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Jtems below with lines drauwn
leted from the Community

Group One: Projects that are under development/mandated

Criteria; :
a. community facilities that are under development, or that

have been approved by a formal vote; ‘
b. community facilities mandated by state or federal juris-

dictione.
CF/HDU 9 .Cooperative Housing
CF/MIS 18 panforth Shop Restoration

~—~CF/MIS 43 ———Funding-for-Day-LareLenter(COBE)—
CF/PWK 2.1 DeKoven Drive Extension (North)

CF/WTR 1 Filter Plant at Mount Higby
——-CF /P —249—High-Sireet Improvement—-

CF/SWR 3 lLow Level Collection System

CF/MIS 13 Mass TransitTSyséem-Terminal
-—GF/MIS--1b4---——Middlesex Plaza—

CF/HDU 10 ‘Rehibilitation Loan and Grant Program

CF/PuK 2.7 Road Improvement Outside Redevelopment Area
"~ CF/PWK—2 « 4—__Road._Improvement-—Bond—{4974)—

CF/EDU 1,2, School Renovations to Meet Federal Energy an

5,9,10,16 Handicapped 504 Laws :

CF/SuWR 2 Sewer Facilities Plan
—GF/REC 35— Town—Farms—Park—

CF/EDU 15 Woodrow Wilson Middle School Renovations

d
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UPDATE FOR

Group Two: Projects that impsct maintenance of capital assets

Criteria:

hazard;

a. community facilities that eliminate @ proven or noxious

b. community facilities which replace an ohsolete facility, ar
maintain and better utilize an existing asset;

c. community facilities which reduce operating costs and
result in better service.

CF/PWK 1

CF/REC G
CF/PWK 2.7
CF/FIR 1
CF/REC 16
CF/REC 36
CF/REC 18
CF/REC 20
CF/REC 24

CF/PWK 1.1
CF/REG 34.1

CF/PUK 2.3
CF/PWK 2.5
CF/MIS 2
CF/MIS 6
CF/SWR 1.3
CF/SWR 1.4
CF/REC 27

City Yard Additions for the Traffic Paint
Shop

Denison Road Park Development

East Main Street Reconstruction

Fire Station RenDJ;tion

Marzalek Park Development

Music Shell

Palmer Field Development

Pat Kidney Field Development

Pikes Ravine Development

——LOF/MIS_5-————Publictorks—ArRex—

Public Works Steorage and Maintenance Yard

Riverfront Improvement Phase II-— Power Plant

X
s

ﬁiver Road Reconstruction

Road Improvement Program (1%81-1985)
Russell Library Main Building Renovations
Senlior Center Air Conditioning

Sewer Extension (Arbutus Street)

Sewer Extension (Falcen Terrace)
Veteran's Memorial Park Development

Sbona Towers Security System
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161




le%}!‘%g K UPDATE FOR '81

Items below with lines draun
thru are deleted from the Commu-
nity Facilities Proposals. Also
shown at the bottom are new i
items which have been added to

the 1981 Community Facilities
froposal.

e r e xR b i A ke Rl e e R At e T e 8 2

Group Three: Projects which modify existing fceilities

e i oo e + Tk g,

Criteria:
a. community facilities wvequired by coriee -y uoth {o provent
significant reduction in the level of forvicos;
b. cownunity facilities which eliminate e potenticl hezard to
health and safety.

e L i LT i AR

“TTOF/MIS—8~———Arts-tommission
e GF EDU 30 1—— Central-School-Sate-d-~Adiacont Pexding—

CF/PUH 6 Nejako Drive Drsinsgs Project

CF/PWK 2.6 Road Maintenance Prooram (Annual)

CF/Pul & Solid Waste Dispossl Aves

CF/PuK 7 Solid Waste Disposal Aress fur Class I
Material (North End Dulia.p) :

CF/PUK 8 Storm Water Drainage Plan Annual Update

CF/PUK 9 Transfer Station/Recycling Center

CF/UTR 5 "~ Water Line Link between Conn. Valley
Hospital and Municipal Water System

CF/SUR 1 Well Maintenance at John H. Roth Flant
—EF/MEF—9————Youth-Services B i ot

Aerial Mapping Property Lines
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[tems below with
ire deleted from

lines drawn thru
the Community

‘acilities Proposals. Also shown

it the bottom are new items
shich have been added to the 1981

ommunity Facilities Proposal.
i Group Four: Other Projects
Criteria:
a.a., community facilities which provide a new asset to the
community, or improve an existing standard of service;
h. community facilities which have social historic, ethnic or
esthetic value;
c. community facilities which benefit Middletown's ecopomic

base by increasing property values.
CF/MIS 11 Center for Services to Handicapped Residents
CF/PWK 3 City Boundary Monumentation
CF/PRK 10 Gollege/Court Parking Facility
CF/PUK & Coordinate Netuorklsystem
CF/SWR 3 Crystal Lake Area Sanitation Problems

—GF/MIS12 . Culturel-f€enter- .

- GF/REC &4 Development of Ron McCutcheon Park at

Crystal Lake :

CF/FIR 5 Fire Training Center
CF/REC 17 Golf Course
CF/MIS 2 " Health Department Expansion
CF/MIS 12 Historical Museum
CF/REC 11 - Hubbard Property Development
CF/REC 12 Kennedy Tract Development
CF/PRK 9 North End Parking Lot
CF/REC 18 Pameacha Pond Development
CF/MIS 15 Preservation of 0ld Meetinghouse
CF/EDU 10,14 Tennis Courts at Wesley and Moody Schools
CF/REC 30 ‘Westfield Falls Development
CF/REC 37 Urban Park on Main Street

—CF/MIG—40— Youth-Center—
CF/REC 33 Zoar Pond Development

Hoat Launch

Industrial Area I1 Develapment
Interstate Park Road Extension
Property Line Mapping
Resource Recovery Center
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DROPOSED COFMUAITY FACILITIES

’81

Michael J. Cubeta, lMayor

Common Council

Thomas J. Serra
Sebastian W. Gallitto (Deceased)
Paul P. Parisi
Francis P. Marino
€dward J. Dzialo, Jdr.
Walter J. Dreaher
Conrad J. Tyaack
Anthony J. Gaunichaux
Sehastian J. Garafalo
Mary C. Woods

Ernest C. Appelluf
Stephen T. Gionfriddo

Plannino & Zonino Commission

Chairman:

V-Chairman:

Secretary:

Ex-UfFicin:

Alternates:

Plannino and Zoning Departiment

Director:
Technician:
Clerk:
Rssn't. Clerk

George A. Reif
Richard J. Somers
Althea C. Rinaldi
Mary Lee Dorflinger

Paul P. Parisi

Eric G. Lowry

Cos Giuffrida

Walter J. Dreaher
Stephen T. Gionfriddo
S5eh J. Passanesi

Rose Shalcin

Mayor Michael J. Cubeta
Director of Public lorks
George L. Augustine
Louis Carta

Anthony 3. Gaunichaux
Mary C. .Woods

This document is a supplement to the Plan of Development
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FUNDING PROPDSAL PROPOSED COMMUNITY FACILITY

PROJEET  ¢opnomic Development & Grants/Loans M.

LOCATION  yarigus PRIDRITY
AGENCY PROPDSING PROJECT

AGENCY PURPOSE Enhance effectiveness of City development...etc.
NEW PROPOSAL  YES (X)) NG () REVISION ~YES () NO—()

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY

With the reduction in Federal and State development grants, the City is pro-
posing the creation of an Economic Development Fund, the assets of which will
be made available to developers, in as yet an undetermined way, 10 stimulate
rnew development and/or restoration projects. The use of Economic Development
Funds should form only a part of a developers financial package.

CURRENT STATUS

STUDIES TO DATE gcopomic Development Strategies-—--June 19841
RELATED PROPOSALS .
PROGRAM & PLANNING BY Municipal Development

EST. CDST $ None SOURGE OF FUNDS pone
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY pn/p
EST. COST $n/A SOURCE OF FUNDS N/A

DEVELDPMENT BY City/Private developers
EST. COST $Not determined SOURCE OF FUNDS Not determined
OPERATING. § Not determfLidfF $ Not determim#ePl.16€S.$Not determined

OTHER N/A
EXPENDITURES % None

ANNUAL COSTS
ANNUAL INCOME FEES $N/A

APPROPRIATIONS §Nane
EXPENDITURES 8Y YEAR TO DATE AND PROJECTED

1981 ENot determinad19 3 19 8

1982 gNot determinedq9 8 19 8

PLANNING ANALYSIS

sy
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1981 COMMUNITY FACILITY PROPOSAL (HEW AND REVISED)

PROJECT‘ fAerial Photogrammetry (Annual) NO.
 iocATIoN City-Wide . ' C. TRACT
AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT - Public Works PRIORITY

AGENCY PURPOSE : . ) )
 Building inspection; maintenance and construction of roads, sidewalks
end curbs;public improvements; performs city engineering.

NEW PROPOSAL YES (X2 NO C D REVISION YES ( D NO C D
DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY
"Update existing photogrammetry as needed; periodically fly the designated
aress; set ground controls as required; redraft or revise existing map -

* sheets.

PROGRAM & PLANNING BY Public Works’
EST. COST $ 100,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS CNR Program

{ PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY NA
_EST. COST § -NA ] SOURCE OF FUNDS NA

DEVELOPMENT BY Public Works & Consultant
EST. COST $ } SOURCE OF FUNDS _ il
ANNUAL COST: OPERATING $ 20,000 - . _ STAFF §_NA SUPPLIES $_NA
' OTHER _NA

ANNUAL INCOME: FEES $ NA
APPROPR]ATlaus‘$1DU,DDD(S year program) EXPENDITURES $100,000 (5 year prugramj.

EXPENDITURES BY YEAR

1986 $20,000

" 19g2  $20,000 1984 $20,000

1987 420,000

4 .

1983, $ 20,000 . 1985 $20,000

STUDIES Mbster Drainage Plan

PLANNING DEPT. ANALYSIS




81

PROPOSED COMMUNITY FACILITY

PROJECT goat Launch ND'EF/RFQ 35
PRIORITY

LOCAT 10N Undetermined

AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT Harbor Improvement Agency

AGENCY PURPOSE Initiate and implement (with other agencies)
programs for riverfront development and
beautification.

NEl PROPOSAL  YES ( ) ND (X)) REVISION VYES & ) KD ()

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FAGILITY

Boat launch ramp must be relocated because of Harborpark development. The
relocated ramp was initially scheduled to be at Town Farms Part but that site
was determined to be unsuitable becsuse it is over water aguifers which is

used for the City's water supply.
Harbor lmprovement Agency is currently seeking an alternate site.
CURRENT STATUS New location being sought.

STUDIES TG DATE Middletown and the Conn. River: A New Image; A Plan for later-
grnnt Recreation Development, C.E. MaBGuire, Inc. (1974).
ment—Phase— 11 (Pow

RELATED PROPOSAL
PROGRAM & PLANNING BY Harbor Improvement Agency

EST. COST § n/A | SOURCE DOF FUNDS N/A
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY N/A
EST. COST § N/A SOURCE OF FUNDS N/A&

PEVELDPMENT BY Contractor/City
EST. COST $Not Determined SDURCE DF FUNDS Not Determined

ANNUAL ©€0OSTS OPERATING $Not DetermiftddFF Not DetermirddfPPLIES.§ Not Determined
ANNUAL INCDME FEES $ Any Gharges OTHER Not determined

APPROPRIATIONS § None EXPENDITURES § None

EXPENDITURES BY YEAR TO DATE AND PROJECTED

19 % 19 i3 19 8

PLANNING ANALYSIS

Major new water supplies at Town Farms Park means that the boat facility will

have to be ldcated elsewhere.” The area will still be landscaped and developed
into an attractive srea. Another site must be designated for the boat launch.
Middletown has a long tradition of Connecticut River activity which should be

continued by maintaining direct access to the River.

n/aA




1981 COMAUNITY FACILITY PROPOSAL ’ E% j‘

| PROJECT City Boundary Monumentatién Mo, CEF/PHK 6

LOCATION Municipal Boundaries C. TRACT

PRIORITY

AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT - Public Works Dept.
AGENCY PURPOSE b
‘ ﬁﬁilding inspection, maintenance and construction of roads,

sidewalks, curbs and public improvements; performs city
engineering work.

~YEAR FIRST PROPOSED 1976 INITIAL PROPOSED COST $125,000
DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY

Locate old monuments and replace or add new monuments where
required. Many monuments are now broken and spaced so they
are not visible from one to another., Clearly visible monuments
are needed for accurate land surveys and maps.

