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Part I 
Instrument Flight Procedure (IFP) 
Process
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IFP Process

- December 1, 2024, phase-out of FAA Order JO 7100.41, 
Performance Based Navigation Implementation Process

- Transition to new AJT IFP SOP and AJV OSG IFP SOP. 
- Air Traffic and OSG responsibilities
- Working Groups mandatory but scalable

- Core WG: OSG Specialists, AT Fac Mgt, NATCA reps
- Full WG: add ECINA Specialists, SMEs, industry and primary 

airport owners/sponsors may be invited
- OSG is responsible for facilitation of WGs
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IFP Process

Select IFP 
Request Form to 
request an IFP 
action

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/flight_info/aeronav/procedures/
All requests for 
Instrument Flight 
Procedure (IFP) 
Actions must be 
made via the IFP 
Gateway

https://www.faa.gov/air_traffic/flight_info/aeronav/procedures/
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The IFP request form will 
ask for different information 
depending on the type of 
request

IFP Process
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IFP Process

Feasibility: The Flight Procedures Team will perform an 
initial feasibility analysis to determine the feasibility of the 
request. Feasibility asks the question “can it be developed.”

Some items considered at this time are:

- Is it duplicate request
- Does it comply with current criteria
- Is the infrastructure in place to support the request
- Determine the full scope of work
- Should it be combined with another existing project

IFP 
Gateway 
Request

Feasibility
Viability,

Justification
Prioritization

Coordination 
and Design

Development 
and 

Publication
Maintenance
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IFP Process

Viability, Justification, and Prioritization: The request will 
then be vetted for viability and justification and prioritized. 
Viability asks the question “should it be developed.”

Numerous FAA Orders and national initiatives are used in 
this process including:

- 8260.43
- 7100.41
- VOR minimum Operations Network (MON)
- National Procedure Assessment (NPA)

IFP 
Gateway 
Request

Feasibility
Viability,

Justification
Prioritization

Coordination 
and Design

Development 
and 

Publication
Maintenance
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IFP Process

If the project is approved to move forward, it will then be prioritized with 
other work in the NAS as appropriate. Prioritization and scheduling of 
procedures are no longer region specific. 

IFP 
Gateway 
Request

Feasibility
Viability,

Justification
Prioritization

Coordination 
and Design

Development 
and 

Publication
Maintenance
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IFP Process

Coordination and Design: Once the project has an assigned 
publication date, coordination will be accomplished with all affected 
parties. Coordination requirements vary and may include:

IFP 
Gateway 
Request

Feasibility
Viability,

Justification
Prioritization

Coordination 
and Design

Development 
and 

Publication
Maintenance

- Air Traffic Control
- Other FAA Lines of Business
- Industry
- Airport Manager
- User Groups

- Community
- Airspace
- Environmental
- Existing/Spillover Req’s
- Others as required
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IFP Process

Development and Publication: The project is then forwarded to 
Aeronautical Information Services (AIS) for development and 
publication. This process includes:
- Developing the proposed procedures designs
- Quality Control (QC) review
- Coding
- Flight inspection
- Charting and publication. 

IFP 
Gateway 
Request

Feasibility
Viability,

Justification
Prioritization

Coordination 
and Design

Development 
and 

Publication
Maintenance
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IFP Process

Maintenance: Active procedures are maintained by AIS and are 
reviewed biennially to ensure the designs meet current criteria and 
remain clear of obstructions. If any discrepancies are found, the 
procedure will be scheduled for amendment and a NOTAM may be 
issued if there is a safety concern (e.g. 20:1 visual surface 
penetration).

IFP 
Gateway 
Request

Feasibility
Viability,

Justification
Prioritization

Coordination 
and Design

Development 
and 

Publication
Maintenance
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Airport Design Considerations

AC 150/5300-13B Appendix K 
identifies airport design requirements 
for IFP development.

Circling only procedures may be 
authorized with no survey and basic 
(visual) markings. However, the 
minimums will be higher than could be 
achieved with a survey and/or with a 
straight-in procedure.

Straight-in procedures require at least:
• 3200’ x 60’ Rwy dimensions

• Can be shorter with 
minimums adjustment

• NPI markings
• NPI FAR 77 Approach Type
• NVG Survey
• LIRL/MIRL/HIRL (as appropriate)
• Holding Position Signs/Markings

Feasibility
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Procedure Design Considerations

8260-series
-3 Terminal Procedures (TERPS)
-19 Flight Procedures and Airspace
-46 Departures
-58 PBN

Once the airport facilities are found to 
support the procedure, we determine 
what the larger environment can 
support.

This is where the coordination 
happens between what is possible to 
add and what types of minima are 
helpful/flyable at the airport.

Feasibility
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Feasibility

An IFP is not always feasible

Example:
FAR 77 Surfaces at this 
airfield are contained in a 
fairly level river basin.

Airport elevation is 919 MSL
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Feasibility

Final Evaluation:
The feasibility analysis 
identified high terrain about 4 
nm west of the airport that 
requires an almost 5° 
descent angle to clear.
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Feasibility

Final Evaluation:
Offsetting the final angle 
more to the north encounters 
higher terrain 4.2 nm west of 
the airport and offsetting 
more to the south encounters 
higher terrain 2.3 nm 
southwest of the runway.
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Feasibility

Intermediate Evaluation:
Although it could be feasible 
to restrict aircraft categories 
to mitigate the terrain in final, 
mountains 11 nm west of the 
airport cause an intermediate 
descent well in excess of 
what criteria allows. This 
area cannot be avoided by 
offsetting the intermediate 
segment.

Due to these issues, the 
procedure is deemed not to 
be feasible.
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Feasibility



Federal Aviation
Administration

24

Dale Sickels
FAA Western Flight Procedures Office

dale.p.sickels@faa.gov
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