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Lower-Level Plan Upper-Level Plan

Baggage claim and rental car counter circulation undersized

Baggage screening and outbound baggage requires expansion to 
meet demand

Ticket queuing area and ticket counter space stressed during peak times

Security screening location and size present safety and operational 
inefficiencies

Departure lounges undersized

Concession locations and size impact airport revenue

Post-security restrooms size and location require evaluation due to over 
crowdedness.

Pre-security restroom locations are not visible to passengers.

Planning Considerations
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Peak Hour Forecasts
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*558 Enplanements

521 Deplanements

352 Enplanements 
(2019)

333 Deplanements 
(2019)

* The time of day which peaking occurs at FAR vary throughout the year. The time of day of the peak hour in the spring may vary from the time of day of 
the peak hour in the summer, however, the number of enplanements/deplanements should be around the same.



FAR Terminal Area Program 



FAR Terminal Concept Development 
Themes

Terminal Facade

Departure Lounge

(35’ depth for A320 Gates)

Circulation 

(20’ minimum recommended for single-

loaded concourses)

*Departure Lounge and 
Secure Circulation Layout*

Separates passenger boarding from 
passenger flow circulation

*Relocating concessions to 
post-security to enhance 

revenue generating 
opportunities*

*Enhancing the passenger 
experience at FAR by 

preserving flexible support 
space that can be used for 

lounges, sensory rooms, coat 
check, etc.*

*Provide additional queue 
space for Security Screening 

Checkpoint*

*Increase size of ticketing area 
to accommodate additional 

ticket counter space, 
infrastructure updates, and 

queuing area* 

*Enhance baggage make-up 
area for baggage and cart 

circulation to increase 
efficiency and safety*



Check-In Area Alternatives



Existing Conditions

Excessive space for ticket 
processing and baggage 
system

2

Queuing depth insufficient3

Baggage screening room 
has insufficient depth

1



Alternative 1- Optimize Existing Space

Relocate ticket counters 
and baggage line ±5’ to 
north

2

Add ±5’ of queuing depth3

Maintain wall between 
ticket counters and airline 
ticket offices

1

Maintain front façade
alignment

4



Alternative 2- Expand Existing Ticketing 
Area

Optimize space between 
ticket counters and 
baggage system 

2

Add ±7’ of queuing depth3

Relocates wall between 
ticket counters and airline 
ticket offices ±13’ to the 
north

1

Add ±6 of additional 
circulation

4

Maintain front façade 
alignment

5



Check-In Area Alternative Evaluation

1 2

Targets long term goals  

Ease of phasing of additions through time 

Minimum construction impact to maintain operations 

Improves queuing  

Improves passenger circulation 

Adaptable to industry trends for ticketing areas such as two-step bag drop or common-

use 
 

Evaluation Crititeria
Alternatives

1 2

Targets long term goals  

Ease of phasing of additions through time 

Minimum construction impact to maintain operations 

Improves queuing  

Improves passenger circulation 

Adaptable to industry trends for ticketing areas such as two-step bag drop or common-

use 
 

Evaluation Crititeria
Alternatives



Security Screening Checkpoint and 
Concourse Alternatives



Existing Conditions

Circulation corridor 
insufficient in width and 
separates departure 
lounge from passenger 
boarding bridge door

2
SSCP queuing area 
insufficient and backs 
up to escalators

3

Passenger flow 
congestion with SSCP 
reconciliation area

1

SSCP divides the 
terminal

4



Alternative 1 – SSCP Remains

- Security Screening Checkpoint (SSCP) remains
- Existing pre-secure concessions become post-

secure
- Circulation corridor moves behind all existing 

gates
- Existing gate 1 and 2 relocates to new expansion



Alternative 2 – SSCP Relocates

- SSCP relocates to existing pre-secure concessions space
- Existing SSCP space becomes concessions and 

departure lounge space
- Circulation corridor moves behind all existing gates
- Proposed expansion remains in alignment with north 

face of existing terminal
- Gate 1 relocates to new expansion



Alternative 3 – SSCP Relocates, Straight Circulation 
Alignment

- SSCP relocates to existing pre-secure concessions 
space

- Existing SSCP space becomes concessions and 
departure lounge space

- Circulation corridor moves behind all existing gates 
and in a straight alignment throughout existing and 
new concourse

