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Common name Species Status 
Species 

Excluded 
Reasons for exclusion 

Northern harrier Circus cyaneus Forest Service 
Sensitive 

No No detection during survey 

Swainson’s Hawk Buteo swainsoni  
 

Federal Species of 
Concern 

No No detection during survey 

Grasshopper 
sparrow 

Ammodramus 
savannarum  
 

Forest Service 
Sensitive 

Yes Native species range does not 
meet area requirements 

Fish 
Plains Minnow Hybognathus plactius State Endangered Yes Suitable habitat is not evident in 

project site 
Plains topminnow Fundulus sciadicus Forest Service 

Sensitive 
Yes Suitable habitat is not evident in 

project site 
Flannelmouth 
Sucker 

Catostomus latipinnis 
 

Forest Service 
Sensitive 

Yes Suitable habitat is not evident in 
project site 

Amphibians 
Northern leopard 
frog 

Lithobates pipiens Forest Service 
Sensitive 

No No detection during survey 

Plains leopard frog 
Lithobates  blairi Forest Service 

Sensitive 
Yes Range does not overlap with 

project site 
Species list was sourced from U.S. Forest Service https://www.fs.usda.gov Rocky Mountain Region and USFWS Migratory 
birds for the Mountain-Prairie Region updated 2017.  
Migratory bird list was sourced from USFWS Birds of Conservation Concern  
 https://www.fws.gov/birds/management/managed-species/birds-of-conservation-concern.php. 

Historically Swift fox (Vulpes velox) populations declined due to habitat fragmentation and loss, competition, 
trapping, and collateral damage when trying to kill wolves. In Colorado they are listed as Special Concern and 
classified as a sensitive species by USFS Region 2. They range throughout western United States but are found in 
higher abundances in Colorado than Montana, Nebraska, and South Dakota, where they still have not reached 
historical population levels. The fox appears to not be affected by heavily grazed ecosystems and can be found 
in a variety of habitat types that include short-grass and mid-grass prairies, including a variety of agricultural 
land types. In these areas, vegetation is typically dominated by blue grama, buffalograss, western wheatgrass, 
and sagebrush. Fox dens have been found in areas with low vegetation on slight slopes in well-drained sites, 
with soil types that include silty loam or loam. The species are not directly reliant on riparian areas and can be 
found up to 3 miles away from any source of water. (Marks et al., 2005). No dens were sighted in the Project 
area. Due to the size of the proposed Project area, there should be minimal impacts to swift fox populations.  

The bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) is found only in North America (CPW, n.d.). Populations declined in 
the early-mid 20th century due to impacts from pesticides (mainly DDT), disturbance and loss of trees for nesting 
habitat. The eagle was consequently placed on the Endangered Species List. However, with the ban on the 
pesticide DDT and protection of nesting habitat, the eagles have substantially recovered, with Endangered 
status reduced to Threatened in 1995 and with further recovery was de-listed nationally. The bald eagle was 
removed from the Colorado list of threatened and endangered species in 2009. Bald eagles can be found 

https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/r2/landmanagement/?cid=stelprdb5390116
https://www.fws.gov/birds/management/managed-species/birds-of-conservation-concern.php
https://www.fws.gov/birds/management/managed-species/birds-of-conservation-concern.php








https://cpw.state.co.us/Documents/WildlifeSpecies/Grasslands/SwiftFox.pdf
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Executive Summary 
 

JR Engineering (JR) has completed a review of the traffic impacts resulting from the proposed development of 

the Trilby & College Paired-Residential Community (Project) in Fort Collins, Colorado (City). 

 

The objectives of this Traffic Impact Study (TIS) are: 

 

 Estimate site-generated traffic and route trips onto adjacent streets. 

 Perform traffic operations analysis for 2024 Opening Day and 2045 Future scenarios. 

 Make recommendations for roadway improvements to accommodate new traffic. 