PROGRAM & PLANNING BY Public Works Department

EST. COST $__125,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS _ Unknown
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY _ N/A ' '

EST. COST §__N/A | SOURCE OF FUNDS __W/A
DEVELOPMENT BY __ Consultant ‘

EST. COST $__75,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS _ Unknown
ANNUAL COST: OPERATING $ Unknown STAFF $ Unknown SUPPLIES $ Unknown
ANNUAL INCOME: FEES $_ Unknown OTHER _Unknown
APPROPRIATIONS $ None ' EXPENDITURES $ None
EXPENDITURES BY YEAR

19 $ Not determined 19 § Not determined 19 $  Not determined

19 ) $ .Not determined ig $ Not determined . ig - § Not determined

RELATED PROPOSALS: Storm Water Drainage Plan (mapping component)

STATUS: Project needed but agency not emphasizing it

STUDIES; None

PLANNING DEPT. ANALYSIS This project should follow community-wide mapping. of
Middletown. Accurate surveys and maps are necessary for all city departments that
maintain land use information. These include the Planning Department, Public Works,

Tax Assessor and Water/Sewer,

61.
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1981 COAMMITY FACILITY PrOPOSAL 55; jL'

i

PROJECT City Yard Additions for:Traffic Paint Shop ' NO. CF/PUK 1
[ s
AGENCY PROPOéING PROJECT Public Works Department ’ PRIORITY

AGENCY PURPOSE
Building inspection; maintenance and construction of roads,
sidewalks, curbs, public improvements and city buildings,
performs city engineering. ‘ :

-

CYEAR FIRST PROPOSED 1978 INITIAL PROPOSED COST $60,000

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY - .

Provide'space for the Traffic Paint Shop, relocated to the City
* Yard due to riverfront development. While the shop has been moved,
" the City Yard requires modifications. Plans call for a shell, . ..

" roof and foundation.

Public Works Deﬁartmen%

| PROGRAM & PLANNING BY
"EST. CosT & Mot determined = gouRCE ‘OF FUND
N/A

S Not determined

PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY |
EST. COST $ M4 © SOURCE OF FunDs __ N/A

DEVELOPMENT BY Public Works Department
EST. cOST § 123,000 | SOURCE OF FUNDS Not determined

' s Not :
ANNUAL COST: OPERATING § Not determined STAFF § pecermined  SUPPLIES $ Btermined

ANNUAL INCOME: FEES 4 Not determined OTHER Not determined

APPROPRIATIONS $ _ Nome ' EXPENDITURES % None

EXPENDITURES BY YEAR

1982 %100,000 ' 19 § N/A 19 $ N/A

1983 §75,000 19 & N/A o 19 & /A

Public Works Storage

RELATED PROPOSALS: Public Works Annex;
STATUS!. Revisions made for cost/year

STUDIES: None

PLANNING DEPT. ANALYSIS

 The Public Works yard, where all street equipment and trucks are kept, is central
to the.entire city so it 1s a good location for further street maintenance
activity. This project and the related proposals show there is a general need for
space for all Public Works activity. Consolidation of all needs into one facility

is an alternative.

10,
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1981 COMINITY FACILITY PROPOSAL 83 1

RESODURCE —~ -+ = '
PROJECT High Street Improvement - ! ‘ ’ ) NO. CF/PWK .9
LOCATION High Street C. TRACT
. PRICRITY

AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT  Conn. Dept: of Tramsportation
FGENCY PURPOSE " :

Maﬁégés and maintains state highway system.

YEAR FIRST PROPOSED 1977, INITIAL PROPOSED COST §730,000
DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY . - . :

Improve ngh Street over the rallroad tracks by- ralslng the bridge
required because it does not meet gurrent state clearance regulations.

‘There will be some state acquisition of prnperty

. PROGRAM & PLANNING BY F___mggnnggiiﬂuerQQQLgmgﬂi;giwllanﬁpgxtétinn
"EST. COST $Not determined  SOURCE OF FUMDS yop determined

PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY _ Connecticut Dept. of Transportation
EST. COsT & Not Determined  SOURCE OF FUNDS Not determined

DEVELOPMENT BY - Connecticut Department-ofgifanﬁpﬂrlakfnn

EST. COST $ 630,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS _Local/State/Federal: <
ANNUAL COST: OPERATING § Not determined STAFF $Not Determ. SUPPLIES §Not Determ.
ANNJAL IthWE: FEES & Not Determined OThER Not: Determlned
APPROPRIATIONS $ est. $25,000 (study) EXPENDITURES $ 0
EXPENDITURES BY YEAR | | '
19§ Not Detern. | 19 ° $Not hererm 19 $_Not Determ. |
19 § Not Determined 19 $ﬁ6t Deéermihed o ig“- ¢ Not .Determined . |

RELATED PROPOSALS “ass Transit Syste, Road-Imprdvement Program

STATUS: Construction will begin in May or June, 1980
STUDIES;  None :

PLANNING DEPT. ANALYSIS

‘Th@s project eliminates hazardous road conditions, It 1mproves transportatlon
in a neighborhood that is contiguous to the CBD. For the center of urban
areas to be truely viable, there must also be effective supportive links.
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PROPDSED LOMMURNITY FACILITY

PROJECT  ppllege Court Parking Facility NO. cF/PRK 10

LOCATION cpp Block (Main, College, Broad, Court Sts.PRIORITY

AGENCY PROPDSING PRDJECT Planning Department
AGENCY PURPOSE Provide professional planning skills to elected, ap-

pointed, employed officials of Middletown government.

NEW PROPOSAL YES ( ) NO () REVISION VYES (x) NO ()

DESCRIPTION DF PROPOSED FACILITY Combining of now separate parking areas owned
by the City, Middlesex Mutual Assurance Company, Farmers and Mechanics Bank and
the Connecticut Bank and Trust Company. The mulii-level parking structure will
provide more parking in a well-designed manner. Land will either remain in
private ownership or be donated to the City. The actual structure will be built

by the City.

CURRENT 5TATUS Funding sources being sought
STUDIES TO DATE Conceptual Layout Facility (1979)
RELATED PROPOSALS Middlesex Plaza, Russell [ibrary
PROGRAM & PLANNING BY Planning Department/Architect (5. Passanesi)
EST. COST $30,000 SDURCE OF FUNDS City
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY Not determined
EST. COST $Not determined SDURCE OF FUNDS Not determined
DEVELOPMENT BY City/Private land owners
EST. COST $Not determined SOURCE OF FUNDS Not determined
DPERATING $9Eermined. STAFF $¥8Eermined suppies.§ NBEermined
OTHER Not determined

EXPENDITURES §7,500

ANNUAL COSTS
ANNUAL INCOME FEES $Not determined

APPROPRIATIONS § 45,000
EXPENDITURES BY YEAR TD DATE AND PROJECTED

Not Not .
1979 § 5,000 19 gdetermined 19 % determined
4681 ° § 2,500 19 3ﬂ°f e 198 ﬂ“f nod

This project makes Middletown's CBD viable by praviding

adequate parking for the area. Additional parking is essentisl for the
successful development of the Russell Library and Middlesex Plaza. These two
facilities would not be meet Zoning Code parking requirements without the

College-Court structure.

PLANNING ANALYSIS

8/81
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PROPOSED COMMUNITY FACILITY

PROJECT  gooperative Housing NO. CF/HDU 9
PRIORITY

[LOCATION pNot determined.

AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT Citizen's Advisory Committee
AGENCY PURPDSE ’

NEW PROPOSAL  YES ( ) NO (X) REVISIDN YES (X) NGO ()

DESCRIPTIDN OF PROPOSED FACILITY Purchase of six to eight 3 family houses for
resale to a housing cooperative. The buildings would be rehabilitated with
Community Development funds and then sold.to the cooperative. The project
purpose is to conserve housing for lpw and moderate income families, to provide
special deconcentration of low and moderate income families and minorities, and
to provide such familes with ppportunities for home ownership. The Middletown

project was the first in the state.
CURRENT STATUS Funding for 1980

STUDIES TO DATE Small Cities/CDBG (1978,1979, 1980)

RELATED PROPOSALS Rehabilitation Loan and Grant Program

PROGRAM & PLANNING BYEquity in Housing/Citizen's Advisory Cumm./HPP}Eépal Dev.
£sT. cosT g Mo sost-done by pee pF FunDs  N/A

PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BYEquity in Housing/Conn. Housing Finance Auth.

EST. COST § Varies " SOURCE OF FUNDS_CDBG/CHFA
DEVELOPMENT BY Equity in Housing/Citizen's Advisory Comm./Ei::EEf+ﬁlgﬂ1itumn
Community Corp.
£5T. COST $ 316,680 SOURCE OF FUNDSSmall Cities/CDBG
ANNUAL COSTS OPERATING § N/A - STAFF § N/A . SUPPLIES.§ - N/A
ANNUAL INCOME FEES $ None DTHER None
APPROPRIATIONS § No local funds EXPENDITURES § None
EXPENDITURES BY YEAR TD DATE AND PROJECTED
1978 § 120,00 19 80 § 95,00 19 g ’
1979 § 154,680 1981 § -0- 19 $

PLANNING ANALYSIS This project is an example of a community facility that is
innovative since it eventually will be privately owned. Housing rehabilitation
to maintain individual houses so that extensive development programs-such as urban

renewal-will not be needed.
NDTE: With no Small Cities Grant in 1981, this project will be completed by end

of year.

B/81




1987 COMAUNITY FACILITY PROPOSAL ? 8 1

t

PROJECT Coordinate Network System - . | ' | no. CF/PVK 8
LocaTIonN City Wide ) | C. TRACT
AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT Public Works Dept. PRIORITY

-AGENCY PURPOSE
' Building inspection; maintenance and construction of roads,
sidewalks, curbs; public improvements; performs city engineering.

YEAR FIRST PROPOSED 1976 INITIAL PROPOSED COST $400,000

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY

Assign a set of coordinates to all major street intersections so
that property corners within a bloek will have base coordinates.
All points in the City would be related to the state and federal

coordinate system,

PROGRAM & PLANNING BY Public Works Dept./Coﬁsﬁltant

EST. CosT 500,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS _Not determined
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY N/A '
EST. cosT §__ N4 SOURCE OF FUNDS __ N/A

DEVELOPMENT BY Consultant
EST. COST $ Not determined - SOURCE OF FUNDS Not determined

ANNUAL COST: OPERATING $_N/A STAFF $ _ N/A SUPPLIES $__ N/A
ANNUAL INCOME: FEES $ N/A OTHER __ N/A
APPROPRIATIONS § __None ' EXPENDITURES § _ None
EXPENDITURES BY YEAR

1981 & 200,000 1983 § 100,000 19 4 n/A

19 82 & 200,000 19§ _N/A ' .19 5 N/A

RELATED PROPOSALS: Storm Drainage Master Plan (Mapping Component)

STATUS: Project needed but agency not emphasizing it

STUDIES: None

PLANNING DEPT., ANALYSIS yhile not a traditional capital improvement, this project
would improve local mapping so that all public and private development will have

a more reliable data base. As growth continues, it becomes more important to re-
late local positions to state and federal ones. The project should be done when
ground control is established for aerial mapping. City departments reauiring
improved mapping are the Planning Department, Public Works, Water and Sewer and

the Tax Assessor,

63.
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PROPGSED COMMUNITY FACILITY

PROJECT DANFORTH SHOP RESTDRATION NO. CF/MIS 18

LOCATION Near South Green PRIORITY

AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT Municipal Development
AGENCY PURPOSE Enhance effectiveness of City development, study and

evaluate development programs to promote social, cultural economic, physicel,
industrial, recreational and commercial improvement.

NEW PROPOSAL  YES () Ng (X REVISIDN YES (X) g )

DESCRIPTION DF PROPOSED FACILITY Restoration of 1787 bullding to a Peuwter

The structure was originally the shop of Joseph Danforth
The house will be relocated from
Current plans for the build-

Museum and offices.
whose work is highly valued by collectors.
College 5t. to the vicinity of the South Green.
ing to be located near the South Green Apts.

CURRENT STATUS Status in progress; house has been dispssembled and will be rebuilt

near the South Green.
STUDIES TO DATE"H_i storical and Architectural Resources! hy GMBT

RELATED PROPOSALS Related proposals Middlesex Plaza, College St. parking
PROGRAM & PLANNING BY City Staff/Redevelopment Agency/Gmpt/Consultant

£ST. COST $19,706Eggsgéfﬁ9EDURae OF FUNDS Historic Assets:Grant/City

PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY Municipal Development
EST. COST $23,900 SOURCE OF FUNDS Historic Assets Grant/GMPT

DEVELOPMENT BYContractor/vinal Students
EST. COST #s0,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS Historic Assets Grant/Dept.of Interior

NOt *gnt . gﬂt
ANNUAL COSTS  OPERATING $ determinedSTAFF $ determined S5UPPLIES .§determined
ANNUAL INCOME FEES $Nat determined OTHER Not determined

APPROPRIATIONS $49.000 EXPENDITURES § 13,900
EXPENDITURES BY YEAR TO DATE AND PROJECTED

1982 $18,200 (est.) 19  § Not determined
g Not determinedyqg ¢ Not determined

1980 $13,900

PLANNING ANALYSIS The project will place another house with historic signifi-
cance in an area designated as a federal historic district. The tenants of the
panforth House have not been finalized but they will probsbly be a vistors
center and offices of the Greater Middetown Preservation Trust.

A/41
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PROPOSED COMMUNITY FACILITY

PROJECT  pekoven Drive Extension (North) NO. CF/PWK 2.1

LOCATION peKoven Drive PRICORITY

AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT Municipal Development
AGENCY PURPOSE Enhance city development, study and develop programs

to promote the social, cultural, economic, physical, industrial, recreational
and commercial improvement.

NEW PROPOSAL YES () NO & ) REVISION VYES (x) NO ()

DESCRIPTION OF PROPDSED FACILITY Extension of DeKoven Drive (north), between
Washington Street and Rapallo Avenue. The project is a key section of the

loop system which is intended to create a reasonable traffic pattern around
the CBD. Project also includes traffic signalization at intersections of Court

and Main, Court end High and Highland, College.

