are other authorities saying?

So far, none of the other state authorities around the world have published or updated their own warnings
in response to this recent issue specific to the airspace over Crimea.

Just last week, the US FAA updated their airspace warning for Ukraine – but this was in relation to the
UKDV/Dnipropetrovsk FIR in the east of the country along the border with Russia. The US warning to
operators in this region was to exercise extreme caution within 100nm of the entire Russia-
Ukraine border, due to risks associated with recent increased tensions between the two countries. They
said that if hostilities escalate here, the airspace on both sides could be exposed to potential weapons
activity posing a risk to civil aircraft from misidentification or miscalculation.

The most recent US advice for the UKFV/Simferopol FIR came in October 2020, when they actually
removed their restrictions on overflights of this airspace. At that time, they said the security
situation had sufficiently improved here – while Russia continued to assert territorial claims over the
region, Ukraine had established appropriate risk management measures to ensure safe operations for
aircraft along the Black Sea routes.

Several other states have existing warnings in place for Ukraine. Canada advise operators to avoid the
UKFV/Simferopol and UKDV/Dnipropetrovsk FIRs entirely, whereas the UK and France say that
overflights of eastern Ukraine should only be planned on airways over the Black Sea to the south of
Crimea.

https://ops.group/blog/faa-issues-new-ukraine-warning/


For more details on Ukraine and other airspace warnings, head to SafeAirspace.net

What are we saying?

Two major points –

Russia do not have jurisdiction over the Simferopol airspace, so the Notams to follow are those1.
published by Ukraine under the UKFV code.

Regardless of what is out there, clearly extreme caution in this area is required. Russia are2.
making all the moves to increase their military presence and potentially reignite the ongoing
conflict.
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Austria might have the worlds most perfect little piece of airspace. Wien (Vienna) FIR matches the
countries’ political boundaries perfectly. There is no ocean, no disputed boundaries, and no delegation of
ATC.

http://safeairspace.net
https://ops.group/blog/high-seas-airspace/


For most others, it’s not as straightforward. For some, it’s beyond complex.

So how do countries determine what their airspace looks like? Airspace overhead the actual
landmass belongs without question to the country, so that’s easy.

Then, from the shoreline out to 12nm are the Territorial Waters, as agreed by the UN Convention on the
Law of the Sea in 1982 – giving us “Territorial Waters Airspace”.

The next chunk is the 12nm-200nm area – the Exclusive Economic Zone. In aviation, this sometimes has
an effect on whether prior permission in the form of an Overflight Permit is required – Peru and Ecuador
have in the past claimed this requirement. Beyond this, International Waters exist.

In aviation, the term of reference has become High Seas Airspace, and is taken to refer to anything
outside the 12nm buffer where no country has sovereign jurisdiction over airspace. By international
agreement, chunks of airspace are assigned to individual countries to provide an ATC service, because we
prefer to have ATC watching us and providing separation, in comparison to trying to do it ourselves using
126.9 and TCAS.

As has been recently the case over the Black Sea, that agreement isn’t always unanimous, and ICAO
sometimes has to tread a difficult political line in assigning their preferred responsibility – last month
Ukraine opened up routes in “High Seas Airspace” that Russia also wanted to have a crack at managing.

The Baltic Sea has long been a generator of news stories of close encounters with the Bear (Tu-95),
this is because of the multitude of small chunks of High Seas Airspace that allow flights out of Russia
towards the UK and Europe. ICAO is concerned at the rising incidences of conflict between civil traffic
(that’s us) and military flights over the Baltic.

These military flights operate under Due Regard – but often don’t file flight plans and ATC know
nothing about them until they are pretty close to you. You’re unlikely to see them on TCAS either. So, that
regard is not so high.

We’ll continue the next time with a look at “No FIR Airspace” – those chunks of High Seas airspace where
nobody is in control, mysteriously marked “XXX” on our charts.

 

 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Territorial_waters
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/International_waters
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/International_waters
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