 

The methodology, content, and findings of this TIS are consistent with the following documents: 

 

 Larimer County Urban Area Street Standards (LCUASS) – Chapter 4 – Transportation Impact Study 

 

The base assumptions form according to LCUASS is included in Appendix A. 

 

Key Findings of this TIS 
 

 Levels of Service 

o Most movements operate at LOS D or better in 2022, with the exception of some movements 

at the signalized intersections, which operate at LOS E or F. 

o Most movements are expected to operate at LOS D or better in 2024. Planned improvements at 

the intersection of Trilby & College are expected to improve operations. 

o Some movements are expected to operate at LOS E or F in 2045. 

 Queue Lengths 

o Most queue lengths at the study intersections are acceptable. 

o Some queues may interfere with driveways, turn lanes, and minor streets. 

 Pedestrian Facilities 

o Existing pedestrian facilities are mostly satisfactory. 

o Improvements will be made to sidewalks and signalized intersection crossings. 

 Recommendations 

o JR recommends an eastbound right turn lane at Trilby & College by 2024. This would be an 

interim mitigation jointly funded between the City and the Project. 
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Introduction 
 

JR has completed a review of the existing and forecasted traffic operations in the vicinity of the planned Trilby 

& College Paired-Residential Community. A vicinity map is included in Figure 1. 

 

 
Figure 1: Vicinity Map 
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Land Uses 
 

The Project is anticipated to contain the following land uses: 

 

 Residential (268 dwelling units) 

o Duplex (38 dwelling units) 

o Townhome (230 dwelling units) 

 6,500 S.F. Recreation Center 

 11.6 Acres of Open Space 

 

Study Intersections 
 

Six intersections were analyzed as part of this TIS. Five of them are external to the site, and one is internal. The 

study intersections, along with a site plan, are shown in Figure 2. 

 

Trilby & College Intersection Improvements 
 

Improvements are planned for the intersection of Trilby Road & College Avenue, including the following: 

 

 Widening Trilby Road to accommodate two through lanes in each direction 

 Adding NB and SB dual left turn lanes 

 Adding EB and WB right turn lanes 

 

These improvements are being designed by the City of Fort Collins. Discussions will be held with the City to 

determine to what extent the Project will need to contribute to these improvements. For the purposes of this 

TIS, it is assumed that these improvements will be completed by 2024, the anticipated opening day of the 

Project. However, JR also analyzed a “no-build” scenario in which these improvements are not completed by 

2024. In this case, JR recommends that an eastbound right turn lane be added to the intersection as an interim 

mitigation. This turn lane is warranted with existing traffic volumes and should be jointly funded between the 

City and the Project. 

 

Trilby & Mars Intersection South Leg 
 

The intersection of Trilby & Mars will be a T-intersection in 2024. By 2045, there is expected to be a south leg 

to this intersection. A nominal amount of background traffic was added to this south leg in the 2045 condition. 
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Figure 2: Site Plan and Study Intersections 
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Traffic Volumes and Distribution 
 

Existing Traffic Volumes 
 

Existing traffic volumes were obtained on Wednesday, April 27, 2022 by All Traffic Data Services for each of 

the external intersections. Traffic counts are included in Appendix C. Existing volumes are shown in Figure 5. 

 

Background Traffic 
 

Growth Rate 
 

JR applied a 1% growth rate to the existing traffic volumes to account for future regional development. This 

growth rate is consistent with the reference traffic impact studies, described below. 

 

Reference Traffic Impact Studies 
 

In addition to the 1% growth rate, JR considered the traffic impacts from nearby developments. A map 

showing these developments in relation to the Project site is shown in Figure 3. The following developments 

(each analyzed by Delich Associates) were considered for this TIS: 

 

 Mars Landing – This development was analyzed in August 2019. Site-generated traffic volumes from 

this future development were added to the background traffic for this TIS. 

 Sun Communities – This development was analyzed in March 2021. Site-generated traffic volumes 

from this future development were added to the background traffic for this TIS. 

 South College Storage – This development was analyzed in March 2017. Since the development is 

already built and operational, no site-generated traffic was added for this TIS. 

