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1.1 MASTER PLAN BACKGROUND

Montgomery County Community College is in the midst of an exciting 
and ongoing period of change and growth. Established in 1964, the 
College moved from Conshohocken to the 186 acre Blue Bell campus 
in 1972. In 1996, the College opened the West Campus in Pottstown in 
the center of the Borough. The College serves approximately 21,500 
credit students annually and 11,250 non-credit students, 87% are 
county residents, 40% of students are full-time, 24% of students are 
minorities, and the average age is 26.

engaged to prepare a master plan for physical growth for both 
campuses with an approximate ten year time horizon. This plan 
builds on the College’s previous facilities master plan (2002-2010) 
and its companion piece update (2005-2006). (See Appendix A 
for an overview of 2002-2010 master plan implementation and 
accomplishments.)

This 2012-2022 master plan is designed to advance the accomplishment 
of the College’s new strategic plan:   “Beyond Access: The Strategic 

strategic goal to “Create A Sense of Place to Support Learning”, it 

anchoring the plan’s primary goal of increasing access and student 
success.

MISSION AND PHILOSOPHY

Montgomery County Community College is a place where the future 
is created. It is a place where desire and knowledge are combined 

needs and aspirations of those who live, work, and conduct business 
in Montgomery County and beyond. Grounded in a set of values that 
teach us to encourage, listen, respect, and treat fairly those whom 
we serve, those with whom we work, and those who work with us in 
service, the College strives to ensure that all residents of Montgomery 
County have access to the highest quality and most affordable higher 
education possible. Most importantly, the College is dedicated to 
fostering the growth and success of all we serve.

The College believes that learning is a lifelong activity requiring 
constant adaptation of programs, courses, and learning support 

ensure that all learners reach their unique goals. Believing in the right of 
everyone to have access to a quality education, to workforce training, 
to opportunities for personal and professional growth, and to culture 
and recreation, the College translates the values of its community and 
reaches out to it, inviting involvement, offering learning, and fostering 
understanding.

As part of its role in the greater community, the College serves these 
vital functions:

 continuing education programs that lead to transfer, 
 employment, and/or personal enrichment. 

 educational opportunity, to meet the learning needs of 
 those who cannot readily access collegiate educational 
 opportunities because of academic, physical, economic, 
 cultural, or geographic boundaries. 

 assist in developing a vital, current, and educated workforce. 

 opportunities for area residents to attend activities that 
 feature  stimulating and popular entertainment and ideas. 

 community, the College works with K-12 and university 
 teachers, leaders, and learners to ensure a seamless and 
 successful transition from high school, to the associate degree, 
 to the baccalaureate degree, and beyond. 

Through its role as one institution with one set of shared values and 
principles, yet with multiple physical and virtual points of access, the 
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EVALUATION OF MISSION ACHIEVEMENT

The College views education as a dynamic process that brings 
to the community a diverse, constantly changing set of learning 
opportunities: opportunities that grow, change, transform and multiply 
as the community and our learners confront and react to ever present 
change. Thus, to fully meet our mission, the College participates in on-
going self-assessment and review in order to enhance and improve 
instructional programs and services to students and the county we 
serve.

GOALS

The six strategic issues, which are the foundation for the strategic plan 
to 2016, emerged from the College community through a number of 
efforts and conversations during 2011, including an evaluation of 
progress made toward accomplishing the goals within the strategic 
plan to 2010, the results of the 2010 Middle States Periodic Review 
Process, February and March 2011 Mission/Vision Fest and Re-
Imagining Days at both campuses,  Summer 2011 Cabinet and 
Administrative Retreats, and the 2011 Opening Day showcase sessions. 

BEYOND ACCESS: THE STRATEGIC PLAN TO 2016

STRATEGIC THEME 1: INCREASE STUDENT ACCESS AND SUCCESS
Develop multiple pathways for entry to reduce barriers to enrollment, 
ensure seamless student transitions (from high school to college, from 
non-credit to credit, from college to transfer, from college to career, 
from career to college) and improve student academic achievement 
and goal attainment.

STRATEGIC THEME 2: BUILD CURRICULAR RELEVANCE, INNOVATION 
IN DELIVERY AND SUPPORTIVE FACULTY DEVELOPMENT SYSTEMS
Create an environment to support faculty innovation to develop 

formats that meet current and future societal and workforce needs 
and that lead to successful student academic achievement and goal 
attainment.