CURRENT S5TATUS Project being advertised (8/81) for construction by Conn. D.0.T.

STUDIES TO DATE Engineering reports
" RELATED PROPOSALS East Main Street Reconstruction; North End Parking

PROGRAM R PLANNING BY Municipal Development/Keyes Assocliates
SDURCE OF FUNDS Federal/State/Local

EST. cosT $ 45,000
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY 8Y Conn. Dept. of Transportation (1980)

EST. COST $500,000 SDURGCE OF FUNDS City/Conn. DOT/FHWA

DEVELOPMENT gy Contractors - 1981-82
EST. COST $612,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS City/Conn. DOT/FHWA

ANNUAL CGSTS DPERATING HggerminEdSTﬂFF 3 C L SUPPLIES.§ -

ANNUAL INCOME FEES § N/A OTHER N/A

APPROPRIATIONS $196,500 EXPENDITURES $ 196,500
EXPEND ITURES BY YEAR TO DATE AND PROJECTED :

Not Not .
1980 % 62,500 19 $ Determined 19 8 Determined
_ Not Not
1981 § 89,000 19 $ Determined 19 8 Determined

PLANNING ANALYSIS An improved traffic pattern in the CBD has been a long-time
goal of Middletown officials. A successful urban core must be accessible by a
variety of transportation modes: mass transit, automobiles and walking. Public
investment in a CBD takes the form of investment in supportive services such as
rpads and utilities. These community facilities are s catalyat for private

investment such as building improvement and expansion.

n/ua
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PROPOSED COMMUNITY FACILITY

PROJECT Denison Road Park Development ND. CF/REC 6.1

LOCATION Bow Lane3 PRIORITY

AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT Municipal Development/Park & Recreation Dept.

AGENCY PURPOSE Municipal Development: Enhance effectiveness of City
development effort; study and evaluate development programs and priorities to
promote social, cultural, economic, industrial, recreational and commercial
improvements. Park and Recreation: Maintains park and recreation areas, associ-
ated areas and apparatus; administers community recrestion and athletic pro-

grams.

NEW PROPOSAL . YES ( )  NO (X) REVISION VYES (x) NO ()

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY Provide recreationsl fscilities in an area
which does not meet national neighborhood recreational stsndards. The project
would make the 3.3 acres into a playground for informsl game sctivities with
children's play equipment, a shaded area for passive activities and appropriate
landscaping. There is direct access to the property fram Bow Lane.

CURRENT STATUS Project needed; development. decisions need to he made

STUDIES TO DATE South Farms Recreational Study
RELATED PROPOSALS Rehabilitation Loan & Grant Pronoram
PROGRAM & PLANNING BY Municipal Development/Park 8 Recreation Department

est. cost gN8Eermined SOURCE OF FUNDS Not determined
PURCHASE DOF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY Already City owned
EST. COST § None SOURCE OF FUNDS None
DEVELOPMENT BY Municipal Development Committee/Park & Recreation Department
EST. COST $65,000 SOURCE OF FUADS Nane
ANNUAL COSTS — OPERATING 8 §obermined STAFF 8 N9Ecrmined SUPPLTES SN 0 imined
ANNUAL INCOME FEES § None OTHER None
APPROPRIATIONS § None EXPENDITURES § None
EXPENDITURES BY YEAR TD DATE AND PROJECTED
Not ~ Not . .
19 gdetermined 19 $ determined 19 ¥ Not determined
Not Not

19 - gdetermined 19 % determined 19 $ Not determined

PLANNING ANALYSIS pevelopment of this park is an investment in the quality of
life of this neighborhood as important as rehabilitation of substandard housing.
Adequate neighborhood recreational facilities are an importent aspect of a
community-wide recreation program. The community and the neighborhood must be
convinced of the need for the project.
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PROPOSED LOMMUNITY FACILITY

PROJECT fEast Maln Street Reconstruction NO. CF/PUK 2.7

LOCATION East Main Street (between Sumner Creek 8 PRIORITY

Sitver—Street)
AGENCY PROPDSING PROJECT Municipal Development
AGENCY PURPDSE Enhance city develepment, study and evaluate programs
and priorities necessary to promote social, cultural, economic, physical, in-
dustrial, recreational and commercial improvement.

NEW PROPDSAL  YES () ND (XD REVISION YES X)) No ()

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY This project has s high priority in the Urban
System Program. It has two components: 1.) Widening and reconstructing of East
Main Street from 200 feet north of the Sumner Creek Brook to Silver Street; and

2.) Replacement of the Sumner Creek Bridge.

CURRENT STATUS Consultant preparing final plans
STUDIES TO DATE Preliminary data assembled and approved by City/Conn. D.0.P./FHWA

RELATED PROPOSALS DeKoven Drive Extension (North)
PROGRAM & PLANNING BY MDC/Public Works Department/Flaherty~Giavara

EST. COST $ 125,417 SOURCE OF FUNDSFederal 70%; State 15%; Local 15%
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY Conn. Dept. of Transportation (East Main Street)
EST. COST $ 110.000 . SOURCE OF FUNDSFederal 70%; State 15%; Local 15%
DEVELDPMENT BY Contractors

EST. COST $ 1,088,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS Federal 70%; State 15%; Local 15%
ANNUAL COSTS  DPERATING § _ﬁg;mgﬁ_smﬁ $ pNone - . . SUPPLIES.S _ﬂNgtLEmmEd_
ANNUAL INCOME FEES 8§ None OTHER None

APPROPRIATIONS $ 455 ann (East Main SEXPENDITURES § none

EXPENDITURES BY YEAR TO DATE AND PROJECTED  §125,417 (4/80)

Not- ‘ Not Not
13 $determined 19 % determined 19 $determined
Not Not Not

19  SBdetermined _ 19 S determined . 19 Sdetermined .

PLANNING ANALYSIS This project will improve vehicular clirculation around the
Central Business District and in the South Farms area. It will link the doun-
town with other key community facilities such as Harborpark and the Post Office.
Reductions in Federal Urban System Funding will delay this project.
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1981 COMMUNITY FACILITY PROPOSAL 831,

PROJECT Fire Station Rénovation : Do f : | o, CF/FIR 1,
LOCATION 533 Main Street g C. TRACT
AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT Fire Department PRIORITY

AGENCY PURPOSE

Provide protective fire services to the Middletown Fire District.

- - .
]

_YEAR FIRST PROPOSED 1976 INITIAL PROPOSED COST$800,000

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY Renovation and refurbishing of structure. The
only major changes to the 1899 structure were rearrangement of the back stablas doors
where the horses were kept. The dividers for stalls were removed and the area was
made into a workroom, The only other change to: the building was installation of a
furnace. The Fire Station has been nominated 'to the National Register. of Historie
Places. The 1979 Small Cities Grant allocates {24,000 for modification to the
facility which would let equipment enter it. N T

éROGRAM GIPLANNING gy Fire District/Consulting Architect-To be selected.

1 Cities-

'EST. cosT $12,000 SOURCE ‘OF FUNDS 1979 Smal
N/A |

PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT ‘OF WAY BY
EST. cosT $ V/A SOURCE OF FUNDS N/A
gy Fire Districts/Contractors - :

DEVELOPMENT _
EST. COST 4500,000 to 575,000 soURcE OF FUNDS Not determined

. _ “Not ] Not .
OPERATING § Not determined gyapp § Determined —SUPPLIES $Determined

ANNUAL COST: : ter :
i i ts :
ANNUAL INCOME: FEES $_gf Middietoun District oOTHER Mot determined

APPROPRIATIONS $ 25,000 Small Cities Grant pxpeNDITURES & None
EXPENDITURES BY YEAR '
19 § Not determined 19 $ Not determined ;19 '.;s Not determined
19 § Not determined 19 $Not determined 5 19 ¢ Not determined

RELATED PROPOSALS ¢ Preservation 0ld Meeting House
. Architect worKing on preliminary proposals rfor modificationm, Turther
STATUS: funding being sought '

STUDIES: Common Council approved a study at its-'ﬂugust meeting.

PLANNING DEPT. ANALYSIS  This station, in a key location in the North End of

Main Street, has a minimal response time to alarms, reports the Fire Chief. This is
" erucial because the station is in the most restricted fire district .for construction
materials. Many buildings in the neighborhood are wood and constructed in close
proximity to one another. Renovations to the facility is an investment in the
neighborhood. The station has space available for small meetings so that it serves

" other functions besides a public safety one,

33,
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1981 COMMUNITY FACILITY PROPOSAL _ 8 1 g

- , o Np. CF/FIR 5.

- PROJECT Fire Train{ng Center

LOCATION Cross Street h C. TRACT

AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT Fire Department PRIORITY

AGENCY PURPOSE - ) . .
.. Provide protective fire services to the Middletown Fire District.

o cost estimate

. _ ' N
_YEAR FIRST PROPOSED 1978 INITIAL PROPOSED COST prepared

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY A four to six story building to train fire
fighters in ladder and rope work and rescue techniques. .The facility would be a
block-like structure with an interior stairwell and window openings., The adjacent
fire station could be used for classroom instruttion. Middletown fire personnel
now travel 40 miles to use the Fire Training Center in Willimantic.

PR(X;RAM' £ PLANNING BY Middletown Fire District/State

"EST. cosT & Not determined  SOURCE OF FUNDS _State

PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY Lease property from State (near Long Lane)
EST. COST § Not determined  SOURCE OF FUNDS _Not determined

DEVELOPMENT BY Middletown Fire District/State

EST. COST & Not determined  SOURCE OF FUNDS _jot determined
SUPPLIES $E8Eermined

: Not
ANNUAL COST: OPERATING § Not determined STAFF $DeCermined
ANNUAL INCOME: FEES $ Not determined OTHER _Not determined

APPROPRIATIONS §  None ’ EXPENDITURES ¢ None
EXPENDITURES BY YEAR ' '
19 _$ Not determined 19° $iﬁﬁ:determined 19 ; L$ Not determined
19 $ ﬁot determined 19 $th determined ig.. $ Not determined
RELATED PROPOSALS:  hone

STATUS: Project needed but agency not- emphasizing it

STUDIES:_ Nonme

e ——

PLANNING DEPT, ANALYSIS The Middletown Fire Department has a regional importance
because it is the pnly full time professional fire department within the boundaries
of' the former Middlesex County. The' Center would: provide a location for instruction
to improve the skills’ of Middletown's Fire Department, as well as the skills of
volunteer firemen in surrounding towns, The fire training facility is consistent
with Middletown's historic role as a regional center for educational activities,

T
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1980 COMMUNITY FACILITY PROPOSAL - E% j_~

i

Colf Course’ coT : L No. CE/REC 17.1

PROJECT : ; . ——
Mile Lane,‘ﬂewfield Meadows ’ C. TRACT

LOCATION,

AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT Municipal Development Committee PRIORITY

CY PURPOSE - . )
AGEN - Enhance city development éffort, study and evaluate development
‘programs and priorities to promote social, cultural, economic, physical, industrial,
recreational and commercial improvement. ‘

_YEAR FIRST PROPOSED 1977 INITIAL PROPQSED COST. $1,000,000
DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY = : ‘ C o

Provide fgcilities for an 18-hole municipal golf coqrsé.

*

Municipal Development Committee

PROGRAM & PLANNING BY .
"EST. cOST & Not determined  GOURCE OF FUNDS _ Mot detexmined -

PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY

Land now municipally owned

EST. COST §_ N/A SOURCE OF FUNDS _ N/A )
DEVELOPMENT BY Municipal Development Committee}Contractors
EST. cOST $1,000,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS Federal/State Grant

. Not -
ANNUAL COST: OPERATING $ Not determined STAFF $B8Eermined SUPPLIES S$Determined
: Nof‘gﬁféfm neq BUE fees
be charged for OTHER Not determined

ANNUAL INCOME:  FEES $_SORTY.PS.S

APPROPRIATIONS § None _ EXPENDITURES § None

EXPENDITURES BY YEAR ‘ '

| 19 ..$ Not determined 19° & Not determined 19 . lsNot determined

' 19 ¢ Not determined 19 $ Not determined 19 $Not determined
None

RELATED PROPOSALS:
STATUS:- Project still needed but agency not recommending it

STUDIES:___Allan Report (1964)

i_ ELANNING DEPTl ANALYSIS Interest in a golfing facility dates to 1964 when the Allan
' eport recommended miniature golfing, a three-par course and- an 18-hole course.
Since then, golf courses have opened. in contiguous towns, in Middlefield and Port-
land. Furthermore, housing construction in Census Tracts 5402 and 5403 (near the
proposed facility) has generated new demands for public recreation. There is' no

major recreatignal facility in Westfield, either public or private. The advantage
of polf course dévelopment is that (1) fees could be charged, providing revenue and

- {2) land is Qasilg used for other Eprposes. The golf course should be one part of a

E mmuniﬁg Sfud{ Q recreatign which looks at the advantages of a local course and
e, nee of rési e area.