 Lakeview on the Rise – This development was analyzed in February 2016. Since the development is 

already built and operational, no site-generated traffic was added for this TIS. 

 

Background traffic volumes are shown in Figure 7 (2024) and Figure 9 (2045). 
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Site-Generated Traffic Volumes 
 

Site-generated traffic volumes were estimated using ITE Trip Generation Manual, 10th Edition. The Trilby & 

College development is expected to generate the following trips: 

 

 Average Daily Trips: 2,239 

 AM Peak Entering Site: 38 

 AM Peak Exiting Site: 107 

 PM Peak Entering Site: 113 

 PM Peak Exiting Site: 70 

 

A trip generation report is included in Appendix D. Site-generated traffic volumes are shown in Figure 6. 

 

Distribution of Site-Generated Traffic 
 

Site-generated traffic was routed onto adjacent streets according to the distribution in Figure 4. 

 

Total Traffic 
 

Total traffic is the sum of background and site-generated traffic. JR forecasted total traffic volumes at the 

study intersections in the years 2024 (Opening Day) and 2045 (Future). Total traffic volumes are shown in 

Figure 8 (2024) and Figure 10 (2045). 
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Figure 3: Reference Traffic Impact Studies 
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Figure 4: Site-Generated Traffic Distribution 
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Existing (2022) Traffic Volumes

Existing traffic volumes at the external study intersections are included in Figure 5. Existing lane geometry is shown.

Figure 5: Existing (2022) Traffic Volumes
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Site-Generated Traffic Volumes

Site-generated traffic volumes at the study intersections are included in Figure 6.

Figure 6: Site-Generated Traffic Volumes
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Opening Day (2024) Background Traffic Volumes

2024 background traffic volumes at the study intersections are included in Figure 7. Proposed lane geometry is shown.

Figure 7: Opening Day (2024) Background Traffic Volumes
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Opening Day (2024) Total Traffic Volumes

2024 total traffic volumes at the study intersections are included in Figure 8. Proposed lane geometry is shown.

Figure 8: Opening Day (2024) Total Traffic Volumes
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Future (2045) Background Traffic Volumes

2045 background traffic volumes at the study intersections are included in Figure 9. Proposed lane geometry is shown.

Figure 9: Future (2045) Background Traffic Volumes
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Future (2045) Total Traffic Volumes

2045 total traffic volumes at the study intersections are included in Figure 10. Proposed lane geometry is shown.

Figure 10: Future (2045) Total Traffic Volumes
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Traffic Operations Analysis 
 

Traffic operations were analyzed using HCM 6th Edition methodology. Synchro reports are included in 

Appendix E. 

 

Levels of Service 
 

JR analyzed each of the study intersections for peak hour level of service (LOS). Table 1 includes the LOS for 

each movement in the existing condition (2022). Table 2 includes the forecasted LOS for background traffic 

and total traffic in the year 2024. Table 3 includes the forecasted LOS for background traffic and total traffic in 

the year 2045. In each of these tables, seconds of delay are shown in parentheses for movements operating at 

LOS F. 

 

Table 1: 2022 Existing Levels of Service 

 Intersection Movement 
AM Peak 

LOS 
PM Peak 

LOS 

 
E1 – Skyway & Mars 

NB Approach A A 

SB Approach A A 

 
E2 – Skyway & College* 

EB Approach D E 

WB Approach D E 

NB Left A A 

NB Through A A 

NB Right A A 

SB Left A A 

SB Through A A 

SB Right A A 

OVERALL A A 

 
E3 – Access & College EB Right B C 

 
E4 – Trilby & College* 

EB Left F (163s) F (123s) 

EB Through/Right F (109s) F (135s) 

WB Left D E 

WB Through/Right D F (89s) 

NB Left B E 

NB Through C C 

NB Right B B 

SB Left C C 

SB Through A C 

SB Right A B 

OVERALL D D 

  *Existing signal timing collected from reference traffic impact studies 
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Table 2: 2024 Opening Day Levels of Service 