STRATEGIC THEME 3: DEVELOP AN ENGAGED COMMUNITY
Design connections between students, faculty, the College and the 
community that support student learning and academic achievement 

STRATEGIC THEME 4: CREATE A SENSE OF PLACE TO SUPPORT 
LEARNING
Create a learning and working environment that is sustainable, 
welcoming, safe, and dynamic irrespective of location (physical 
and virtual) that leads to improved student success and community 
engagement.

STRATEGIC THEME 5: ADOPT AN ENTREPRENEURIAL APPROACH
Adopt creative funding models and organizational practices that 
increase our ability to sustain and meet current and future institutional 
priorities.

STRATEGIC THEME 6: CREATE A HIGH PERFORMANCE CULTURE
Develop a culture with systems and processes that nurture creativity 
and innovation, lead to continuous improvement, and reward high 
performance to meet the College’s access and success goals.
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1.2 PROCESS

From the start, and as with previous planning processes, the planning 
effort was designed to be as inclusive as possible.  The President’s 
Cabinet, with additional representation from the facilities team, 
formed the Planning Steering Committee.  The College community 
at large, at both campuses, was engaged through two sets of open 

In addition, the College community responded to a detailed facilities/
master plan questionnaire with the results integrated into much of the 
planning and Steering Team conversations (see Appendix B).

In addition, the College’s Board of Trustees offered valuable input in 
a September 2011 Board work session.  Input was also secured from 

on recreational facilities as well as other issues related to future land 
development.

A dot diagram exercise was used to engage the Steering Committee, 
participants in the open forums, and the Trustees to solicit thoughts, 
perceptions and ideas about the strengths and opportunities for 
improvement for both campuses.  Participants used red dots to denote 
negative aspects of campus design and green, blue or yellow dots to 
highlight positive aspects.  Examples of the dot diagrams are shown 
here.

Through this process, planning concepts (plans and images) were 

and sequencing the implementation of elements of the plan.
 
This Facilities Master Plan to 2022 is intended to be a working document 
and to be used as a broad guide and tool for the future development 

funding opportunities, public and private, emerge.

West Campus Trustee dot diagram

Central Campus Trustee dot diagram
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West Campus Steering Committee dot diagram

Central Campus Steering Committee dot diagram

West Campus Open Forum dot diagram

Central Campus Open Forum dot diagram
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3.0 PRIORITIES AND PLANNING MATRIX 
       10 YEARS

PHASE 1

PHASE 2

PHASE 3

PHASE 4

PHASE 5

CENTRAL CAMPUS
Health Sciences 
Center

Vacated Science 
Center lecture/labs

Main Quadrangle 
improvements 
Phase 1

Add traffi  c light & 
road improvements 
at Morris Road 
entrance

Remove service road 
south of College Hall 
and add new road & 
parking

Recreational Trail 
Phase 1

Remove Cathcart 
Annex

Wayfi nding 
improvements

Renovate remainder 
of Science Center 
including Theater 
Addition & Parking

New addition to 
Facilities Building & 
relinquish Quonset 
Hut

Recreational Trail
Phase 2

Wayfi nding 
improvements

Main Quadrangle 
improvements 
Phase 2 (adjacent to 
Science Center)

Parking Lot 
improvements - Lots 
1,2 &3

New Academic 
Building feasibility 
study

Athletic Field 
improvements
Phase 1 (Baseball, 
Playfi elds & Parking)

Wayfi nding 
improvements

Improve entry 
between ATC & 
Science Center

Athletic Field 
improvments 
Phase 2 (Concessions 
& Team Rooms)

Improve bookstore 
exterior

Develop new linear 
quadrangle (main 
quad to Health 
Sciences Center)

New loop road 
behind Parkhouse 
Hall & Chiller 
Building

Wayfi nding 
improvements

Athletic Field 
improvements
Phase 3 (Soccer 
turf & possible fi eld 
lighting)

Wayfi nding 
improvements
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PHASE 1

PHASE 2

PHASE 3

PHASE 4

PHASE 5

WEST CAMPUS
South Hall fi rst fl oor 
renovations

South Hall Science 
Lab improvments

University Center 
renovations

College Drive 
pedestrian 
improvements
Phase 1

Wayfi nding 
improvements

North Hall cafe College Drive 
pedestrian 
improvements 
Phase 2

Walkway connection 
to University Center

Develop private/
public partnership 
projects on High 
Street

South Hall Additions 
and/or expansion 
into Pottstown
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4.0 MASTER PLAN GRAPHIC

Central Campus
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West Campus
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5.1 EXISTING CONDITIONS – CENTRAL CAMPUS

 appreciated based on informal and survey comments

 thus attractive for open space, trails and recreation

 of this use being explored

 restrictions so other approaches to building and parking are 
 likely needed

5.2 OVERALL DESIGN APPROACH

 context of the natural systems (wetlands, meadows, 

 connections between areas of campus that draw widely 
 spaced buildings together

 furnishings, and lighting

 site and the size of the buildings – refraining from residential-
 scale landscape beds and shrub plantings

 rather than simply randomly placed

 Climate Commitment Action Plan and its goals.