Mf'—:";?ﬁ’? "4"-4 /.}./ 7 /}-‘z",';‘% /"mliv/:,/ ,
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1981 COMMUNITY FACILITY PROPOSAL (HEW AND REVISED)

PROJECT. Health Department Expansion S NO.
_EQ?ATION Munlcipal Bu1}d1ng : , . TRACT
AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT -Health Department PRIGRITY

AGENCY PURPOSE  provide public health services, i.e. environmental health

_services (private sewage tests, housing impection) and |
‘community health servlces {WIC Program, blood pressure

uscreenlng)

NEW PROPOSAL YES () NO (%) REVISION YES () NO (XD

DESCRIPTIQN OF PROPOSED FACILITY Aq4itional space 1is required because: h
(1) program expansion by the Health Department—has brought about overcrowded staff
‘conditions ardd (2) client consultations on health issues require privacy. This :
need exists even.though the Health Department was given more office space when the
Municipal Bu11d1ng was expanded. The Health Department supports the development
of a community center for’ youth handicapped services and the WIC Program :

LY

‘ Health_Department

PROGRAM & PLANNING BY

Not determined

EST. COST $ Minimal SOURCE OF FUNDS
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY . None -
EST. cosT $ N/A- SOURCE OF FUNDS __ N/A i
DEVELOPMENTABY. Not "determined B ‘

EST. COST $ e SOURCE OF FUNDS Not determined —
ANNUAL COST: OPERATING $ Minimal . . . gyAFF $ Minimal  SypPLIES $  determined
ANNUAL. INCOME: FEES $ Not determined o OTHER Not determined.

"EXPENDITURES §  None

Increased expenditures would be minimal.

APPROPRIATIONS § HNone
EXPENDITURES BY YEAR *:

19 ¢ Not determinedlé o

e

¢ Not determined

$ Not determined 19

$ Not determined

19

-$ Not determinadlg ¢ Not determined 19

-~

STUDIES Maaagemént Study Report; Health-Department“Evaluation

PLANNING DEPT. ANALYSIS Local government's expanding role in providing human

services has brought about a need for more space. Expansion possibilities should not
be limited to the Municipal Building. A central CBD location (such as the Municipal
Building) is not needed for all community health activities. A human service centef |
could be located in a neighborhood, and thus be an important public 1nvestment Such

a center could be an adaptive use of a former school.




1080 COMANITY FACILITY PROPOSAL » 81

PRO\JECT Historical'- MUSF_:UI‘I] : Lo . ' : NGO, CF/MIS 16
LOCATION Off Route 9 . ’ C. TRACT
AAGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT Mun1c1pal Development Committee PRIORITY

AGENCY PURPOSE . .
] rEnhanQe city development effort, study and develop

"programs and priorities for social, cultural, economic,
physical, industrial, recreational and commercial improvement.

-

_YEAR FIRST PROPOSED 1976 INITIAL PROPOSED COST $10,000,000

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY X .

The original. concept was for a Connecticut history museum
A with living exhibits and demonstrations. The site would
be' land near Conmecticut Valley Hospital. An alternate
proposal has been made to convert the State Armory on’
Main Street to a state museum, Recently, ‘the Common Council
appropriated $5,000 . from the Mun1c1pal Development Fund (to be
forwarded to the Chamber .of Commerce) to ¢onduct a feasibility )

study for converting the Armory. to a museum. . ° anle% Porter,

\PROGRAM £ PLANNING BY Conn. Historical Cowmm./Mun, Devel Committee/Consultant

'EST. COST $_ 20,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS 10000 Hidd16tena; 5000 (3740
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY _ State Land

EST. COST $___ None SOURCE OF FUNDS _ N/A
DEVELOPMENT 8Y Connecticut Historical Commission

EST. COST $_ 10 million SOURCE OF FUNDS _Not ‘determined
ANNUAL COST: OPERATING @egermlned STAFF . $§etermned SUPPLIES $ Defermined
ANNUAL IN(':OME: FEES $ - Not determined OTHER Not determined
APPROPRIATIONS $ _10,000 ' EXPENDITURES § _5,000
EXPENDITURES BY YEAR ' ' :

19 3 Not determined 19 Not determined 19 ;s Not determined

19 $ Not determined 19§ Not -determined . .19.. ¢ Not determined

RELATED PROPOSALS: Preservation of 0ld Meetinghouse, all CBD Projects Danforth Hee
STATUS:' Agency looking for consultant.

STUDIES: Consultant Report (1975}

PLANNING DERT. ANALYSIS

A museum is consistent with Middletown's historlc tradition and would positively
impact local economic "development by bringing visitors to the City. " The State
Armory 1s lopcated in a Redevelopment Area, which has had considerable public °
investment il clearance, roads and utilities. There would ‘be a better return on
this investment if the Armory were a private, tax paying enterprise.

70.
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PROPOSED COMMURNITY FACILITY

PROJECT  Industrial Area II Development No.

LOCATION UWest side of Middle Street PRIORITY

AGENCY PROPDSING PROJECT Municipal Development
AGENCY PURPODSE Enhance effectiveness of city development, study and

evaluate programs and priorities necessary to promote social, cultural, economic,
physical, industrisel, recreation and commercial improvement .

NEW PROPOSAL  YES (X) NO () REVISION VYES ( ) NO ()

DESCRIPTION DF PROPOSED FAGILITY Develop second industrisl area, complete work
roads, water and sewer lines and have lots ready for sale and development by

private enterprlse.

- -

CURRENT STATUS In study stage.
STUDIES TO DATE Economic Development Stratepgies---June 1981

RELATED PROPOSALS
PROGRAM & PLANNING By City/InForm/Consultant

EST. €OST $50,000 SOURGE OF FUNDS Gity and/or InForm
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY City

EST. COST $§8Eermined ~_SOURCE OF FUNDS Not determined
DEVELOPMENT BYCity

EST. COST $2,000,000 SDURCE DF FUNDS City Bonds
ANNUAL COSTS  OPERATING $N8Eermined STAFF $ Jotermined SUPPLIES.S Nofermined

DTHER
EXPENDITURES § 7,000

ANNUAL INCOME FEES §

APPROPRIATIONS §7,000
EXPENDITURES BY YEAR TO DATE AND PROJECTED

1981 §7,000 19 8 19 $
$ 19 8

19 & 19

PLANNING ANALYSIS
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PROPOSED LCOMMUNITY FACILITY

PROJECT  1hgustrial Park Road Extension ho-

LOCATION Industrial Park Road PRIDRITY

AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT Municipal Development
AGENCY PURPOSE Enhance effectiveness of city development, study and

evaluate programs and priorities necessary to promote social, cultural, econecmic,
physical, industrial, recreation and commercial improvement.

NEW PROPDSAL YES (x) NO () REVISION YES ( ) NO ()

DESCRIPTION DF PROPOSED FACILITY Extension of Industrial Park Road from exiting
cul-de-sac to Route 72 in Cromwell a distance of approximately one mile.
Construction is due to be completed by December 1983.

Note: This proposal does not include Rt. 72 in Cromwell.

CURRENT STATUS Nearing bid stage.
STUDIES TO DATE Engineering studies by C.E. Maguire, Inc. 1980 and 1981

RELATED FROPOSALS
PROGRAM & PLANNING BYCity/Conn. D.0.T./Consultant

EST. CDOST § 29,700 ‘Local SOURCE {OF FUNDS Conn. Dept. of Economic Development
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY R-0-W to be donated by Aetna

EST. COST $ None SOURCE OF FUNDS naone

DEVELOPMENT BY Conn. D.0.T.
£ST. COST $ 2,750,000 SOURGE DF FUNDS State Bonds

OPERATING §Nofermined. STAFF $ UsterminedSUPPLIES.$ dgbermined

ANNUAL INCOME FEES § Not determined OTHER Not determined

APPROPRIATIONS $ 250,000 EXPENDITURES $250,000

EXPENDITURES BY YEAR TO DATE AND PROJECTED

ANNUAL COSTS

Not
19 % determined 19 B 19 ]

19 8 19 3 19 3

PLANNING ANALYSIS
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1981 COMMUNITY FACILITY PROPOSAL (HEW AND RCVISED)

PROdECT Master Drainage Plan (Annual Update) NO.
OCATION City- ~wide ) C. TRACT
AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECTP”bliC Works PRIORITY

AGENCY PURPOSE
Building inspection; maintenance and construction of roads, sidewalks and

curbs; public improvements; perform city engineering. .

-
LI

NEW PROPOSAL YES (XD NO C - REVISION YES ¢ D NO C D "

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY
Update existing drainage plan as needed periodically study the revised
photogrammetric -plans for any necessary revision to the drainage plans;:
.~ make recommendations- for additional drainage structures, etc., reuise ’
-estimated cnsts Fnr prnposed systems. . .

PROGRAM'S.ELANNING gy Publiﬁ Works-& Consultant .

EST. COST $50,000 " | SOURCE OF FUNDS CNR Program S ﬁ
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY___ NA i
EST. COST $_NA_ -~ SOURCE OF FUNDS__NA
DEVELOPMENT BY puplic works R Consultant

[EST. COST $50.,000 ) SOURCE OF FUNDS -GNR Program
ANNUAL COST: OPERATING $10,000 STAFF $ _ NA SUPPLIES _ NA

ANNUAL INCOME: FEES $ nNA "~ OTHER _NA
APPROPRIATIONS $50,DOD(5'vear program) EXPENDITURES $50,000(5 year program)

EXPENDITURES BY YEAR

19 86 $‘1|3,t|DU

" 1982 410,000 - 1¢84 10,000

-

1983 $10,000 . 1985 $410,000. . 19 87 $10,000

STUDiES City-wide Aerial Photogrammetry

PLANNING DEPT. ANALYSIS
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1981 COMMUNITY FACILITY PROPOSAL {MEW AND REVISED)

PROQECT- Mass_Transit Terminal NO.
3 ) , .
| ocaTION L0 Ma n Streqﬁ C. TRACT
AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT - Transit District PRIORITY

AGENCY PURPOSE
ngelnp‘gnd'maintain efficient adequate system of mass tranépn;tatinn

.
L]

NEW PROPDSAL YES (. ) NO ( XD REVISION YES (x) NO C D

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY
'A clean, safe waiting ar
rapms, information and

Transit District. staff. Bus staging area.

pa’ for buses with a waiting room, public rest

ticket sales counter and offices for Middletown
Qutdoor park-like waiting -

areas. " .

pROGRAM.g PLANNING By Middletown Transit District/Hirmin R Heyeé
SOURCE OF FUNDS Urban Mass Trahs_. Adm./State,

EST. cosT $ 64,000

1 PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BYMiddletown Transit District : '
. EST. COST $120,000 ] SOURCE OF FUNDS Urban Mass Trans. Adm./State _j

DEVELOPMENT BY Middletown Transit District .
EST. cosT $375,000 SOURCE OF FunDs Urban Mass Trans. Adm./State
; 362,500

; . $273,500

ANNUAL COST: OPERATING $159,000($29,190*STAFF($21,000%)  SUPPLIES($7,360%)
ANNUAL. INCOME: FEES $110,000 © °  DTHER None

APPROPRIATIONS $385,600 EXPENDITURES $ 495,500

EXPENDITURES BY YEAR

| 1981 $316,000 19 3 19 4

1982 §495,500 .19 % _ .19 &

STUDIES Transit Development Plan for the Midstate Region

PLANNING DEPT. ANALYSIS . . )
Mass Transportation to the CBD is a key feature of the overall develop-
ment plan for the downtown. Public events in the downtown should be
keyed into the bus schedule. The Transit Authority is not an operating
agency of Middletown City Government but-is autonomous. - o

*Annual costs in parentheses are for terminal;
- first cost listed is for entire bus operation.




1981 COANITY FACILITY PiOPOSAL * &3 1.

PROJECT Nejako Drive Drainage Project - ' _ ' | ho. CF/PWK 3,1
| LOCATION Nejako Drive Area o ' C. TRACT '
Public Works Dept./Commission | PRICRITY

AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT

AGENCY PURPOSE .
Bu11d1ng inspection maintencance and construction of roads,
sidewalks and curbs; public improvements; performs city engineering.

YEAR FIRST PROPOSED 1980 INITIAL FROPOSED COST #7500

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY _

Study the watershed and propose corrective measures to alleviate the problem,
consultant proposed to study four (4) solutions:- 1.) increase brook capacity by
enlarging brook and culvert crossing and/or 1ﬁcte351ng the slope of the brook
bottom; 2.) creating a storage basin; 3.) diverting the flow by means of a conduit
or ditch. The consultant study would include a hydraulics 'study, plans, plDfllES

and figures for estimated costs. B

One

 PROGRAM 87 PLANNING BY Public WOIkS/COnéultallts

"EST. COST $900,000 SOURCE OF FUNDSMunicipsl Bonds
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY _Information not available

EST. COST $Undetermined SOURCE OF FUNDS _ Undetermined
DEVELOPMENT BY Contractors ) |

EST. COST $Not determined SOURCE OF FQNDS Not determineé
ANNUAL COST: OPERATING $_N/A _ STAFF 5 /A SUPPLIES $_N/A .
ANNUAL INCOME: FEES $_._ N/A OTHER N/A
APPROPRIATIONS $ Not determined’ EXPENDITURES $ Not determined
EXPENDITURES BY YEAR ' ‘ ' T

1981 $600,000 19 & N/A - 19 4 WA

1982 §300,000 19§ N/A .19 4 _N/A

RELATED PROPOSALS’ Storm Water Drainage Master Plan, Aerial Mapplng

STATUS ! Bond must be app“aued by voters on Nov. 10, 1981.

