04-026 (July 7, 2004).  Proposed RNAV IFR Terminal Transition Routes (RITTR).  ISSUE:  At ACF meeting 04-01, AOPA presented a request to chart RNAV routings around/through Class B airspace areas.  The ACF RNAV Transition Working Group previously addressed this issue and elected to publish the route description and an associated graphic in the AFD.  AOPA now is requesting these routes be depicted on Area and Enroute Low Charts.  The ACF tentatively agreed to consider the AOPA proposal and the issue is being brought before the AISWG to address potential internal FAA coordination and implementation issues.

STATUS: 07-07-04 – Paul Ewing introduced this issue.  The initial plan is to publish no more than 4 routes (2 North-South and 2 East/West) for each Class B and C airspace area.  The routes would be “mini Q routes” originating and ending at a fix on the current airway structure.  The routes would be charted on area charts where available and on low enroute charts where area charts are not available.  Currently 12 routes are published for Charlotte and 9 are proposed for Cincinnati.  In addition to the chart clutter issue regarding enroute low charts, several questions arose during the discussion:

1. Will the routes be regulatory under Part 95?  Paul responded that this would be determined by ATA-400.

2. How will the routes be identified?  The group recommends using the 3-letter terminal identifier followed by a 2-number identifier; e.g. CLT01.  This will save Q-route identifiers.

3. How would they be charted?  The group recommends using blue since they are GPS/GNSS required.

4. Should an MEA be charted?  Brad Rush recommended that since radar monitoring is required, the minimum vectoring altitude should be specified as the MEA.

5. How many Class B and C areas are there?  Paul will research this.

6. Will the Charlotte and Cincinnati routes be reduced to 4 per terminal area?  Unknown.

Bill Hammett presented an alternate recommendation to charting the routes on area and enroute charts.  He proposes that RITTRs be considered a new non-regulatory product to support ATC traffic flows similar to SIDs and STARs.  The routes would be published in the TPP and should be able to be coded in avionics databases.  The routes would be documented on a 7100-series form and promulgated to the public through the NFDD.  This recommendation would bypass the regulatory processing issue and provide better pilot availability than the AFD.  IACC charting specs would have to be developed.  The group consensus was that this seemed a better methodology than using enroute charts.  Paul agreed to take the proposal back to his office for consideration and coordination with AOPA.  It was also proposed that NACO prepare sample charts depicting both the TPP and enroute/area chart methodology using Charlotte as an example.  OPEN.  

STATUS: 09-29-04 – There was much discussion and progress on this issue.  AOPA rejected the alternate proposal suggested by Bill Hammett at the last meeting (see above).  AOPA prefers that RITTRs be charted on low en route charts only, not area charts as initially thought.  At John Moore’s request, NACO prepared sample RITTR depictions on low altitude charts for Charlotte, Jacksonville, and Cincinnati.  The sample charts revealed routes that overlapped existing victor airways and many that were unnecessary.  Many also extended far beyond the Class B airspace and terminal area, which is contrary to the stated original intent.

The following responses were provided to the questions noted at the last meeting (see above):

1. Paul Ewing reported that ATA-400 determined that the routes would be regulatory.  Dockets would be prepared by the Region and processed through ATA-400

2. Paul briefed that Mexico and Canada have approved US use of “T” routes for RITTR.  Numbers T-200 through T-500 have been reserved.  There was some concern that 300 routes may be insufficient considering the number of Class B and Class C airspace areas (see#5 below).

3. Since the routes are GNSS only, they will be charted in blue.

4. A GNSS MEA will be charted.  Brad Rush confirmed that the MEA would be based on obstacle clearance and communications requirements only.  He also noted that radar would not be required, as the routes are regulatory.

5. Ray Nussear reported that there are 30 Class B and 122 Class C airspace areas.  Assuming 4 routes per area, if all areas develop RITTR, 728 route identifications would be required.

6. Paul briefed that there would be no hard and fast rule on the number of routes.

Paul briefed that an implementation date of 17 Mar 05 has been targeted for publication of the first three areas – CLT, JAX and CVG, all within the Southern Region.  Ray Nussear stated that for this to happen, a final rule bust be published NLT January 20.  Paul realizes that the suspense is short for this to occur.  Ray asked if the routes would be in the DACS and NFD.  The response was yes and Tom Schneider recommended they be included in the airway portion of the DACS.

Tom Schneider requested that Paul develop draft interim guidance for RITTR development for coordination among the group prior to inclusion in Order 7210.3.  Tom would then use this guidance as the basis for documentation and processing policy for Order 8260.19.  Bill Hammett recommended that the guidance be clear regarding overlapped routes.  John Moore suggested there be a requirement for ATC facilities to submit proposed RITTRs on an en route chart for review.  OPEN.

STATUS: 01-12-05 – Tom Schneider briefed that AFS-420, in concert with the NFPO, has developed policy guidance for RITTR documentation for inclusion in Order 8260.19.  The policy will be implemented via memorandum, which is currently at AFS-400 for signature, and subsequently included in the 8260.19D.  

Paul Ewing briefed that Air Traffic guidance has also been published.  RITTRs require a 45-day comment period under the rule-making process, which caused a delay in processing the routes for CLT.  Paul briefed that CLT, and possibly JAX, is now targeted for publication on July 7th.  CVG will follow on September 1st.  The routes for CLT, currently published in the AFD, will be cancelled by Southern region.  Paul briefed that the RITTR program will not be an AT initiative; rather, a proponent or user group will propose future routes.  Ray Nussear reminded the group that once published, changes to RITTRs will require rulemaking action and must be coordinated through ATA-400. 

Valerie Watson noted that the “T” identifier for RITTRs requires an IACC specification change.  She agreed to prepare and submit the RD.  OPEN.

STATUS 04-06-05 – Paul Ewing briefed that the NPRM for the CLT RITTRs will be published in the Federal Register for comment on April 18.  This should allow sufficient lead-time for public comment and publication on the proposed September 1 AIRAC charting date.  Paul Gallant stated that the NPRM for the Jacksonville and Cleveland RITTRs should follow in about two-weeks.  These RITTRs are targeted for publication on the October 27 AIRAC date.  There was much discussion regarding use of the “T” identification in the NPRM for the RNAV routes in Alaska under the CAPSTONE initiative. Verbal discussions at both the AISWG and the ACF led the membership to believe that the “T” would be used for RITTRs only.  It was agreed to close this issue as it was specific to RITTRs only and open a new issue for the “T” vs. “Q” identification issue (see new business issue 05-033).  CLOSED. 