5.3 AREAS OF FOCUS – CENTRAL CAMPUS

During the various meeting and based on the campus survey, several 
areas of concern were noted and suggested project work focuses on 
these areas:

QUADRANGLE
 o Opening up views between buildings
 
 o Creating meaningful and useful spaces within the 
  quad that lend both a ceremonial and collegiate 
  feel to the space while providing areas for events, 
  informal gatherings and play

 o Arrangement of plantings to reinforce the spaces   
  verses random placement

 o Coordinating furnishings for consistency and 
  usefulness

 o Incorporate major campus features such as the ATC/
  Science bridge area and the clock tower into a 
  coordinated design approach for the quad

 o Address major building entrances so that each has a 
  unique presence on the quad

PEDESTRIAN TRAIL
 o Makes use of the natural beauty of the site

 o Good connection with community trail system 
  promotes community use of campus and improves 
  walkability of the campus for users
 

  campus

5.0 SITE DEVELOPMENT
       CENTRAL AND WEST CAMPUSES
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proposed quadrangle improvements
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ATHLETICS / RECREATION AREA
 o Enhancements to improve experience for all users: 
  collegiate athletes and recreational users, coaches 
  and spectators along with community members using 
  facility

 o Should be updated from previous plans with 
  additional input. It should be noted that the township 

  thought.  However, there is still interest in shared use.

 o Current plan shows additional parking and the 

  New items of note are team/storage rooms, 
  enlarged concession building and softball/baseball 
  support items such as bullpens and batting tunnels.

CIRCULATION IMPROVEMENTS

  the Morris Road entrance.   Remove vehicles from 
  spaces that should be dedicated to green space, 
  such as on the south side of College Hall.

 o Pedestrian related: to decrease car – pedestrian 

  throughout the large parking lots by creating 
  pedestrian corridors through the lots.

MULTI-PURPOSE FIELD

BASEBALL

FITNESS TRAIL

CONCESSIONS
SOCCER

FIELD HOCKEY

SOCCER
SOFTBALL

SCIENCE CENTER

EXTENDED 
TURNING 
LANE
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WAYFINDING

 system.  With that in mind, suggestions include:
 o Increasing the letter size on the signs for greater 
  readability from autos
 
 o Simplifying the message where appropriate to allow 
  for greater text sizes
 
 o Better incorporation of the signs into the landscape 
  as a whole – integrating them into the landscape

PARKING
 o Improve the aesthetics of the parking lots with 
  additional tree plants

 o Decrease mowing by using meadow grasses and low 
  mow mixes to the parking lot islands and appropriate 
  areas around the lots.

 o Improve visibility throughout the lots for pedestrians 
  and drivers by careful selection of plant material

 o Look at alternate ways of increasing available 
  parking including designating spaces for car pool 
  drivers, encouraging use of mass transit and 

  certain times

existing proposed

proposed lot #1 layout
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  parking lots by developing walking paths through 

  out of driveways and remove the inner loop driveway 
  to place more emphasis on pedestrians

 o Complete a parking study of campus to aid in the 
  decisions and planning for improved parking 
  utilization

 o Provide “preferred” parking for accessibility and 

  locations to be determined. The plan suggests 
  possible locations.

 o Add road way and parking  adjacent to the Science 
  Center

proposed quad entrance between ATC & Science Center

proposed quad entrance between ATC & Science Center

preferred parking plan
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SITE LIGHTING – exterior lighting contributes to the feeling of 
 safety during evening hours while also impacting campus 
 energy use and aesthetics related to consistent use of 

 Campus lighting should:
 o Evenly and adequately illuminate exterior campus 
  areas where pedestrians will be travelling in the 
  evening hours
 
 o Be designed to get the highest utilization out of each 

 o Create a consistent look across campus

  that will be reliable, easy to maintain and provide 

COMMUNITY GARDEN – interest in a community garden will 
 be addressed with:

 
 o Access to parking ,water and other resources needed 
  for this activity
 
 o Possible fencing of the area if deemed necessary for 
  animal control
 
 o Development of a process for making sure the 
  garden falls under clear responsibility to maintain