Preliminary proposal for Drainage Study subm1tted by Whitman & Howard, Inc

STUDIES:
Architects and -Engineers

PLANNING DEPT. ANALYSIS This 1962 subdivision is located in a streambelt -and

in an inland wetland area. Regulations governing construction in environmentally
"sensitive areas, adopted in the 1970's, would now require this development to make
provisions minimizing drainage. The subdivision would have been a good opportunity
for a Planned Residential Development (PRD)}. The drainage .problems emphasize the
importance of proper site planning which can eliminate the need for public

" expenditures to reduce hazards created by development. This project would be a
pilot study for the community-wide Storm Drainage Master Plan. .

50.
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PROPOSED COMMUNITY FACILITY

PROJECT North End Parking Lot ND. CF/PBR 9

LOCAT10N Between Ferry and Green Streets PRIORLTY

AGENCY PROPDSING PROJECT Municipal Development
AGENCY FURPOSE Enhance city development; study and develop programs

and priorities to promote social, cultural, economic, physical, industrial,
recreational and commercisl improvement.

NEW PROPDSAL VYES ( ) NO (X) REVISION VYES (X) Noo ()

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FﬁCILITY Surface parking for fifty (50) spaces in
the North End of Middletown, adjacent to Saint Sebastian's School.

CURRENT STATUS el tion, and demolition completed
' Community Development
t Program (1978)

STUDIES TO DATE pgrking program for the Downtown (1971);Block Gran
RELATED PRBPDSALSEfES%EH?t ggoegnﬂbgimgetﬁggtnguse, Rehabilitation Loan and Grant

PROGRAM & PLANNTING BYMungcipal Dev. Qomp&ﬁ%ggﬁ?g;gultap?r(mith Planning and

E5T. COST $7,210 SNURCE OF FUNDSCommunity Dev. Block Grant/City
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT DF WAY BY City

EST. COST $ 190,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS CD Block Grant
DEVELOPMENT BY Municipal Development Committee/Contractors :

£ST. COST $00,000 SOURCE OF FuNDsBaLyyBonding/Block Grant/Special

OPERATING. § DeberminedSTAFF $ Nefermined SUPPLIES.§ Sefermined
OTHER Not determined

EXPENDITURES § None

ANNUAL COSTS
ANNUAL INCOME FEES $Not determined

APPROPRIATIONS § None
EXPENDITURES 8Y YEAR TO DATE AND PROJECTED

19 80 § 150,000 19 $ N/A 19 $ nN/A
19 81 $ 150,000 19 % N/A 19 $ N/A

PLANNING ANALYSIS This project is part of an overall plan for parking in
Middletown's Central Business District. Adeguate parking is essential to the
economic viahility of the downtown and maintains neighborhood stability. Key

decisions have been made and are being implemented.
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PRGPOSED LOMMURITY FACILITY

PROJECT  Palmer Field Development NO. CF/REC 1841

LOCATION Factory Street PRIORITY

AGENCY PROPDSING PRDJECT Park and Recreation Department
AGENCY PURPOSE Supervises and controls park and recreation areas,

assoclated structures and apparatus; administers community recreation programa.

NEW PROPOSAL  YES ( ) ND (X) REVISION VYES (X) ND ()

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FAGCILITY A consultant has been contracted with to pre-
pare alternative plans for Veterans' Park, Palmer Field and Pat Kidney Field.
Study of development at Palmer Field focuses on evaluation of playing fields and
their possible re-orientation evaluation of traffic on developed alternatives
(including parking capacity and traffic circulation), and a space requirement
study to establish the size and extent of architectural facilities.

CURRENT STATUS Project awaiting funding

STUDIES TO DATE Study by consultants (July, 1980).

RELATED PROPOSALS Pat Kidney Field & Veterans' Memorial Park Development

PROGRAM 8 PLANNING B8Y park_and Recreation Department/Storch Engineers
EST. COST $10,000* SOURCE OF FUNDS City of Middletouwn

PURGCHASE DF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY None

 EST. COST $ N/A . SDURCE OF FUNDS N/A
DEVELOPMENT BYPark and Recreation Department/Cantractors
EST. COST $1,274,130 SOURCE OF FUNDS City of Middletown
ANNUAL COSTS  OPERATING § HBEBTNinEdSTAFF $ None - SUPELIﬁﬁhiﬁgEETminEd

anvual 1ncove  Fees ¢ EBERRIISRESoMYtion  0THER Not determined

APPROPRIATIONS §10,000* EXPENDITURES $ 10,000%
EXPENDTTURES 8Y "ViokaLrE BafE Ul OPrBatReEf 1eld, Pat Kidney, Veterans® Park

Not Not Not
19 g determined 19 % determined 19 ¢ determined
Not Mot “Not

¢ determined

19  § determined 19 % determined 19

acre recreation area centrally located in

Middletown on a major east-west highway; it is the site of many important local,

state and regional events which brings visitors to Middletown. Plans for im-
provement of the park area should take into consideration proposals to use ad-
imcent areas as a commuter parking lot. Use of Palmer Field depends on available

nearby parking.

PLANNING ANALYSIS Palmer is a 97

o fia
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PROPOSED COMMUNITY FACILITY

NO. cF/REC 20

PROJECT pat Kidney Field Development

LOCATI1ON 128 Farm Hill Road PRIORITY

AGENCY PROPDSING PROJECT pPark and Recreation Department
AGENCY PURPOSE Supervises and controls park and recreation areas,
associated structures and apparatus; administers community recreation and

athletic programs.

NEW PROPOSAL VYES () ND (X)) REVISION VYES (X) NO ()

DESCRIPTION OF PRDPOSED FACILITY A consultant has been contracted with to
prepare alternative plans for Veterans' Park, Palmer Field and Pat Kidney
Field. Study of development at Pat Kidney focuses on drainage, re-orientation
af the fields and courts, screening of pley areas from residential areas and
the integration of new uses with existing fields of education. The area should
be maintained so that it provides maximum utility to the school system.

CURRENT STATUS Project awaiting funding
STUDIES TD DATE Study by Consultants (3July, 1980)

RELATED PROPDSALS Palmer Field and Veterans' Memorial Park Development
PROGRAM & PLANNING BY Park and Recreation Department/Storch Engineers

EST. COST $10, 0o0g* SOURCE OF FUNDS City of Middletouwn
PURCHASE oF LRND/RIGHT OF WAY BY None

EST. COST 8 N/A SDURBE OF FUNDS N/A
DEVELOPMENT BY Park and Recreation Department/Contractors

EST. COST $916,393 SOURGCE OF FUNDS City of Middletown
ANNUAL COSTS . DPERAnggagggﬁﬁggiged.STAFF 3ﬁgg%ermined!ﬂJRELIE8~$§g%ermined
ANNUAL INCOME FEES $Common Counci 0THER Not determined
APPROPRIATIONS § 10,000* EXPENDITURES § 10,000*

EXPENDITURES BY veRueto' BATECANY PhohBETEp Field, Pat kigney Field, UEterB“Sp;§ET°’

]

Not. Not Not
19 $determined 19 ¥ determined 19 $ determined
Not Not Not

19 ' $determined 19 ¥ determined 19 ¥ determined

PLANNING ANALYSIS Pat Kidney Field is a major recreational facility used for
group activity. The City has & considerable investment in the area: It is
adjacent to two schools and the administrative offices of the Board of
Education. The area should be maintained so that it provides maximum utility

to the school system.
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PROPOSED LOMMUNITY FACILITY

PROJECT pPreservation of 01d Meetinghouse NO. CF/MIS 15

[LDCATION 706-712 Main Street PRIORITY

AGENCY PROPDSING PROJECT Municipal ODevelopment
AGENCY FURPOSE Enhance the eity development; study and evaluate
programs to promote cultursl, social, economic, physical, industriasl, recreational

and commercial improvement

NEW PROPOSAL YES ( ) NO () REVISION YES ( ) NO ()

Acquisition, restoration and adapiive reuse of
DESCRIPTION OF PROPUSED FACILITY the First Congregational Church, Middletouwn's se-
cond meeting house. The proposed reuse, by the private sector, has not been deter-
mined. The building is worthy of preservation. The Middletown Planning Commission
the City's preservation agency, has designated the Meetinghouse as worthy of preser,
vation. The building has been nominated to the National Register of Historic
Places and is located in an area nominated as a National Register Historic District
The bu1ldinq.uill eventually be sold on the basis of design/reuse proposals.

US Funding snurces heing sought; 1and purchased.

STUDIES 70 DATE Community Dev. Block Grant Program-Small Cities Discretionary Grant
Application.

RELATED PROPUSALS Mixed-use program
PROGRAM & PLANNING pyMunieipal Dev. Comm. /Greater Mdin. Preservation Trust

"EST. €OST § 10,000 SOURCE OF FUNDSNational Endowment for Arts
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY City of Middletown
EST. COST ¢ 125,000 SOURCE DOF FunpSCommunity Devel. Block Grant
DEVELDPMENT BY Private Sector
EST. COST § 400,000 SDURCE DOF FUNDSDept. of Interior/Private sector
Not Not NGt
ANNUAL COSTS  OPERATING. § determined STAFF § determinedSUPPLIES.§ determined
ANNUAL INCOME FEES § Not determined OTHER Not determined
APPROPRIATIONS §$135,000 EXPENDITURES $126,000
EXPENDITURES BY YEAR TO DATE AND PROJECTED
. Not Not
19 80 $126,000 19 % determined 19 $ determined
Not Not Not

19  gdetermined 19 g determined 19 g determined

PLANNING ANALYSIS This facility is a part of Middletown's unigque heritsge; one of
Middletown's Plan of Development goals is to preserve the community's unique
features. Middletouwn's policy is to encourage neighborhood uses in the northern
segment of the Central Business District. Appropriate use of the facility would
he a space for human services, such as a center for handicapped services, a youth

‘center or a cultursel center.

8/81
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1981 COMMUNITY FACILITY PROPOSAL (NEW AHD REVISED)

PROJECT pProperty line Mapping NO.
| ioonTion City-Wide ' C. TRACT
AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT - Public Works PRIORITY

AGENCY PURPOSE . . ,
Maintains and constructs highways, curbs, sidewalks and drainage systemsj

pegfurms5city_engineering work; supervises and control new and existing
.. structuris; make improvements.to city buildings; implements a tree plantg

ing program.

NEW PROPOSAL YES (XD NO C - REVISION YES ( ) NOo C D fJ
DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY
. " Reproduce all city wide property lines on new base maps developed from
existing topographic maps by using current tax assessor's maps and .
Middletown Land Records, supplementing all by field measurements or

- ed’its.---;-.

PROGRAM & PLANNING gy Public Works™ & Consultant
EST. COST $50,000° SOURCE OF FUNDS Municipal Bonds,

SR, SO, S

PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY NA .

_EST. COST §__NA ' SOURCE OF FUNDS _ NA
DEVELOPMENT BY Public Works R Consultant

SOURCE OF FpNDS-Municiﬂal Bonds
' SUPPLIES $_NA 1

(=

EST. COST $.300,000
ANNUAL, COST: OPERATING  Unknown . STAFF $ NA
ANNUAL INCOME: FEES $___ Unknown OTHER ___ NA
APPROPRIATIONS $ 350,000 'EXPENDITURES $ 350,000
EXPENDITURES BY YEAR ‘

'-1952 __$ 350,000 19 - §  emee- ' 19 [

- pn e —

19 8 T C19 4 Tttt 19 C %

STUDIES ‘perial Photogrammetry, GCoordinate.Network, Town Line Monumentation

PLANNING DEPT. ANALYSIS




1.

7 C2
1981 COMAUNITY FACILITY PROPOSAL >
PROJECT Public Works Storage and Maintenance Yard " NO, CF/PWE 1.1
LOCATION Washingto'n' St.feet — City Yard . . ’ C. TRACT
PRIORITY

'AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT Public Works Department .

AGENCY PURPOSE
Building inspection; maintains and constructs highways, curbs,
public improvements and city buildings; performs city engineering.

-

YEAR FIRST PROPOSED 1976 INITIAL PROPOSED COST ' $350,000

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY = : _ -
Provide storage for city vehicles, incliding security (such as
- lights and fencing). Currently, garage space for all vehicles
is not available, Valuable equipment is left outside, and there
has been several thefts and damage caused by vahdals. ) -

PROGRAM & PLANNING BY Public Works Départment

'EST. COST $ 40,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS _ Not determined |
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY N/A - already city owned

EST. COST $_N/A SOURCE OF FUNDS ___ N/A
DEVELOPMENT 8Y Contractors : ‘

EST. COST § 610,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS Not determined '
' L Not . HOt K
ANNUAL COST: OPERATING $ Not determined gyarF § Determined SUPPLIES % _Determined
ANNUAL INCOME: FEES § Not determined OTHER HNot determined
APPROPRIATIONS §  None ‘ EXPENDITURES $ None
EXPENDITURES BY YEAR ' '

1982 § 500,000 ' 19 § N/A - 19 ;s N/A

1983 & 150,000 19 3 N/A : : '19_‘ § N/A

RELATED PROPOSALS: Public Works Annex; City Yard Additions for Traffic Paint Shop

STATUS: Cost revisions update the previous proposal

STUDIES: None

PLANNING DEPT. ANALYSIS

Middletown's major public works equipment represent a considerable investment of
taxpayers' dollars. The safety of this equipment is important because it is a tool
for maintaining another capital facility, Middletown's roads. There should be a
specific proposal for improving the City Yard, one that details the exact
improvements needed to the City Yard.