 
Intersection Movement 

AM Peak LOS PM Peak LOS 

 
Background 

Traffic 
Total 

Traffic 
Background 

Traffic 
Total 

Traffic 

 

E1 – Skyway & 
Mars 

NB Approach A A A A 

SB Approach A B A B 

 

E2 – Skyway & 
College 

EB Approach D D D D 

WB Approach D C D D 

NB Left A A B B 

NB Through A C A A 

NB Right A B A A 

SB Left A B A A 

SB Through A A B B 

SB Right A A A A 

OVERALL A B A B 

 

E3 – Local & 
College 

EB Right B B C C 

 

E4 – Trilby & 
College* 

EB Left D E D D 

EB Through D D D D 

EB Right A A A A 

WB Left C D D D 

WB Through D D D D 

WB Right A A A A 

NB Left D D D E 

NB Through C B B B 

NB Right A A A A 

SB Left D D D E 

SB Through B A C C 

SB Right A A A A 

OVERALL C C C C 

 

E5 – Trilby & 
Mars 

EB Left N/A A N/A A 

SB Approach N/A D N/A D 

 
I1 – Local & Mars 

EB Approach N/A A N/A A 

WB Approach N/A A N/A A 

  *Levels of service assume full build-out of improvements to the Trilby & College intersection 

 

  



 

 

Trilby & College – Traffic Impact Study  20 | P a g e  
 

 

Table 3: 2045 Future Levels of Service 

 
Intersection Movement 

AM Peak LOS PM Peak LOS 

 
Background 

Traffic 
Total 

Traffic 
Background 

Traffic 
Total 

Traffic 

 

E1 – Skyway & 
Mars 

NB Approach A A A A 

SB Approach B B B B 

 

E2 – Skyway & 
College 

EB Approach D D E E 

WB Approach D D D D 

NB Left A A C D 

NB Through A A A A 

NB Right A A A A 

SB Left A A A A 

SB Through A B C C 

SB Right A A A A 

OVERALL A B B B 

 

E3 – Local & 
College 

EB Right B B C D 

 

E4 – Trilby & 
College* 

EB Left E F (138s) E F (96s) 

EB Through D D D E 

EB Right A A A A 

WB Left D D E E 

WB Through D D E E 

WB Right A A A A 

NB Left E E F (93s) F (92s) 

NB Through C C C C 

NB Right A A A A 

SB Left E E E E 

SB Through C C B B 

SB Right A A A A 

OVERALL D D D D 

 

E5 – Trilby & 
Mars 

EB Left A A A A 

WB Left A A A A 

NB Approach D E E E 

SB Approach D F (66s) E F (70s) 

 
I1 – Local & Mars 

EB Approach N/A A N/A A 

WB Approach N/A A N/A A 

  *Levels of service assume full build-out of improvements to the Trilby & College intersection 
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No-Build Scenario at Trilby & College Intersection 
 

JR analyzed a no-build scenario at the intersection of Trilby & College. In this scenario, it was assumed that the 

proposed improvements to the Trilby & College intersection do not get built by 2024. 

 

Levels of service for this scenario are included in Table 4. JR considered three conditions: (1) background 

traffic with no intersection improvements, (2) total traffic with no intersection improvements, and (3) total 

traffic with an eastbound right turn lane installed as a mitigation. Seconds of delay are shown in parentheses 

for movements operating at LOS F. 