NATURAL AREAS – the campus natural areas are seen in a 
 very positive light as borne out in both informal interviews 
 and the facilities survey.  Moving forward, the natural areas 
 will:
 o Continue to be part of the planning for all future 
  projects

 o Help represent MCCC’s environmental awareness 
  and commitment to sustainable practices

 o Be expanded as appropriate to help decrease 
  regular lawn maintenance while improving habitat 
  and helping diminish the negative impacts of storm 
  water runoff

 o Be used as an education tool

 o Be improved where possible by use of more 
  decorative features such as stone-faced drainage 

  interest in the meadows where possible

CAMPUS LANDSCAPE – General ideas with the realization 

 commitment to developing and maintaining quality facilities
 o Use plantings to reinforce and create outdoor spaces 
  and balance the more formally designed areas with 
  the natural landscape prevalent across much of 
  campus

 o Strive for a balance of all –season interest in the 
  landscape with an emphasis on native species

 o Design with maintenance in mind so that limited 
  maintenance resources can be used in high-impact 
  areas and maintenance can be reduced in other 
  areas that are not as visible
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5.4 EXISTING CONDITIONS – WEST CAMPUS

 Hall – currently in use; 140 College Drive and the AAA 
 building

 Schuylkill River

 Pottstown and the Schuylkill River Park area

5.5 OVERALL DESIGN APPROACH – WEST CAMPUS
 

 a more urban setting with different solutions required

 cohesive feel with the MCCC look and feel, therefore some 

 may be shared between campuses

 green space that also identify the campus

 campus and the Borough

5.6 AREAS OF FOCUS – WEST CAMPUS
During the various meeting and based on the campus survey, several 
areas of concern were noted and suggested project work focus on 
pedestrian connections, landscape and lighting improvements and 
parking improvements.  On-site observations and informal interviews 
reinforced these ideas along with the need for improved campus 

are:
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existing

PEDESTRIAN CONNECTIONS
 o Increasing the walkway width along College Drive 
  and placing the walk within a green pedestrian zone 
  alongside the roadway that will become a ‘linear 
  quad’ that ties the West Campus together similar to 
  the main quad at Central Campus
 
 o Extension of the College Drive pedestrian zone 
  toward the AAA building property for a complete 
  tie in including a more robust crossing of College 
  Drive to the 140 building
 
 o Possible use of the PART bus stop to allow for 
  pedestrian zone expansion and parking adjustments 
  without losing campus parking

 o Design of the pedestrian spine so that lighting, 
  landscape, furnishings and paving are all coordinated 
  to create the consistent campus look from end to end

 o As at Central Campus, lighting should address 
  concerns about energy, safety and aesthetics but 
  should also be done in recognition of the urban 
  location knowing that a dual role as street lighting 
  might be required.

 o Light pole options such as banner brackets can 
  create additional graphics and color that help tie the 
  campus together.

 o The approach along College Drive to South Hall can 
  be improved with the pedestrian spine development 

 o The narrow zone in front of South Hall, currently 
  dominated by parking, can be made into a much 
  more pedestrian friendly and aesthetically pleasing 
  urban plaza space with limited vehicular access if 

proposed
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  parking can be moved.  This would greatly improve 
  the look of the facility from College Drive.

 o Even more than Central Campus, parking is 
  limited at West.  This must be recognized and other 
  options such as use of transit and the downtown 
  location taken advantage of.

 o Environmental improvements to existing parking such 
  as at 140 College Drive can be considered for all 
  the parking lots to improve the look and help 
  alleviate environmental impact of these facilities.

  and are being done in the same fashion as at Central 
  Campus.  This should continue and be in concert with 
  the suggestions made for central campus

 o Exploration of how to develop the old mill race (that 
  conveyed water to the hammer mill) for a pedestrian 
  connection and linkage between North and South \
  Hall and the AAA building

 o Initiate discussions with the owner of the property 
  at the intersection of College Drive and Hanover 
  Street to consider mutual opportunities to help 
  identify arrival point to the campus and improve 
  the branding for MCCC. This, along with the 
  appropriate aesthetic development of the University 
  Center, will serve to expand the campus to Hanover 
  Street.

 o Improvements to the PECO substation and utility 
  property that would enhance the fencing while 
  keeping the functional components intact

NEW PEDESTRIAN WALKWAY

“ARRIVAL” OPPORTUNITY



SP
IL

LM
A

N
 F

A
RM

ER
a

r
c

h
i

t
e

c
t

s
M

C
C

C
 M

A
ST

ER
 P

LA
N
 U

PD
A
TE

: 
2
0
1
2
-2

0
2
2

23

D
er

ck
 &

 E
ds

on

current view of utility yard area along College Drive

improved fencing material, painted buildings, and lower maintenance 
landscape, along with pedestrian improvements, enhance the walking 

experience along this part of College Drive

5.7 SPATIAL / VISUAL ANALYSIS – WEST CAMPUS

The typical German university is scattered in appropriate buildings 
in the town neighborhood. The opportunity exists here to spatially 

campus barrier. The main building (South Hall) is unattractive and 
not welcoming. There are few window openings, very little sense 
of perceived activity within the building,  and the main entrance is 
foreboding. 