40,
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PROPOSED COMMUNITY FACILITY

PROJECT Rehabilitation Loan and Grant Program NO. CF/HOW 10

LOCATION &Qgévzﬁ§E§ Homes in Neighborhood StrategicPRIORITY

AGENCY PRDPDSING PROJECT Citizen's Advisory Committee
AGENCY PURPOSE

NEW PROPOSAL  YES () ND X)) REVISION VYES (x) N0 ()

DESCRIPTION Of PROPOSED FAGILITY This project provides funds for housing re-
habilitation. The purpose of the program is to stabilize neighborhood strstegic

areas through gqualitative housing improvements. Funds can be spent in any geo-
graphic area but must be concentrated in particular areas. Household elibibility
is structured along the income limits of the Section 235 (homeownership) quide-
lines. Middletown was first committed to this project in 1975.

CURRENT STATUS Project in continous implementation; cost revisi
“Applications for Small Cities Discretionary Grant (COBG);

STUDIES TO DATE gugust, 1978; duly, 1979; danuory, 4980

RELATED PROPOSALS Cooperative Housing; Sewer Facilities Plan
PROGRAM & PLANNING BY Municipal Development Committee/Citizen Advisory Committes

EST. COST § None SOURCE DF FUNDS Municipal Staff
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY__ None
E£ST. COST $ N/A SOURCE DF FUNDS N/A

DEVELOPMENT BY Greater Middletown Community Corporation
SDURCE OF FUNDSSmall Cities Grant (CDBG)

EST. COST § 115,000

ANNUAL COSTS  OPERATING § . N/A .. 5TAFF § None  SUPPLIES.§ - N/A
ANNUAL INCOME FEES $§ None OTHER Nong
APPROPRIATIONS § No City funds EXPENDITURES $§ None
EXPENDITURES BY YEAR TO DATE AND PROJECTED
' : Not
19 78 g 160,000 1980 § 115,000 19 $determined
Nat Not
19 79 § 146,000 19 $ determined 19 % determined

PLANNING ANALYSIS This project 1s not a typical community facility because no
local funds are to be spent, and because the housing that is rehabilitated is
private. It is however, a public capital resource expenditure involving discre-
tion by Middletown's local government officials. Since housing 1s being upgraded,
the neighborhood could require improvements in other facllities, such as water

and sewer lines, parking, recreation and roads.

B8/81




1981 COMMUNITY FACILITY FROPOSAL Y9

T : ' N, CF/PWILS

1 ' . -
PROJECT Resource Recovery Center

LOCATION Not determinea' "' C. TRACT
PRIORITY

AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT  Public Works Department
AGENCY PURPOSE i
Buiidfﬁg inspection; maihtenance and construction of highways,
sidewalks, curbs, public improvements and city buildings;
performs city engineering. o T

-

) ' . i11j
YEAR FIRST PROPOSED 1979 INITIAL PROPOSED COST (20t31™Faci They)

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY = : .

Plan to convert waste material into a fuel/energy for heating and manufacturing.
Solid waste generated by area towns can provide recovered energy for a small scale,
facility (to 200 tons/day). A study is now underway to: 1.) find plant locations;
2.) develop a plan for tonnage; transportation, site analysis, plant specifications
and costs-revenues; 3.) design a framework for ownership and operationm.

 PROGRAM & PLANNING BY Public Works/Solid Waste Task Force/ Consultant

'EST. cosT § 700-800,000/ SOURCE OF FUNDS Bond/701 Grant
5 000 _ '
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY City

EST. COST § Not determined SOURCE OF FUNDS _Not determined

DEVELOPMENT BY  Public Works/Solid Waste Task Force/Contractor
6.3 million

EST. COST & total facility  SOURCE OF FUNDS _Not determined
. Not Eot B
ANNUAL COST: OPERATING $307,465 STAFF & Determined  SUPPLIES $ Determined
ANNUAL INCOME: FEES $ . Not determined OTHER Not determined

None | EXPENDITURES § _ None

APPROPRIATIONS $
EXPENDITURES BY YEAR .
19 ' $ Not determined 19 8 Not determined 19 '$ Not determined -

19 ' 3 ﬁot determined 19 $ ‘Not determined - i9" $ Not determihed
Solid Waste Disposal Area; Solid Waste Disposal Area Class 1;
RELATED PROPOSALS: Transfer Station; Recyeling Center

STATUS: Consultant preparing study _ i
~—JU Year Solid Waste Management Plan for Midstate Conn.(1976-1996);

STUDIES: Resource Recoverv Association (1976); Preliminary Feasibilitv of Regiopal

Solid Waste Enerﬁy Recovery Facility; Midstate %PA (1979); Management and
i underway); Cahn Engineers

Operations Study for Solid Waste Energy Recovety Facility

PLANNING DEPT. ANALYSIS .

Storage and reprocessing of solid waste are key environmental concerns for the
1980's. New Planning ‘and Zoning Commission regulations make solid waste facilities
special ‘exception uses in industrial zones. Proponents must submit data on the
facility's impact on a variety of considerations, including a neighborhood's social,
geographic and economic factors. Residential uses are not allowed in industrial
zones. Solid waste facilities could be available to nearby towns, per Council.
agreement, This is consistent with Middletown's role as a regional center.

\-

51.




1981 COMAMUNITY FACILITY PROPOSAL

i

PROJECT Riverfront Improvement Phase 11 (Power ‘Plant .Reuse) '| MO, CF/REC 34,1

LOCATION 30 Water Street (Harborpark).[ ' C. TRACT

PRIORITY

AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT Harbor Improvement Agencf
AGENCY RURPOSE .

Initiate and implement (with other. agencies) programs for
riverfront development and beautification, '

CYEAR FIRST PROPOSED 1976 INITIAL PROPOSED COST

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY

Convert the former ﬁoyer station to a compatible reuse. An aspect of the
'pFOJect'IS a p?destrtan bridge linking the riverfront to the CBD. This
is presently belng considered for funding through the Urban Act Program,

-éROGRAM & PLANNING BY Harbor Improvement Agency/Consultants

EST. COST & 4,500 SOURCE 'OF FUNDS Conn. Commission on the Arts
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY N/A; already city-owned
EST. COST §_N/A SOURCE OF FUNDS ___ N/A

DEVELOPMENT BY Harbor Improvement Agency/Contractors

EST. cost § Not determined  GOURCE OF FUNDS ___ Not determined
) Not

ANNUAL COST: OPERATING § Not determined syapp ¢ Determined  SUPPLIES § B2Eermined

ANNUAL INCOME: FEES $_. Not determined OTHER __ Not determined
APPROPRIATIONS & 4,500 ‘ EXPENDITURES § 4,500
EXPENDITURES BY YEAR ! .
1979 .$ 34,500 - 19° $ Not determined 19 ;$ Not determined
19 $ Not determined 18 $ Not determined ~ = 19" $ Not determined

RELATED PROPOSALS: Boat Launch; Cultural Center N

STATUS: Funding sources/developer being sought

STUDIES: Middletown & the Connecticut River; C.E, Maguire (1974); In progress are an
agogstics study, structural engineering study, systems study and a funding
study. . ‘ ‘

PLANNING DEPT. ANALYSIS

This project illustrates the need in Middletown for space for
cultural/recreational activities, The building is a unique opportunity
because it is located in flood plain, so further construction is pro-
hibited. A multi-agency approach is needed to make the project relevent

to all of Middletown's needs.
41,
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1981 COMMUNITY FACILITY PROPOSAL ? 8 1

PROJECT River Road Reconstruqtioﬁ : - ' MO, CF/PWY 2.3
LOCATION River Road'to'Sumner Creek and Pratt & Whitney C. TRACT
AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT ~ FPublic Works Department - PRIORITY

AGENCY PURPOSE

Building inspection; maintenance and construction of highways,
sidewalks, curbs, public improvements and city buildings;
performs city engineering. - .

YEAR FIRST PROPOSED 1976 INITIAL PROPOSED COST $2,000,000

-DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY

To provide secondary access to Maromas industrial grea, to service
Pratt & Whitney and HELCO. River Road would be reconstructed from
Silver Street to Pratt & Whitney, and from Union Street to Silver
Street. The projects were ranked first and second (respectively) in
the Urban Systems Project for FY 1980. Reconstruction would create

"~ a 3 lane road,

-éROGéAM £ PLANNING BY Public Works Department/Consultant

'EST. COST $ 450,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS _ Bond
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY _City

EST. COST $ 150,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS __ Bond
DEVELOPMENT BY Contractor '

EST. COST $ 3,800,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS _ Bond
ANNUAL COST: OPERATING $Not determined STAFF § befermined  sUPPLIES $ Determined
ANNUAL INCOME: FEES $_- MNome OTHER None
APPROPRIATIONS $ None ' _ EXPENDITURES § _ None
EXPENDITURES BY YEAR

19 $ Not determined 19 $N6t detefhined 19 '_;$ Not determined °

19 $ Not determined 19 $N6t determined = i9~g $ Not determined |

RELATED PROPOSALS: Other road projects
STATUS: - Meetings being held with town and state officials

STUDIES: None

PLANNING DEPT. ANALYSIS

An_adequate secondary access to this area is required by growth of industries
located there. Previcusly, an objection to road improvement was proximity to
recreation development at Town Farms Park and the possibility of a state historic
However, plans for Town Farms have been restricted by discovery of

museun nearby.
River Road improvements are

a well and the state historic museum seems remote,
needed to prevent reduction in the level of services to the industries 1ocated

there, who are among Middletown's major taxpayers. . 47.




1981 COMAMITY FACILITY PROPOSAL ¢ 8 :’é_

PROJECT Road lmprovements Outsida Redévelopment Area. ' | No. CF/PWK 2.7

LOCATION College, Court and Main Streefg C. TRACT

PRIORITY

AGENCY PROPOéING PROJECT Public Works Departmentl
AGENCY PURPOSE ’

Building inspection; maintenance and construction of highways,
sidewalks, curbs, public improvements and city buildings;
performs city engineering. ' .

YEAR FIRST PROPOSED 1980 INITIAL PROFOSED COST- $290,000

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY This project reconstructs and extends proposed
reconstruction outside urban renewal limits under Redevelopment Site Improvements,

Contracts #4 and #7. For Court Street, improvements are new sanitary, storm, water,
and surface improvement to High Street and changes to street lights to make them
consistent with the Main Street Modernization Program. -At College Street, there will
be updating of work designed in 1974. This work requires updating of specifications

and review of the original signal work. -

AéROGRAM & PLANNING BY Redevelopment Agency/Cahn Engineers

'£ST. cosT §_ 40,000 SOURCE OF Funps _ Bond
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY _ N/A
gsT. cosT §_MVA SOURCE OF FUNDS _ N/A
DEVELOPMENT BY Contractor ' '
EST. cosT § 290,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS _ Bond
ANNUAL COST: OPERATING §  N/A STAFF § M4 SUPPLIES §__ /A
ANNUAL INCOME: FEES §_.  Mome OTHER None
APPROPRIATIONS § 290,000 ' EXPENDITURES $  None
EXPENDITURES BY YEAR ' '
1981.4 290,000 19° § wA - 19 3 N/A
19 §$_WNa 19 3 WA . 19 3 _N/A

RELATED PROPOSALS: College/Court Parking; Theater Block Rehabilitation

STATUS'. Consultant report submitted .

STUDIES:

Urban Renewal Plans since 1950's

PLANNING DEPT. ANALYSIS

This project has merit because it assures consistency of‘cﬁanges
brought about by Middletown's two decades of redevelopment.

24,




1981 COMMUNITY FACILITY PROPOSAL ? 8 1

PROJECT Road Improvément“Program §198I41986) f . : NO. CF/PWK 2.5

| LOCATION Throughout Middletown o ' C. TRACT City-wide

AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT Public Works Department PRIORITY .~

AGENCY PURPOSE

Buildiﬁé inspéction, maintenance and construction of sidewalks,
highways, curbs, public 1mprovements and city bu11d1ngs performs

city englneerlng.

YEAR FIRST PROPOSED 1976 INITIAL PROPOSED COST 4,000,000

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY  Reconstruct, widen,' install pavement and make
drainage provisions. A tentative list of streets includes: Brooks Road, Training
Hill Road, Brush Hill Road, Cedar Lane, Reservoir Road, Sawmill Road, Prout Hill
Road, Saybrook Road, Rogers Road, Schaefer Road; Bradley Street, Lincoln Street,
Liberty Street, Eastern Drive, Beverly Heights, Aonette Place, Lucinda.lane, Sunny-
slope Drive, Walnut Street, DeJohn Drive, Durwin Street, Fountain Avenue, Warren
Street, Knowles Avenue, Vine Street and Lawn Avenue. This is not a final list and
a priority rating has not yet been‘established; ' S

_PROGRAM & PLANNING BY Public Works Depar tment .

EST. COST $ 500,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS _ Bond
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY Public Works Department/Consultant
EST. cosT % 100,000 SOURCE OF Funps __ Bond

|
DEVELOPMENT BY Contractor/Consultant

EST. COST $ 4,400,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS  Bond
. : Not Not .
OPERATING $ Not determined STAFF § Determined SUPPLIES $ Determined

5

ANNUAL COST:
ANNUAL INCOME: FEES §_. Nome OTHER None
APPROPRIATIONS $ None EXPENDITURES $ __ None
EXPENDITURES BY YEAR '
19 81 41,000,000 1983 §1,000,000° 19 85 § 1,000,000
19 82 $ 1,000,000 1984 $1,000,000 * 19-86 $_ 1,000,000

Sewer Facilities Plan;

RELATED PROPOSALS: Road Improvement Bond (1974): Road Maintenance Program

STATUS: Revisions to cost figures

STUDIES:_ None

PLANNING DEPT. ANALYSIS

This projeét would eliminate potentially hazardous conditions on Middletown streets,
A basic_traditional service of local government is maintenance of roads. A .
community's major investment is its road system. A priority system and schedule
should be established so it can be coordinated wlth sewer improvements recommended

in the Sewer Facilities Program.