 

Table 4: 2024 Opening Day Levels of Service – No-Build at Trilby & College 

 

Intersection Movement 

AM Peak LOS PM Peak LOS 

 
Back-

ground 
Traffic 

Total 
Traffic 

Total 
Traffic 

with EBR 

Back-
ground 
Traffic 

Total 
Traffic 

Total 
Traffic 

with EBR 

 

E4 – Trilby 
& College 

EB Left F (81s) F (81s) F (81s) F (102s) F (102s) F (99s) 

EB T/R F (92s) F (116s) N/A F (140s) F (167s) N/A 

EB Through N/A N/A D N/A N/A D 

EB Right N/A N/A D N/A N/A D 

WB Left E E C F (108s) F (96s) D 

WB T/R F (114s) F (123s) F (116s) F (127s) F (142s) F (134s) 

NB Left E E E F (121s) F (160s) F (120s) 

NB Through D D D D D D 

NB Right C C C C C C 

SB Left F (103s) F (123s) F (97s) F (93s) F (100s) F (94s) 

SB Through D D D E E E 

SB Right C C C C C C 

OVERALL E E D E F (82s) E 

 

 

Discussion on Levels of Service 
 

In the existing condition (2022), most movements operate satisfactorily (LOS D or better). However, some 

movements at the signalized intersections operate poorly at LOS E or F. As discussed previously in this TIS, 

improvements are planned for the intersection of Trilby & College to address operational concerns. 

 

In the year 2024, levels of service for background traffic are mostly expected to be satisfactory (LOS D or 

better). Total traffic operations are expected to be similar, with only minor impacts from site-generated 

traffic. Some movements may operate at LOS E. 
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In the year 2045, some movements may reach LOS E or F under background traffic conditions. However, most 

movements are anticipated to operate at LOS D or better. Under total traffic conditions, levels of service are 

similar, with only minor impacts from site-generated traffic. The southbound approach of the intersection of 

Trilby & Mars is expected to operate at LOS F with total traffic. Also, the eastbound left movement at Trilby & 

College is expected to fail with total traffic. 

 

In the no-build scenario at Trilby & College, multiple movements are expected to fail in 2024 with both 

background and total traffic. The recommended eastbound right turn lane improves traffic operations to 

similar conditions as the background traffic scenario. 

 

Queue Lengths 
 

JR analyzed each of the study intersections for 95th percentile queue lengths using HCM 6th Edition 

methodology. Table 5 includes the queue lengths for the year 2022 with existing traffic. Table 6 includes the 

queue lengths for the year 2024 with total traffic. Table 7 includes the queue lengths for the year 2045 with 

total traffic. 

 

Table 5: 2022 Existing 95th Percentile Queue Lengths 

 Intersection Movement 
AM Peak 

Queue (ft) 
PM Peak 

Queue (ft) 

 
E1 – Skyway & Mars 

NB Approach <25 <25 

SB Approach <25 <25 

 
E2 – Skyway & College 

EB Approach 125 116 

WB Approach 60 100 

NB Left <25 <25 

NB Through 294 141 

NB Right <25 <25 

SB Left <25 <25 

SB Through 226 536 

SB Right <25 <25 

 
E3 – Local & College EB Right <25 <25 

 
E4 – Trilby & College 

EB Left 310 224 

EB Through/Right 578 561 

WB Left 112 167 

WB Through/Right 397 503 

NB Left 89 313 

NB Through 490 488 

NB Right <25 41 

SB Left 92 197 

SB Through 262 485 

SB Right 30 105 
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Table 6: 2024 Opening Day 95th Percentile Queue Lengths 

 Intersection Movement 
AM Peak 

Queue (ft) 
PM Peak 

Queue (ft) 

 
E1 – Skyway & Mars 

NB Approach <25 <25 

SB Approach <25 <25 

 
E2 – Skyway & College 

EB Approach 212 144 

WB Approach 55 84 

NB Left <25 <25 

NB Through 540 358 

NB Right <25 <25 

SB Left <25 <25 

SB Through 233 690 

SB Right <25 <25 

 
E3 – Local & College EB Right <25 <25 

 
E4 – Trilby & College* 

EB Left 212 126 

EB Through 124 110 

EB Right 79 66 

WB Left 104 122 

WB Through 103 126 

WB Right 70 37 

NB Left 86 144 

NB Through 454 415 

NB Right <25 30 

SB Left 58 80 

SB Through 254 580 

SB Right <25 76 

 
E5 – Trilby & Mars 

EB Left <25 <25 

SB Approach <25 <25 

 
I1 – Local & Mars 

EB Approach <25 <25 

WB Approach <25 <25 

 *Queue lengths assume full build-out of improvements to the Trilby & College intersection 
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Table 7: 2045 Future 95th Percentile Queue Lengths 

