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Middletown

WORKSHOP AGENDA FOR THE
BURGESS & COMMISSIONERS AND
PLANNING COMMISSION

February 6, 2023
6:30 p.m.

. Planning issues update

Memorial Hall redevelopment
Hollow Creek Professional Center
406 West Green property
Middletown Library

Caroline’s View Apartments
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. Foxfield Section 6 — on-street parking
. Middletown School Complex proposals

. Ordinance updates

. Comp Plan Update



11/14/22, 3:16 PM
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Option 2A Alternate Sequence

1. Build new ES & MS buildings (blue) concurrently w/ road around old HS

2. Demo old MS and build connecting road to FC Park.

3. Build new HS (green) with intersection upgrades at main campus entrance
4. Demo old HS and complete campus roads/parking throughout

5. Replace all recreational and athletic fields in kind (yellow).

6. Demo or re-purpose old ES and complete all site work

Total Duration 9.5 years - New ES/MS w/in 5.5 years; New HS w/in 8 years

https://earth.google.com/web/@39.44591859,-77.53531086,189.5524423a,930.2819941d,35y,116.19481843h,0t,0r

Google Earth

/@,
§

JoviiField
¥

£

: Middletown A8 v
Elementary SC,QQQI.-,

Benefits

. Fastest construction sequence of learning environments.

. Eliminates need to relocated current HS Football Stadium.

. Old ES building could remain for other uses (i.e Community Center).

. Creates campus loop while separating buses away from traffic.

. Generally capable of using most existing civil site features.

. Maintains current separation and uses around residential areas.

. Building in the rear of campus first creates the most separation of
construction activities from younger students and campus operations.
8. Site SWM areas and drainage patterns remain the same.

Drawbacks

1. Campus athletic field use would be impacted the most by
construction operations and need to depend on FC Park use.
2. County park road intersection would likely experience the
most congestion in high volume times (in lieu of Green Street).
3. During High School construction, a high volume of traffic
control will be necessary due to limited setback from roads.

4. The back of campus has not been previously developed and
will need to have utilities extended to the area.




APPENDICES:

Appendix F: Building Concept Options
Section F4: Evaluation of OFtions

Option 1 Option 2A Option 2B
Renovation/Addition ~ 3 Schools Replacement — Loop/ 3 Schools Replacement — Loop/ HS, colocated ES-MS

= $4,131,872.00
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When determining Escalation, what percentage was used and why isn't the Option 2A Su

rate consistent with Option 1 and 2B? With construction value only $4M difference (~2%)
(1) Sequential Timeline it seems escalation should generally be consistent. If the third building causes the

(2) Concurrent Timeline increase, should it be reflected in 'Phasing and CM Contingency' percentages like in the
Option 1 calculation, or is that cost already included in the construction value?