43,




1981 COMMUNITY FACILITY PROPOSAL 11

PROJECT. Road Maintenance Program (Annual) . = - NO. Cr/mﬂ(é'ﬁ
LOGATION City-wide | ' B | . TracT City-Wide
AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT - Public Works Department PRIORTTY

| 'AGENCY PURPOSE

Building inspéction; maintenance and construction of highways, sidewalks,
curbs; public improvements and city buildings; performs city engineering.

YEAR FIRST PROPOSED 1976 INITIAL PROPOSED COST Same

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY

Maintenance of city streets. Every twelve to fifteen years pavement,
dralnage, curblng and sidewalks must be routinely replaced.

PROGW SAPLANNING BY Public Works Departinént

EST. COST § None SOURCE OF FUNDS General Fund.
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY _ None !
N ]
. EST. COST $_ N/A - SOURCE OF FUNDS ]
DEVELOPMENT BY _ Contractor’ o 5
'EST. €OST $6-700,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS__ General Fund iy
ANNUAL COST: OPERA%ING 4Not determined  gyaApf ¢ Not determ. gppp jgg 4Not determ. q
ANNUAL IﬁCGWE: FEES $ Not determined . OTHER Not determined
APPROPRIATIONS $  Nome 'EXPENDITURES & Yone
EXPENDITURES BY YEAR o '
71981 %-700,000 198 $6~700,000 1985 & 6-7000,000
1982 § 6-700,000 1984 ¢6-700,000 . 1986 & 6-700,000
RELATED- PROPOSALS:  Road Improvement Bomds |
STUD]ES!' 1.L_ None ' I .
1 STATUS: Cost revisions

PLANNING DEPT. ANALYSIS

Maintenance of community facilities is important because it means the need for more
expensive repairs in.the future could be eliminated. There should be a complete
evaluation of all city streets and a priority system should be established so that
repairs can actually be scheduled. Scheduling should be. coordlnated with work done
on the c1ty sewer as a result of the Sewer Facilities Plan.

52,
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1981 COMMUNITY FACILITY PROPOSAL {HEW AND REVISED)

Russell Library Renovation & Addition NO. CF/MIS 2

_PROJECT‘

""‘ATION 119 Broad Street - C. TRACT

¢ progect -Russell Library Building CommitfeppioriTy

AGENCY PROPOSIN
AGENCY PURPOSE

Study long range building plans to the Russell Library’

REVISION YES (x> NO C D |

NEW PROPOSAL YES ( ) NO ¢ XD

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY .
This project consists of; -1.) renovation of the two existing
. buildings at 119 and 133 Broad Street and 2.) construction of a
connection between the two buildings and an addition to the rear

of the Children s Library.

PROGRAM grq;maung BY Building Committee/Hardy, Holzman, Pfeiffer Associate

EST. COST $ 25,000.00 SOURCE OF FUNDS General Fund. J
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY Owned by Russell Library and City H
. EST. COST $ None SOURCE OF FUNDS J

DEVELOPMENT BY City/Laibson Construction Co. Inc,
_EST. COST $ 3.5 miilion SOURCE OF FUNDS Bond referendum approved 6/19/80
SUPPLIES $

ANNUAL COST: OPERATING $ Not determined STAFF $

ANNUAL INCOME: FEES $ Not determined - °  OTHER
APPROPRIATIONS $ 3.5 million EXPENDITURES $208,237. 6/30/81

EXPENDITURES BY YEAR
‘19 % 19 % | 19 %

19 __$ 19 % .- 19 "%

Mayor s Survey Committee (1974), A Building Program for the .

SﬂﬂHES Busg ell Librarx (]919), Report of the Library Building Commjittee
. (1980)

PLANNING DEPT. ANALYSIS .
The need for library renovation has been documented’ since 1974, Use of
the Library. increased 50% in the last five years., The existing facil-
ity does not meet: standards for public libraries, thereby limiting - |
information resources available to Middletown.- The library 1is located
close to the CBD, so it is an investment in the downtown. Since the
library has evening hours, activity is brought to the- downtown when

many businesses have ‘closed.




"CARD OF Eougﬁiod\éwwmw FACILITY PROPOSAL ? 8 1 o

310 HUNTING HItL
ne DULETOWN, CONNECTICUT 06457 ' i _—
School Renovations to meet Federal Energy and - CF/EBDU 16 1D 2,
| PROJECT Handlcapped 504 Laws - - | Mo, 5, 9,
LOCATION City Schools S C. TRACT
AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT Bulldlng Commlttee for Board of Ed. PRIORITY

AGENCY PURPOSE

Study sc¢hools for barrier free potential for the handicapped
and for energy conservation,

: None prov1ded
YEAR FIRST PROPOSED 1578 INITIAL PROPOSED COST’Study in progres

vDESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY

After a study of all Middletown schools, the dec151on by the Board. of Education is
to renovate Lawrence, Moody, Bielefield, kelguln, Middletown High Schocl and the
Administration Building. Lawrence renovations will be made by school personnel.,
-~ The estimated cost to Middletown is $75,000, The percent of allocatlon between
state and federal costs could change during Lhe fiscal year. S

0y

.éROGRAM é p ING BY Building Committee/Architect (Seb Passénesi}

EST. COST §_7,900 SOURCE OF FUNDS s R
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY __None - :
EST. cosT § N/A SOURCE OF FUNDS ____ N/A

DEVELOPMENT BY Board of Education/Private Contractors
EST. COST $ 200,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS 59/ state, 41% local

. ot .
ANNUAL COST: OPERATING $Not provided STAFF § provided SUPPLIES $provided
Not provided

ANNUAL INCOME: FEES § - Not provided OTHER
: - 7
APPROPRIATIONS § 72900 (fpgluding Woodrow  pyoppITURES § _ 7,900

EXPENDITURES BY YEAR

19§ Not determined 19 $_ Not detérmined .19 % Not derermined
19 $ Not determined 19 S .Not determined =~ 19 $ Not determined .

RELATED PROPOSALS ¢ Woodrow Wilson Middle School Rencovations

STATUS'— Funding being sought

STUDIES: School Building Committee Report (9/79)-

PLANNING DEPT. ANALYSIS .
Significant decision must now be made for schools because whlle some are being
closed because of decllnlng enrollment, others require costly renovations to
comply with various ‘laws and codes. Those schools with improvements should be
those that will continue to be operated in the 1980's. The schools proposed for
renovations are-in areas where housing growth has taken place. There should be
coordinated decisions concerning school renovations, school closings and school
reuse. ’ . ) L . : 26

e el




SOy L
U0 CnDiIiTY FRACTLITY

PRDJLCT Shona Tower Security System 0.

PRIDRITY

LODCAT10N 40 Broad Street

" AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT Housing Authority
AGENCY PURPDSE

NEW PROPOSAL  YES (x) NO () REVISION YES () NO ()

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY Installation of call system from main entrance
to all 126 elderly apartments.

CURRENT STATUS
STUDIES TD DATE 1980 Small Cities CDBG Application

RELATED PROPOSALS

Not '
EST. COST $§ determined SDURCE OF FUNDS CpBG

PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF way By N/A
EST. COST § ~ N/A SOURCE DOF FUNDS — N/A

DEVELOPMENT BY Housing Authority/Contractor

£5T. COST § 12,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS CDBG
NOt "Nt NGt
ANNUAL COSTS ~ OPERATING $determined- STAFF 8determined SUPPLIES.§ determined

ANNUAL INCOME FEES §  N/A OTHER  N/A

APPROPRIATIONS § 12,000 EXPENDITURES 8

EXPENDITURES I\?Yt YEAR TO DATE AND PROJECTED
o
8 determined 19 % 19 g

19 3

19

19 8 19 b

PLANNING ANALYSIS
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2 I
PRUPULED LUMMDBITY FALTLITY

HO. gF/MIS 6

PROJECT Senior Center Air Conditioning

LocATIUN 150 William Street PRIORITY

" AGENCY PROPODSING PROJECT Senipor Affairs Commission
AGENCY PURPOSE Study the needs and sponsor, initiate and coordinate

programs for the elderly.

NEW PROPOSAL  YES () NO (X) REVISION YES (X) NO ()

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY Air conditioning unit for the Senior Center.

CURRENT STATUS Housing Authnrity staff advertising for-contrattor
STUDIES TD DATE 4980 Small Gities COBG._Application

RELATED PROPOSALS Nane
PROGRAM R PLANNING BY Housing Authority Staff
SOURCE OF FunpstDBG

EST. COST §
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY None---already owned by City
EST. COST § N/A SOURCE DF FUNDS N/A
DEVELOPMENT BY Housing Authority Staff/Contractor
EST. COST § 16,000 SDURCE OF FUNDS CDBG
' Not "Not Not
ANNUAL COS5TS _ OPERATING $ determined STAFF 3 determinedSLﬁﬁﬂgIESAS determined

EXPENDITURES § None

ANNUAL INCOME FEES §

APPROPRIATIONS 8 None
EXPENDITURES BY YEAR TO DATE AND PROJECTED

. Not Not

19841 § 16,000 est. 19 % determined 19 $ determined
Not Not Nat

19 8 determined 19 % determined 19 g determined

PLANNING ANALYSIS This improvement to the Senior Center would better utilize an
existing asset. A specific proposal with costs should be made. A decision
should be made on the project either to recommend or not recommend it.
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1981 COMMUNITY FACILITY PROPOSAL 5251

PROJECT Solid Waste Disposal Arga - M. CF/PWK 4
| LOCATION Newfield Street/Tuttle Road - : C. TRACT
1 AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT Public Works Department ' _ PRIORITY

AGENCY PURPOSE

Buildlﬂé inspéction; maintenance and construction of highways,
sidewalks, curbs, public 1mprovements and city bu11d1ngs, performs

city engineerlng
! ]

_YEAR FIRST PROPOSED 1976 INITIAL PROPOSED cosT None provided

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY = . .

This facility would-be a class II landfill, which ¥s restricted to

heavy material (bulky waste)., Examples are construction debris,
furniture and brushland tree trunks.- The proposed site is an abandoned .
clay pit on the west side of Newfield Street and south of Tuttle. Road

abutting munlcipal land.

. — laste T F )
PROGRAM & PLANNING BY Public Works/Solid Waste Task Force/Consultant

'EST. COST $ 25,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS Municipal Bond
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY _ City
EST. COST §_N/A SQURCE OF FUNDS N/A

DEVELOPMENT 8y Public Works/Contractors

EST. cosT $ 100,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS Municipal Bond
ANNUAL COST: OPERATING $_ 30,000 _ STAFF § 60,000 SUPPLIES & 60,000°
ANNUAL INCOME: FEES $ Not determined OTHER Not determined
APPROPRIATIONS § 102000 ' EXPENDITURES $ 55,160--Purchase. of
| . an

EXPENDITURES BY YEAR

1981 $100,000 1983 & 700,000 - 1985 § 100,000

1982 $ 100,000 logt, § 100,000 - 1gag $ 100,000
Resource Recovery Station, Transfer Station/Recycling Center,
RELATED PROPOSALS Solid Waste Disposal Area Class 1

STATUS: Revisions to years for expenditures

20 Year Solid Waste M?nagement Plan for Midstate Conn,(1976-1996); Resourc

STUDIES: Recovery Assoc., (1976); Preliminary study by Cahn Englneers

i

PLANNING DEPT. ANALYSIS

-Storage and reprocessing of solid waste are key environmental concerns for the
1980's. New Planning ‘and Zoning Commission regulations make solid waste facilities
special "exception uses in industrial zones. Proponents must submit data on the
facility's impact on a variety of considerations, including a neighborhood's social,
. geographic and economic factors, Residential uses are not allowed in industrial
zones. Solid waste facilities could be available to nearby towns, per Council

agreement, This is consistent with.Middletown's role as a regional center. .
) : : 53.




1981 COMMUNITY FACILITY PROPOSAL ?83 1.

Solid Waste Disposal Area for Class I Material

PROJECT. __ (North Fnd Dump) Mo,  CF/PWE 7

LOCATION Johnson Street/North Main Street ' C. TRACT

e
| AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT
AGENCY PURPOSE .

Bu11d1hg inspection; maintenance and construction of highways,
sidewalks, curbs, public 1mpr0vements and city bu1ld1ngs,

performs city engineering.

Public Works Department PRIORITY

cost figures

YEAR FIRST PROPOSED 1980 INITIAL PROPOSED COST Eefo

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY ) Con
This project extends the life of the North End Dump six years by piling waste
material 25 feet high. Verticle extension 'is to.be achieved through- containing waste
in a series of cells each holding 7,000-8,000 cubic yards of refuse. The study re-
port recommended that the recycling facility should also igclude tires, compost and
firewood. Waste from other towns could be disposed at the site per Council agree-
ment. Operational plans approved by the qtate Wlll upgrade the site with accesso-

ries or mandated by state regulations.