 Intersection Movement 
AM Peak 

Queue (ft) 
PM Peak 

Queue (ft) 

 
E1 – Skyway & Mars 

NB Approach <25 <25 

SB Approach <25 <25 

 
E2 – Skyway & College 

EB Approach 303 305 

WB Approach 72 157 

NB Left <25 27 

NB Through 289 289 

NB Right <25 <25 

SB Left <25 <25 

SB Through 307 1145 

SB Right <25 29 

 
E3 – Local & College EB Right <25 <25 

 
E4 – Trilby & College* 

EB Left 293 282 

EB Through 163 193 

EB Right 165 149 

WB Left 134 217 

WB Through 140 237 

WB Right 120 66 

NB Left 112 229 

NB Through 694 679 

NB Right <25 68 

SB Left 80 122 

SB Through 442 923 

SB Right 73 89 

 
E5 – Trilby & Mars 

EB Left <25 <25 

WB Left <25 <25 

NB Approach <25 <25 

SB Approach 48 38 

 
I1 – Local & Mars 

EB Approach <25 <25 

WB Approach <25 <25 

 *Queue lengths assume full build-out of improvements to the Trilby & College intersection 
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No-Build Scenario at Trilby & College Intersection 
 

JR analyzed a no-build condition at the intersection of Trilby & College. In this condition, JR assumed total 

2024 traffic volumes with existing lane geometry (no improvements) at Trilby & College. 95th percentile queue 

lengths for this scenario are included in Table 8. 

 

Table 8: 2024 Opening Day Queue Lengths – No-Build at Trilby & College 

 Intersection Movement 
AM Peak 

LOS 
PM Peak 

LOS 

 
E4 – Trilby & College 

EB Left 305 263 

EB Through/Right 617 696 

WB Left 164 257 

WB Through/Right 520 672 

NB Left 225 432 

NB Through 613 644 

NB Right <25 73 

SB Left 174 354 

SB Through 388 895 

SB Right <25 114 

 

 

Discussion on Queue Lengths 
 

In 2022, a few concerns with queuing exist: 

 

 SBT queuing at Skyway & College may block access to the southbound turn lanes. 

 Eastbound queuing at Trilby & College may block access to the church driveway. 

 Westbound queuing at Trilby & College may block multiple driveways and Debra Drive. 

 NBT queuing at Trilby & College may block access to the northbound turn lanes. 

 SBT queuing at Trilby & College may block access to the southbound turn lanes. 

 

In 2024, queuing is expected to improve substantially at the intersection of Trilby & College, as a result of 

planned improvements. Still, the following concerns with queuing exist: 

 

 NBT queuing at Skyway & College may block access to the northbound turn lanes. 

 SBT queuing at Skyway & College may block access to the southbound turn lanes. 

 NBT queuing at Trilby & College may block access to the northbound turn lanes. 

 SBT queuing at Trilby & College may block access to the southbound turn lanes. 
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In 2045, queue lengths are expected to be greater than those in 2024 as a result of larger traffic volumes. Still, 

the concerns with queuing are generally the same as in 2024, with one additional concern: 

 

 SBT queuing at Skyway & College may block the intersection of Saturn & College, in addition to 

blocking access to the southbound turn lanes at Skyway Drive. 

 

In the no-build scenario at Trilby & College, queuing issues are anticipated in 2024 with total traffic. Turn lanes 

are not sufficiently long to handle the expected queues. Additionally, some queue lengths would likely affect 

upstream intersections and driveways. 

 

Comparison of Queuing with Background Traffic vs. Total Traffic 
 

Queuing for the NBT/SBT movements along College Avenue is mostly a result of background traffic. Site-

generated traffic has only a minor impact on these queue lengths. 

