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Table 4-2: Controlling Design Criteria 
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The Controlling Design Criteria would be used as a reference for each Alternative to ensure: 
a. Minimum ADOT/FHWA standards are being met 
b. If any variances or design exceptions would require FHWA approval 
c. Once min standards are met, which FMPO/City/NAIPTA standard is preferred 
d. Understanding that if max ADOT standards are exceeded, it would be the local agency's responsibility to fund such enhancements 
e. Ensure that we do not recommend enhancements that exceed FMPO/City/NAIPTA policy/standards 
f. Prior to Tier 2 Analysis, we could review each alternative to ensure and reach consensus on a spec that meets the Controlling Design Criteria 

 

FMPO/City/NAIPTA Assumptions: 
• Widths include the curb to its face 
• Assumptions about widths of BRT center running features 
• Center lane breakdown 
• Side running lane 
• Buffers could be added at for safety/ landscape + beautification – approximate 2’ each side (4’ total) 
• Some of the Preferred Minimum and Maximum Standards do not meet the City of Flagstaff’s current engineering standards. The City of Flagstaff is in the process of updating its engineering standards and requested that the Preferred 

Minimum/Maximum standards, as shown in the Controlling Design Criteria be utilized. 
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