5.8 RECREATION – WEST CAMPUS

Memorial Park, River Front Park and the river itself offer unique 
recreational opportunities. 
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6.0 BUILDING DEVELOPMENT
6.1 HEALTH SCIENCES CENTER

The recent feasibility study recommends additions and renovations to 
the PE building. The total square footage for the entire building will be 
158,000 sf. The building program includes health sciences, academics, 
workforce development, and exercise science. 
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6.2 AUDITORIUM/THEATER 

In order to improve the auditorium/theater,  the plan recommends 
the addition of a new balcony to increase seating capacity to 450, 
additions on either side of the backstage area for support space for 
stage right and left including accessible restrooms, costume room, shop, 
set design and construction space, green room, storage, remove the 

and improved electrical system and access for equipment brought 
in by outside performing groups, storage rooms for piano and other 
equipment.

These improvements will also improve the capacity and functioning for 
special lectures, presentations and other educational events for the 
campus community.

theater concept
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6.3 SCIENCE CENTER

A new addition toward the quadrangle will provide appropriate 
space for gathering, new restrooms and also improve the upper level 
hallway circulation which currently is very poor. This addition will 
visually connect to the upper level hall which is immediately adjacent 
to the new balcony. The lobby should be refurbished for display, 
seating, the campus mural, concessions and catering.

The new additions on the north and east sides will be an opportunity to 

from Morris Road, on what currently appears to be the back of the 
building.  The new entrances will be highlighted architecturally and 
supported with access drop off roads and parking nearby.

Renovate the remainder of the Science Center to provide new and 

and equipment.  Common gathering spaces throughout the building 
need attention. Standard layouts for labs and classrooms need to be 
considered to meet current pedagogical methods for instruction in the 
Sciences.
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6.4 “BACKFILL” CONCEPT 

Sciences Center is “on line”.

When the nursing and dental program instructional spaces move to 
the new Health Sciences Center, the vacated spaces would become 
general purpose lecture labs. The following is a concept plan for these 
spaces.
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6.5 FACILITIES MANAGEMENT FACILITY

It is recommended that the Quonset hut across Cathcart be removed 
and those functions and storage be placed within an addition to 
the existing Facilities Management building. The addition would be 
designed to create an interior court to limit views into the work.

6.4 BOOKSTORE/RETAIL

The current bookstore is operated by Barnes & Noble.  It has the 
usual assortment of books, peripheral retail supplies including digital 
books, supporting electronic hardware and software, regular books 
and minimal food offerings.   Rental books are currently popular and 
digital books offerings are on the increase.  It is thought that books 
in hard cover will not go away completely in the foreseeable future. 
The future campus bookstore will need to continue to offer more 
variety in what it markets and sells. To this end, the plan recommends 
that the bookstore be thought of more as a retail store and present 
itself with more transparency to passersby.  This can be accomplished 
with a north wall that is more glass than solid wall to allow potential 
customers to view the ever-changing offerings as they pass by to draw 

6.5 OTHER BUILDING ISSUES

1. East House
East House will soon house the Foundation and resource 

the Board of Trustees.  

2. West House and 202 House
These two houses are in need of repair to the extent to be 
determined by a separate analysis.  Ultimately it needs to be 

The plan does not, at this time, recommend a long term use for 
these two houses. They are not on an historic register and it 
may be suggested that they might remain for the short term to 
be utilized as swing space for other projects to occur with their 

Concept plan for facilities management addition
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ultimate removal -long term. Of the two houses, the 202 house 
might be considered for a program such as an artist-in-residence 
due to its close relationship to the Fine Arts Center.  This, or any 
use, would need to be weighed against the cost to renovate and 
continue to operate this facility.

3. Cathcart Annex
The plan recommends the removal of this modular, non-permanent 
building. It projects the wrong image for MCCC in terms of quality 
and impermanence. 

4. Future academic building
As enrollment grows, requiring additional academic space, the 
plan suggests a location for a new building. This building could 
be connected via bridge to the Science Center.  It’s construction on 
the site as indicated would additionally help to better connect the 
Health Sciences Center to the main part of the campus.