Public Works Department/Cahn Engineers'
Municipal Bonds/General Fund

-PROGRAM & PLANNING BY

EST. cosT §_ 22000 SOURCE OF FUKDS
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY Information no; available
EST. COST $ Not determined SOURCE OF FUNDS Not determined -

DEVELOPMENT BY Publlc Works Department/Contractors

EST. COST $ 200,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS  Municipal Bonds
ANNUAL COST: OPERATING $Not determined STAFF aeEemined SUPPLIES $Determ1ned

ANNUAL INCOME: FEES $ . Not determined OTHER _Not determined
APPROPRIATIONS & 250,000 ) EXPENDITURES & 250,000

EXPENDITURES BY YEAR _
180 % 200,000 1982 $_Not detcrmined . .19 84 $ Not determined

1981 $ Not determined 1983 $_Not determined _ . 1985 $ Not determined

Resource Recovery Station I

RELATED PROPOSALS:

STATUS: -Development Underway - Operations and Management Plant
“Operation and Management Plan for Vert1ca1 Expan310n of the North End Solid
STUDIES: Waste Disposal Area; Cahn Engineers (1979

PLANNING DEPT. ANALYSIS ,
_Storage and reproce531ng of solid waste are key env1ronmental concerns for the
1980's. New Planning and Zonlng Commission regulations make solid waste facilities
special exception uses in industrial zones. Proponents must submit data on the
facility's impact on a variety of considerations, including a neighborhood's social,
~ geographic and economic factors. Residential uses are not allowed in industrial
zones. Solid waste facilities could be available to nearby towns, per Council
agreement, This is consistent with Middletown's role as a regional center. - 54




1981 COMYUNITY FACILITY PROPOSAL ? 8 1

PROJECT Storm Watef-Dra{nage Plant NO. CF/PWE 3.2
{LOCATION Throdghout the‘commuhity o - C. TRACT
AGENCY. PROPOSING PROJECT Planning Dept./Public Works Dept. | PRIORITY

AGENCY PURPOSE ..Planniﬁg: provide professional. planning to elected, appointed,
employed members.pof city government. Public Works: Building inspection,
maintenance and construction of roads, sidewalks, curbs; public improvements;
performs city engineering. ' ' '

YEAR FIRST PROPOSED 1976 - INITIAL PROPOSED COSTs$100,000

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY Drainage systems transport rainwater to specific
areas for discharge into a receiving body so that an environmental hazard (such as
flooding) is not created. Middletown's Land Use. Regulations require ponding for all
development that increases runoff. Consultants: are developing the scope and cri- -
teria for a Storm Drainage Study and Plan.  Its components; are topographic mapping,
an inventory of existing facilities, wetlands analysis and codes and ordinances.

.

PROGRAM & PLANNING BY Planning/Public Works/Purcell.Associatés

EST. COST $250,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS Unknown - possible Federal/State

PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY _Not applicable
EST. COST $Not applicable SOURCE OF FUNDS Not applicable

DEVELOPMENT BY Consultants

EST. COST $_ Unknown SOURCE OF FUNDS _Unknown
. . . t :
ANNUAL COST: OPERATING § Not applicable grapp glot applicablesyppLiEs sKpF1icable
ANNUAL INCOME: FEES §  Not applicable OTHER Not applicable
APPROPRIATIONS $250,000 ‘ EXPENDITURES $ 208,000 (1981)

EXPENDITURES BY YEAR to implement plan

19§ 500,000 19 $ 500,000 19 $500,000

19 $ 500,000 19 500,000 . 19 - § 500,000

RELATED PROPOSALS: City Boundary Monumentation, Coordinate Network System

STATUS: Consultant preparing study

STUDIES: Preliminary and final study for Consultant Services for Citywide Mapping,
Drainage Master Plan, Wetland Analysis (1979), Purcell Associates

PLANNING DEPT. ANALYSIS Aerial mapping, a project from previous Community
Facilities Plans, is merged into this project, Mapping will update city land use
records. The process of adopting the Storm Water Drainage Plan will have two
separate products (1) a system for preserving environmentally sensitive land and
(2) preparation of planning tools such as aerial maps.
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1981 COMANITY FACILITY PROPOSAL ’ 8 j_ .

PéOdECT Transfer.Station/Recycl%ng Center ' 'A NO. CE/TPWK 9
LOCATION Tuttle Road ) o , C. TRACT
AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT  Public Works Department PRIORITY

AGENCY PURPOSE .
Building inspection; maintenance and construction of highways,
sidewalks, curbs, public improvements and city buildings;
performs city engineering. : -

YEAR FIRST PROPOSED 1979 INITIAL PROPOSED COST 912 million

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED FACILITY = . _ <

Building and equipﬁent to receive, recycle and dispose of waste
materials. The project is an alterndtive to the resource recovery

-

station.
. PROGRAM & PLANNING BY Public Works Debartmeﬁtﬁﬂmnsultant
EST. COST & 60,000 SOURCE 'OF FUNDS  Undetermingd
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY City
EST. cosT §_150,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS _ City Bond

DEVELOPMENT BY Contract with Connecticut Resource Recovery Authority?

EST. cosT ¢ Mot determined SOURCE OF FUNDs Not, determined

ANNUAL COST: OPERATING $_80,000 _ STAFF § 90,000 SUPPLIES $ 20,000
ANNUAL INCOME: FEES $_Not determined OTHER  Not determined
APPROPRIATIONS § None : EXPENDITURES & None

EXPENDITURES BY YEAR
$_N0t determined 19 3 'Not determined 19 '$ Not determined -

1%

$ Not determined 19 $ Not determined - 19 $ Not determined

19
Resource Recovery Station; Solid Waste Disposal Area; Solid Waste
RELATED PROPQSALS: Disposal Areag for Class 1 Material 8 Class II material

STATUS: Revisions to years for expenditures

STUDIES; None

PLANNING DEPT. ANALYSIS

Storage and reprocessing of solid waste are key environmental concerns for the
1980's. New Planning and Zoning Commission regulations make solid waste facilities
special exception uses in industrial zones, . Proponents must submit data on the
facility's impact on a variety of considerations, including a neighborhood's social,
geographic and economic factors. Residential uses are not allowed in industrial
zones. Solid waste facilities could be available to nearby towns, per Council
agreement, This is consistent with Middletown's. role as a regional center. '
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2y
PROPOSED CUMMHRITTY FLROTLITY

PROJECT Urban Park on Main Street MO. CcF/REC 37

LOCATION Corner of Main and Green Streets PRIORITY

. AGENCY PROPDSING PROJECT Municipal Dev. Comnittee/Citizen's Advisory Committee
AGENCY PURPOSE Enhance city development; study,and evaluate develop-
ment programs for social, cultural, economic, industrial, recreational and

commercial improvements.

NEW PROPOSAL YES ( ) NO (X) REVISION VYES (X) MO ()

DESCRIPTION OF PROPDSED FACILITY Purchase vacant parcel and develop as a
small urban park., The Planning and Zoning Commission gave an 8-24 affirmative

report on the proposal in Februasry, 1980.

CURRENT STATuUs Land purchased

STUDIES TO DATE Application for Small Cities Discretionary Grant (1978)
ehabilitation Loan & Grant Program, DeKoven Drive (North),

RELATED PROPOSALS North End Parking
PROGRAM & PLANNING BY Municipal Development Committee/Citizens' Advisory Committee

SOURCE OF FUNDSCommunity Dev. Block Grant

£ST. COST § 5,000
PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BYMunicipal Dev. Comm./Citizens Advisory Comm.

SOURCE OF FUNDS Comm. Dev. Block Grant

EST. COST § 23,300
DEVELOPMENT BYMunicipal Dev. Committee/Citizens' Advisory Committee
SOURCE OF FunNpsComm. Dev. Block Grant

£ST. COST $§ HBEermined
not ot | Not
ANNUAL COSTS  OPERATING $ determined STAFF Zdetermined SUPPLIES.$ determined

OTHERNot determined .
EXPENDITURES § None

ANNUAL INCOME FEES $nNot determined

APPROPRIATIONS § None
EXPENDITURES BY YEAR TO DATE AND PROJECTED

. Not Not

1980 8 23,3000 19 $ determined 19 $ determined
Not Not Not

19"  Edetermined 19 % determined 19 8 determined

PLANNING ANALYSIS Neighborhood stability requires that there be amenities for
all aspects of a high quality of life, including recreation. An urban park is
consistent with Planning and Zoning Commission policy encouraging neighborhood

activity in the northern section of the CB8D.
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PROEGLID GUMINITY FACTLITY

PROJECT yeterans' Memorial Park Development 0. cr/REC 27

PRIDAITY

LOCATION Jackson Street

" AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT Park and Recreation Department
AGENCY PURPOSE Supervises and controls park and recreation areas,

associated structures and apparatus; sdministers community recreation and
athletic programs.

NEW PROPDSAL  YES ( ) NO (X) REVISION VYES (%) NG ()

DESCRIPTION DF PROPOSED FACILITY A consultant has been contracted with to pre-
pare alternative proposals for Veterans! Park, Palmer Field and Pat Kidney Field,
Recommendations for Veterans' include: 1.) identification of existing incompatible

uses, proposed new land uses snd access locations, 2.) evaluation of existing
uses and their potential for improvement, 3.) establishment of relationship and

integration with Palmer Field.

.CURRENT sTaTus Project awaiting funding

STUDIES TO DATE Study by Consultants (July, 1980)

RELATED PROPOSALS Palmer Field and Pat Kidney Field
PROGRAM & PLANNING BY Park and Recreation Department/Storch Engineers

SOURCE OF FuUunNps City of Middletouwn

EST. COST $10,000%
PURCHASE DF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY 8Y _ None

£ST. COST 8§ N/A SOURGE OF FUNDS N/A
DEVELOPMENT BY Park and Recreation Department/Contractors

£EST. COST § 1,504,030 SOURCE OF FUNDS City of Middletown
ANNUAL COSTS UPERBTINGtgiNUE rmined. STAFF 3-ggggxmined5UPRLIES~$;§E;EImiﬂEdAW

: Es
ANNUAL INCOME FEES 8 Common Council DTHER nat determined

EXPENDITURES § 10,000%*

APPROPRIATIONS § 10,000%
* : t
exPENDITURES By VERAL 1HCD AT B MR A mEFefietd, Pat Hidney Field end Veterans
Not. Not Not
19 Sdetermined = 19  8determined = 19 S determined
~ Not Not Not
19 § determined 19 $ determined 19 $ determined

PLANNING ANALYSIS Veterans' is one of Middletown's largest investments.in recrea-
tion, consisting af a 39 acre development with outdoor pool, picnic area and play-
ground. . It should be maintained because it is close to the Westfield area, the

section of Middletown which has experienced the greatest amount of housing growth

in the 1970's.
Coordinated development with Palmer Field could make this area one of Middletown's

most important recreational facilities. .
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1981 COMAMITY FACILITY PROPOSAL ¢ 8 i

PROJECT Woodrow wilson Middle SchoolfRenovations ’ | NO. CF/EDU 15
Huntinghill Avenue L
LOCATION g - C. TRACT
Building Committee for Board of PRIORITY
AGENCY PROPOSING PROJECT Education

AGENCY PURPOSE
1.) Study.code violations
2.) Study ‘violations of the Federal Rehabilitation Act, which requires

access to all public buildings for the handicapped
3.) Propose refurbishing of the building '

YEAR FIRST PROPOSED 1978 INITIAL PROPOSED COST $4,400,000

DESCRIPTION OF PROPQOSED FACILITY . N
This project would bring the school in compliance with health and fire codes), and
would assure access to the handlcapped for -all scheol programs There will be
improvements to athletic facilities, vocationdl rooms, music rooms and to )
kitchen/cafeteria facilities. The original cost estimate includes a monthly in-

' flation rate of 1% per cent. Sketches are currently in hargford ‘awaiting

approval.,

s

-ﬁROGRAM £ PLANNING BY Building Committee/Architect
"EST. COST $_7,900 SOURCE OF FUNDS _General Fund

PURCHASE OF LAND/RIGHT OF WAY BY _ Nome - already city owned

EST. cosT $_N/A . SOURCE OF FUNDS | N/A

DEVELOPMENT 8Y Board of Education
EST. COST § 4,850,000 SOURCE OF FUNDS 59% state
ANNUAL COST: OPERATING $Not determlned STAFF S BeEermlned SUPPLIES $Dete1mine§

ANNUAL INCOME: FEES § . None OTHER ___Nonme
(1nclude§ study of a11EXPENDITURES § 7,900

APPROPRIATIONS $75:900 “schools
EXPENDITURES BY YEAR

19 5 lkn;dﬁiﬂxﬁinﬂd 19° § Not detérmined 19 $ Not determined
19 $ Not determined 19 s 'Not determined ~ 19 - $ Not determined
School Renovations to meet federal energy and handicapped
RELATED PROPQOSALS: 504 Laws

STATUS: Funding being sought .

STUDIES: School Building Committee Réport (9/79) -

PLANNING DEPT. ANALYSIS

Significant decisions should now be. made for schools because while .some are being
closed because of declining enrollment, others require costly renovations to -
comply with various laws and codes. Wilson is part of an educational complex of
buildings that includes two schools, a vo-ag center, an administration building
and athletic field. This investment should be maintained by keeping all the

facilities in good condition. .
29.




