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❖ Paragraph 2.7 says that eliminating FLAS would further decrease the estimated collision

risk in the airspace at the RASMAG/26 meeting.

❖ But, the difference in number between with FLAS and without FLAS is minimal and

statistically not significant.

❖ FLAS has been employed for a long time as a proven safety measure to avoid traffic

conflictions at intersection of north-south and east-west ATS routes.

ATM/SG/9 - Flimsy 03 
01-05/11/2021



❖ APAC Seamless ANS Plan 7.35

7.35 Priority for FLAS level allocations should be given to higher density ATS routes over lower density ATS routes. 

FLAS should comply with Annex 2, Appendix 3a unless part of an OTS. FLAS other than OTS should only be utilised for 

safety and efficiency reasons within: 

a) Category R airspace with the agreement of all ANSPs that provide services: 

• within the airspace concerned; and 

• within adjacent airspace which is affected by the FLAS; or 

b) Category S airspace with the agreement of all ANSPs that provide services: 

• where crossing track conflictions occur within 50NM of the FIRB; and 

• ATS surveillance coverage does not overlap the FIRB concerned, or ATS surveillance data is not exchanged between the 

ATC units concerned. 

❖ Crossing points (PONIK, NIRAT) are located within 50NM of the FIR boundary.

❖ Incheon ACC has full coverage of ATS surveillance over the whole Incheon FIR, however,

ATS surveillance data is not exchanged between Incheon ACC and Fukuoka ACC.
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❖ ATS surveillance capability of Incheon ACC

• ADS-B COVERAGE• RADAR COVERAGE
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❖ It is believed that those points which are very close to FIR boundary between Fukuoka FIR

and Incheon FIR are “POTET” and “BIGIT”.
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❖ Letter of Agreement (LoA) between Incheon ACC and Fukuoka ACC says following as below.

❖ According to LoA 5.a.(1).(b), Incheon ACC shall not assign FL240, FL280, FL300 and FL400

without prior coordination with Fukuoka ACC. These altitudes are exactly same as FLAS of

AKARA airspace. This is also FLAS.
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❖ The final report of the RASMAG/26, Appendix D, says following as below.
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❖ The consensus between three States dated on 25 December 2020 is not the removal of

FLAS. The consensus was rather that “KOCA(ROK) will consider Japan in ensuring a fair

and equitable use of optimum flight levels”.

❖ After phase 1 implementation as of 25 March this year, as a single ATC unit at crossing

points, Incheon ACC of ROK is applying the increased use of Non-FLAS altitudes in

consideration of traffic conditions. This means Incheon ACC is providing Fukuoka ACC with

active support to enable them to assign Non-FLAS altitudes to the east-west route when

there are no aircraft flying on north-south route.

❖ Since the FLAS is basically a subject of discussion between ATS units, it should be

discussed first between States concerned. So ROK suggests discussing FLAS issue with

Japan through bilateral meeting.
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