6.6 SOUTH HALL IMPROVEMENTS

The current building entry is foreboding and unwelcoming.  The interior 

to a look that is more appropriate to those associated with higher 
education design.  The lack of exterior windows also does not welcome 
the potential or existing student, nor does it express what is going on 
within the facility. 

As new renovations and additions are considered for this building, the 

be utilized.

Internally, there is a need to reorganize some of the spaces to be more 
welcoming, functional and user-friendly.  More space is needed for 

the community room and some space reorganization is needed in the 
student success, enrollment, and administrative areas to better utilize 
overall space.  Adding an area for Integrated Enrollment Services, 
much like what was recently built at College Hall is recommended.  
The retail/bookstore and the café could be located adjacent to one 
another. The café could be more of a Grab and Go service.  The mix 
of the two with café seating, booth seating and lounge seating should 
help to create a more vibrant area for students.

An additional classroom is indicated within the Health Services Suite as 
a way to gain additional instructional space for this popular program.
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6.8 UNIVERSITY CENTER (AAA BUILDING) 
RENOVATIONS

The renovation of this building has been studied to provide instructional 

universities in instructional partnerships as well as extend and improve 

the image of the campus and integration in to the city.  The location of 
this building along Hanover Street also provides a great opportunity 
for branding the MCCC image in a more conspicuous location.
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7.0 SUSTAINABILITY
MCCC is one of the original 2007 signatories of the American 
College and University President’s Climate Commitment pledge and 

Commitment Action Plan”.  This document has plenty of ideas, 
recommendations, action items and goals.  We have addressed the 
issues that affect this Master Plan as follows:

Provide shade trees at parking lots and sidewalks to reduce 
 heat island effect

Provide native plant species that are drought tolerant

Reduce the amount of (high maintenance) lawn area and 
 replace with natural grasses

Identify preferred parking spaces for low emitting / high 
 mileage, car share and car pool vehicles

Locate bicycle storage and bicycle commuter shower areas 
 for future buildings or renovation projects

 campus and to county-wide bike trail system

Where possible buildings should be orientated on a east - 
 west axis (providing more wall & window area on the south & 
 north sides) to take advantage of passive solar energy, 
 control natural light and to save energy costs

 possible academic program and community involvement 

A parking count study is recommended (actual counts taken regularly 
over several years) to verify if additional parking is required and 
to provide a base line for future development on campus. The 
class schedule and possible change to the class schedule should be 
considered to determine if this could affect parking requirements.

MCCC is seeking to identify an Energy Service Company (ESCO) and 
plans to implement strategies to reduce energy, natural resource use, 
and operating costs on both campuses as follows:

This program will begin in the current year and continue for several 
years.
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The estimates are based on the conceptual schemes developed as 
part of the Master Plan and on the square foot costs of comparable 
college facilities in 2011 dollars. These estimates are for broad based 
planning purposes only, exclusive of allied site work, professional fees, 
furnishings and project contingencies.

8. ORDER OF MAGNITUDE 
CONSTRUCTION COSTS FOR CENTRAL CAMPUS

PHASE 4

LOW
HIGH

PHASE 2

LOW
HIGH

PHASE 1

LOW
HIGH

PHASE 3

LOW
HIGH

PHASE 5

LOW
HIGH

CENTRAL CAMPUS
Health Sciences 
Center

$30,000,000
$35,000,000

Vacated Science 
Center lecture/labs

$590,000
$640,000

Main Quadrangle 
improvements 
Phase 1

$600,000
$650,000

road improvements 
at Morris Road 
entrance

$234,000
$287,000

Remove service road 
south of College Hall 
and add new road & 
parking

$50,000
$75,000

Recreational Trail 
Phase 1

$329,000
$345,000

Remove Cathcart 
Annex

$20,000
$24,000

improvements

$96,000
$117,000

$31,919,000
$37,138,000

PHASE 1
TOTAL

Renovate remainder 
of Science Center 
including Theater 
Addition & Parking

$18,300,000
$21,500,000

New addition to 
Facilities Building

$1,200,000
$1,400,000

Recreational Trail
Phase 2

$73,000
$84,000

improvements

$90,000
$112,000

$19,663,000
$23,096,000

PHASE 2
TOTAL

Main Quadrangle 
improvements 
Phase 2 (adjacent to 
Science Center)