 

Site-generated traffic has a more significant impact on NB/SB turning movements along College Avenue, as 

well as EB/WB movements along Skyway Drive and Trilby Road. 
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Pedestrian and Bicycle Analysis 
 

Existing Pedestrian Facilities 
 

Existing sidewalks are located in the following places near the Project site: 

 

 South side of Skyway Drive, between Gateway Center Drive and College Avenue 

 East side of Mars Drive, between Skyway Drive and northern limit of Project site 

 West side of College Avenue, between RIRO intersection and Trilby Road 

 North side of Trilby Road, between church access and College Avenue 

 

In the existing condition, sidewalks are absent at the following places: 

 

 West side of College Avenue, between Skyway Drive and RIRO intersection 

 North side of Trilby Road, between western limit of Project site and church access 

 

Existing Bicycle Facilities 
 

Skyway Drive: A bicycle lane exists on the south side. No bicycle lane is present on the north side. 

 

College Avenue: No bicycle lanes are present on either side. Intermittent shoulders may be used by cyclists. 

 

Trilby Road: Shoulders exist on both sides and may be used by cyclists. 

 

Links to Neighboring Land Uses 
 

JR analyzed pedestrian links to other land uses within 1,320 feet of the Project site. Figure 11 shows the 

approximate area analyzed. Additionally, schools within 1.5 miles of the site were considered. The pedestrian 

analysis worksheet according to LCUASS is included in Appendix B. 

 

Improvements will be made to local pedestrian facilities including sidewalks and signalized intersection 

crossings. Specifically, sidewalks will be added along Trilby Road and College Avenue as part of the Project. The 

planned improvements to the Trilby & College intersection are expected to enhance pedestrian crossings. 
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Figure 11: Pedestrian Analysis Area 
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Conclusion 
 

Below is a summary of conclusions and findings of this TIS. 

 

Levels of Service 
 

2022: In the existing condition, most intersection movements operate satisfactorily (LOS D or better). 

However, some movements at the signalized intersections face operational issues, including some movements 

at LOS E or F. 

 

2024: Most movements at the study intersections are expected to operate at LOS D or better in 2024 with 

total traffic. Levels of service at the intersection of Trilby & College are expected to improve as a result of the 

planned intersection improvements. 

 

2045: Most movements at the study intersections are expected to operate at LOS D or better in 2045 with 

total traffic. However, multiple study intersections may experience movements that operate at LOS E or F. 

 

Queue Lengths 
 

Estimated 95th percentile queues are mostly acceptable. However, a few operational concerns exist, including: 

 

 NBT/SBT movements along College Avenue may block access to NB/SB turn lanes at both Skyway Drive 

and Trilby Road. 

 SBT movement at Skyway & College has an estimated queue of 1,145 feet in 2045, which may interfere 

with access to Saturn Drive to the north. 

 

Pedestrian Facilities 
 

Pedestrian facilities are mostly satisfactory in the vicinity of the Project site due to the area’s primarily 

residential character. Improvements are expected to be made to sidewalks adjacent to the site, as well as 

signalized intersection crossings at Trilby & College. 

 

Recommendations 
 

At the intersection of Trilby & College, JR recommends adding an eastbound right turn lane if the full 

improvements are not completed by 2024. This turn lane would be jointly funded between the City and the 

Project. 

 

  



 

 

   
 
 

College and Trilby Multifamily (Core Spaces) Neighborhood Meeting 
Meeting Summary June 6, 2022 

 
 

City Staff – Attendees: Clark Mapes, Planning; Steve Gilchrist, Traffic Operations 
 
  

Applicant Contact: 
Ken Merritt, JR Engineering 

Project Information Presented: 
 

• The proposed plan is for about 268 dwelling units in a mix of duplexes and townhomes, mix of 2 
and 3 story buildings. 

• The plan extends Mars Drive across the property from north to south, with additional internal 
streets and a n-s trail connection across the western edge of the property. 

• A community building with pool is included in the plan. 

