	[image: ]
	Matrix Design Group, Inc.
2435 Research Parkway, Suite 300
Colorado Springs, CO 80920
O  719.575.0100
F  719.575.0208
matrixdesigngroup.com




	[image: ]
	



July 1, 2026
Project No: SF2420
Jen Uhler
El Paso County
Planning and Community Development
2880 International Circle, Suite 110,
Colorado Springs, CO 80910

Re:	Cimarron Hills Southeast Mixed-Use Filing No. 1 
Traffic Impact Study Resubmittal
El Paso County, Colorado

Dear Jen,

This letter serves to notify you that all submittal documents have been revised in accordance with El Paso County’s latest review of the Traffic Impact Study associated with Cimarron Hills Southeast Mixed-Use Filing No. 1.  Please forward this letter to all parties involved with the review and approval of the Traffic Impact Study.
Response to Comments
The following responses address the comments noted in the referenced review:
Traffic Comments
1. Comment #1 - Per plat, there's 3 tracts. Tract C is for the pond.
Response: This has been updated in the report. Please see page 5.
2. Comment #2 - Exhibit was not located within Appendix F. Please provide with next submittal.
Response: An exhibit is provided within appendix F.
3. Comment #3 – Unresolved: Final Plat is the subdivision application. Please determine which of the 3 options will be used for road impact fees. If one of the PIDs is chosen, there is a form which will need to be filled in and reviewed.
Response: The applicant has decided to pay the full fee amount. Please see page 52 of the report.
4. Comment #4 – Sight Distance evaluations and recommendations ( intersection, passing)
Response: Sight distance evaluations are provided on page 51 of the report.
5. Comment #5 – Multi-modal and TDM opportunities.
Response: This is discussed on page 7 of the report.
6. Comment #6 – Continuity and adequacy of pedestrian and bicycle facilities.
Response: This is discussed on page 7 of the report.
7. Comment #7 – State what the sight distance is for every affected access (lot 1 access and Meadowbrook Parkway/Peterson) and whether it can be met. If it cannot be met, state the required modifications so that it can be met.
Response: Please see page 51 of the report and appendix F for sight triangles. 
8. Comment #8 – Identify other recent studies in the area (i.e. crossroads project to the east PCD File No. SP207 & SP2011)
Response: Traffic from four adjacent developments, namely, Crossroad Mixed-Use (SP2011), Crossroads North (SP207), Meadowbrook Park, and Reagan Ranch were added to intersection of US-24/SH-94/Newt Drive (#2) and Meadowbrook Parkway/Newt Drive (#6). Please see “Buildout (2027) No Project Conditions” section of the report.
9. Comment #8 – State whether the MTCP or other approved corridor study calls for the construction of improvements in the immediate area and whether or not any improvements affected by the project are reimbursable under the MTCP.
Response: The Project will be responsible for the extension of Meadowbrook Parkway to Peterson Road by the buildout (2027) year and is not reimbursable under the MTCP. Please see the conclusion regarding the construction of improvements.


If you have any questions or require additional information, please feel free to contact me at your earliest convenience.

Sincerely,


MaríaAngélica Deeb, PE, PTOE, RSP1, PTP, ENV SP 
Deputy Director
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