$177,000
$236,000

Parking Lot 
improvements - Lots 
1,2 &3

$750,000
$1,000,000

New Academic 
Building feasibility 
study

Athletic Field 
improvements
Phase 1

$4,720,000
$5,900,000

improvements

$71,000
$95,000

$5,718,000
$7,231,000

PHASE 3
TOTAL

Improve space 
between ATC & 
Science Center

$69,000
$81,000

Athletic Field 
improvments 
Phase 2

$2,728,000
$3,720,000

Improve bookstore 
exterior

$62,000
$68,000

Develop new linear 
quadrangle (main 
quad to Health 
Sciences Center)

$527,000
$651,000

New loop road 
behind Parkhouse 
Hall & Chiller 
Building

$100,000
$200,000

improvements

$75,000
$100,000

$3,561,000
$4,820,000

PHASE 4
TOTAL

Athletic Field 
improvements
Phase 3

$2,340,000
$2,600,000

improvements

$78,000
$104,000

$6,154,000
$7,824,000

PHASE 5
TOTAL
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PHASE 4

LOW
HIGH

PHASE 2

LOW
HIGH

PHASE 1

LOW
HIGH

PHASE 3

LOW
HIGH

PHASE 5

LOW
HIGH

WEST CAMPUS

renovations

$2,000,000
$2,300,000

South Hall Science 
Lab improvments

$800,000
$1,200,000

University Center 
renovations

included in 
lease agreement

College Drive 
pedestrian 
improvements
Phase 1

improvements

$191,000
$212,000

$101,000
$112,000

improvements

$172,000
$185,000

$3,163,000
$3,897,000

PHASE 1
TOTAL

North Hall cafe

$284,000
$300,000

College Drive 
pedestrian 
improvements 
Phase 2

$202,000
$280,000

Walkway connection 
to University Center

$146,000
$168,000

$596,000
$748,000

PHASE 2
TOTAL

Develop private/
public partnership 
projects on High 
Street

South Hall Additions 
and/or expansion 
into Pottstown
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9.  APPENDIX

C
am

pus Facilities M
aster Plan U

pdate 
Fall 2011 

B
ackground

In fall 2001 the C
ollege engaged the services of Spillm

an Farm
er A

rchitects to develop a 
com

prehensive facilities m
aster plan to m

eet the expanding enrollm
ent and academ

ic 
program

 needs of the C
ollege’s C

entral and W
est cam

puses through 2010.  The M
aster 

Planning Steering C
om

m
ittee led the process engaging the C

ollege com
m

unity in a series 
of open forum

s and other planning activities.  The C
ollege’s B

oard of Trustees endorsed 
the final draft of the Facilities M

aster Plan through 2010 in June 2002 at their annual 
planning retreat.  The plan outlined three phases of projects for both cam

puses.  The 
projects included new

 facilities as w
ell as renovations and expansion of existing facilities 

as w
ell as a com

prehensive cam
pus signage and landscaping program

.  

In fall 2005, Spillm
an Farm

er w
as retained to update the 2002-2010 plan to bring 

additional specificity to several projects including the renovation of C
ollege H

all, 
Parkhouse H

all, site developm
ent to connect Parkhouse and the A

rt B
arn, and the 

developm
ent of a cam

pus recreational trail.  The update w
as endorsed by the Trustees in 

M
arch 2006.

Progress to D
ate 

B
eginning w

ith the 2002-2003 academ
ic years, the C

ollege has m
ade significant strides 

in the im
plem

entation of the m
aster plan, including: 

Central Cam
pus 

1.
C

om
pletion of the Edw

ard Sw
eitzer M

em
orial B

ell tow
er project in sum

m
er 2003 

w
ith a dedication of the Tow

er in N
ovem

ber 2003.  The B
ell tow

er w
as funded 

through private dollars raised by the Foundation.
(See Site D

evelopm
ent, 5.2 

Spatial/Visual Analysis) 
2.

C
om

pletion of the autom
ation design laboratory in fall 2002.  The project w

as 
funded by a blending of state w

orkforce developm
ent challenge grant funds, 

C
ollege funds, and donations of equipm

ent from
 industry partners. 

3.
Enhancem

ents to the loop road in fall 2002 to enable SEPTA
 bus access and new

 
m

ore convenient bus stops for visitors and students.
4.