• The developer is coordinating with a City capital project to expand the Trilby intersection with S. 
College Ave. 

• Wetland, stormwater detention, and a natural area buffer around the wetland are major 
aspects of the plan. 

 

Questions/Comments and Answers (answers provided by the applicant group unless 
otherwise noted). 
 

C: The Trilby intersection already #1 crash location in City; wait until that intersection is improved. 
Dangerous.  Overpopulated. Throw more bodes into it is foolhardy. 
A: would do a Traffic Study, identify improvements needed, and do them with the project as warranted.  
The City has a capital project that will probably start construction in 2023.  Will be looking at that along 
with the project. 
A: We are working with City to do a bike lane along Trilby. Then going west, there’s quite a bit of bike 
use on a wide shoulder. Probably construct on the coattails of City Capital Project. 
 
Q: I live in Ridgewood Hills [to the south of Trilby] – there’s a whole lot of development going on the 
south end of that neighborhood, with a light at Triangle Dr. that people use to get to Avondale, and cut 
through the neighborhood to get over to Shields because there’s no safe access from College to Shields 
for people to keep out of our neighborhood. Why can’t you build a road through the natural area to the 
south, over to Shields.  When something happens at Trilby, Avondale gets used for that.  

Community Development and 
Neighborhood Services 
 
Planning Services 
281 North College Ave. 
P.O. Box 580 
Fort Collins, CO 80522   
970.221.6750 
970.224.6134 - fax 
fcgov.com/developmentreview 



A: (City) We’re keeping an eye on Avondale/Trilby for a light.  The last time we looked at that with a 
proposed plan, it did not warrant a signal. Connectivity is limited – we understand.  College to Shields is 
a challenge.  Ridgewood Hills has a 5th filing to signalize Triangle Drive. 
 
Q: Doubling the population seems like it needs to include services like restaurants etc.  What are 
Constellation and Skyway – Collectors?  I live in the Aurora subdivision.  College/Trilby is critical.  Messy.  
Any consideration to overflow of traffic on Skyway?  To College?  I have had a difficult time for almost 25 
yrs. Getting through the light.  The soil is bentonite, hard to build on it. 
 
A: Commercial restaurant etc. uses generate more traffic, I think you’ll find this more compatible.  About 
the soils – we  appreciate that, are aware of that.  Developer and builder will give attention to designing 
foundations for that. 
 
A: (City) Constellation is a local street.  Skyway is not  a Collector.  Mars is a Collector. 
 
Q: [Street] had to get speed bumps put in.   
 
Q: Sale or rent? 
A: Rent.  It’s a unified ownership and operation.   
A: Will do a traffic study to confirm whether capacity can be accommodated on those existing streets. It 
will include Mars Landing. 
A: There will be increased traffic but Mars also adds additional connectivity.  Any time there are 
concerns with speeding, Traffic Ops wants to hear about that and has a program that can make changes 
if warranted. 
 
Q: There was a meeting at Fossil Creek Park showing street improvements – what was going to happen. 
A: Street improvements happen mostly with development; and once in a while with special public 
capital projects.  The South College Corridor Plan meeting was about a long term vision for future 
change.  It identifies major needs for funding, and change would come over decades. 
 
Q: Why not go through open space – with a new roadway to Shields. 
 
Q: Flooding overflows into our subdivision [Skyview?] Pond outlets blocked, snakes, branches, carpets. 
A: The detention ponds in this plan will be maintained by both this HOA and the City. 
 
Q: I found a traffic study for Skyway and Constellation.  Mars Landing takes it over 1000, and a Local ios 
limited to 1000.  Can we isolate Mars from Skyway?  
A: (City)The overall approach to connectivity is to not overwhelm any one street.  The traffic study will 
look at that, and that’s a purpose of this meeting, to i.d. things to look for in the study.  We will look at 
that in the TIS. 
 
C: All those people will need water, fire, police, etc. 
A: Developers are required to pay capital expansion fees to keep up with the growth of the city. 
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