- Gate 1 relocates to new expansion



Preferred Lower-Level Alternative

- Airline ticket counters pushed back an additional ±5’ 
for additional queuing 

- Separate baggage carousels 1 and 2 30’ to provide 
additional circulation

- Expand baggage screening room to allow for 
additional screening equipment

- Expand outbound baggage make-up area to 
improve ground service equipment circulation

- Relocate rental counters to allow for queuing and 
larger offices



Alternative 1 Plan



Alternative 2 Plan



Alternative 3 Plan



Alternative 1 – Looking Northwest



Alternative 2 – Looking Northwest



Alternative 3 – Looking Northwest



Alternative 1 – Looking Southwest



Alternative 2 – Looking Southwest



Alternative 3 – Looking Southwest



SSCP/Concourse Alternative Evaluation

1

2

3

- Security Screening Checkpoint (SSCP) 
remains

- Existing pre-secure concessions become post-
secure

- Circulation corridor moves behind all existing 
gates

- Gate 1 and 2 relocates to new expansion

- SSCP relocates to existing pre-secure 
concessions space

- Existing SSCP space becomes concessions 
and departure lounge space

- Circulation corridor moves behind all existing 
gates

- Proposed expansion remains in alignment 
with north face of existing terminal

- Gate 1 relocates to new expansion

- SSCP relocates to existing pre-secure 
concessions space

- Existing SSCP space becomes concessions 
and departure lounge space

- Circulation corridor moves behind all existing 
gates and in a straight alignment throughout 
existing and new concourse

- Gate 1 relocates to new expansion



SSCP/Concourse Alternative Evaluation
1 2 3

Concourse

New construction maintains some current gates   

Creates opportunity to expand concession operations   

Creates opportunity to improve passenger experience with flexible space   

Allows for future expansion   

Proposed expansion maintains existing façade alignment on north face of concourse 

Departure lounges sufficient in size  

TSA Security Checkpoint

Configuration allows maximum passenger flow through TSA checkpoint  

Provides adequate queueing for SSCP  

Relocates current TSA offices   

Allows for future expansion  

Exit lane separates deplaning passengers from enplaning passengers  

Provides adequate recompose area  

Long queuing lines will avoid backing-up on vertical circulation  

Secure Ciruclation

Circulation maximizes straight alignments throughout existing and new concourse 

Ease of wayfinding  

Adequate space for meeter/greeter   

Circulation separates deplaning passengers from enplaning passengers  

General Considerations

Minimal impact to landside dock operations and parking  

Improves ground service equipment maneueverability and baggage operations   

Targets long term goals  

Ease of phasing of additions through time 

Minimum construction impact to maintain operations  

Evaluation Crititeria
Alternatives
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Rough Order of Magnitude Costs

Brandon to provide



Recommended Alternative –
Alternative 3



Recommended Alternative –
Alternative 3



Next Steps
 Refine Preferred Concept

 Financial Feasibility

 Public Information Session

 FAA Meeting- AIP Eligibility Review Meeting (September 2022*)

Four 
month 

process
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SSCP/Concourse Alternative Evaluation

1

2

3

- Security Screening Checkpoint (SSCP) 
remains

- Existing pre-secure concessions become post-
secure

- Circulation corridor moves behind all existing 
gates

- Gate 1 and 2 relocates to new expansion

- SSCP relocates to existing pre-secure 
concessions space

- Existing SSCP space becomes concessions 
and departure lounge space

- Circulation corridor moves behind all existing 
gates

- Proposed expansion remains in alignment 
with north face of existing terminal

- Gate 1 relocates to new expansion

- SSCP relocates to existing pre-secure 
concessions space

- Existing SSCP space becomes concessions 
and departure lounge space

- Circulation corridor moves behind all existing 
gates and in a straight alignment throughout 
existing and new concourse

- Gate 1 relocates to new expansion