R
oof replacem

ents to the Science C
enter, the Physical Education, C

athcart annex 
and Parkhouse H

all in sum
m

er 2002, 2003, 2004 and 2005 respectively. (See
Physical Plant Analysis, 7.2 D

eferred M
aintenance)  

5.
Som

e restoration of cam
pus natural grasses through a faculty secured grant from

 
the D

epartm
ent of C

onservation and N
atural R

esources.  (See Site D
evelopm

ent, 
5.1 Environm

ental C
onsiderations)

6.
C

om
pletion of the A

dvanced Technology C
enter, a 62,000 square foot facility on 

the C
entral C

am
pus. O

pened in Septem
ber 2007.(See Building D

evelopm
ent, 6.3 

Advanced Technology C
enter) 

APPENDIX A
CAMPUS FACILITIES MASTER PLAN UPDATE FALL 2011
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7.
C

om
pletion of the renovation and expansion of the A

rt B
arn. O

pened January 
2009.(See Building D

evelopm
ent, 6.9, The Art C

om
pound) 

8.
C

onstruction of a Student Success C
enter in C

ollege H
all (fall 2005) to co-locate 

advising and counseling services.
9.

Securing $20 m
illion through the issuance of a bond for the construction of the 

A
dvanced Technology C

enter and the A
rt B

arn renovation and expansion in June 
2005.

10.C
om

pletion of the C
enter for Teaching and Learning in M

arch 2005 w
ithin the 

Library.
11.G

eneral im
provem

ents to the athletic fields and gym
nasium

 to support the re-
introduction of intercollegiate athletics.  Fall 2008. 

12.C
om

pleted the developm
ent of a B

lack B
ox Theatre and M

usic practice room
s in 

the low
er level of the Science C

enter to support the theatre and m
usic program

s as 
part of the re-purposing of space vacated by the IT team

.  Fall 2008. 
13.Secured $40 m

illion through the issuance of a bond to renovate Parkhouse and 
C

ollege H
all. June 2008.

14.C
om

pleted land developm
ent, design specs, bidding and launched renovation of 

Parkhouse H
all in M

ay 2009.  Phase I com
pleted in A

ugust 2009.  A
ll phases 

com
pleted in spring 2011 on tim

e and on budget.
15.C

om
pleted design specs and bidding for the C

ollege H
all renovation.  R

enovation 
began in January 2010 and is targeted for com

pletion in spring 2012.
16.C

om
pleted design and construction of a 9,000 square foot independent C

hildren’s 
C

enter.  The C
enter opened in N

ovem
ber 2009. 

17.C
om

pleted a feasibility study to transform
 the PE B

uilding into a H
ealth Sciences 

and W
ellness C

enter.  D
ecem

ber 2010.
18.Initiated developm

ent of the second phase of the 2007 A
TC

 approved parking lot 
in late fall 2011 w

ith com
pletion expected in early 2012.

W
est Cam

pus
19.C

om
pletion of the H

ealth C
areers Suite at the W

est C
am

pus in fall 2003.  The 
project w

as funded through a D
epartm

ent of Labor grant from
 the state and 

partner equipm
ent donations.

20.Securing a lease agreem
ent w

ith G
ary Silvi to develop a 50,000 square foot 

addition to the W
est C

am
pus facility.  The first 25,000 square foot phase opened 

for the spring 2006 sem
ester.  The second 25,000 square foot second floor opened 

in A
ugust 2009. Project includes restoration of a pedestrian underpass that w

ill 
connect the existing building to this building. Funding sources include the 
C

ounty, the State through D
C

N
R

 and the D
epartm

ent of Transportation, and a 
congressional earm

ark of $250,000. (See Building D
evelopm

ent, 6.12 Pottstow
n 

Lease Space) 
21.Securing a grant from

 the Schuylkill R
iver N

ational H
eritage A

ssociation for the 
internal and external design w

ork to transform
 the O

ld Peco building into a 
R

iverfront A
cadem

ic C
enter in partnership w

ith SR
N

H
A

. (See 6.12 Pottstow
n 

Lease Space)
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22.R
enovating the second floor of South H

all to create additional faculty office space 
and a C

enter for Teaching and Learning for the fall 2005 sem
ester. (See 6.13 W

est 
C

am
pus M

ain Building) 
23.A

dding hot food service in South H
all by renovating the kitchen facilities in the 

cafeteria area.  Spring 2007. (See 6.13 W
est C

am
pus M

ain Building) 
24.O

w
nership of the building and property at 140 C

ollege D
rive transferred to the 

C
ollege in June 2009.

25.D
esign specs, bidding and construction of a 202 parking space lot at the 

R
iverfront A

cadem
ic and H

eritage C
enter site (Phase I).  C

om
pleted M

ay 2010.
26.Phase II of the renovation to 140 C

ollege D
rive design specs com

pleted w
ith 

bidding and aw
arding in M

arch 2011.  A
batem

ent com
pleted in February 2011.  

Phase II com
pleted in D

ecem
ber 2011. Phase I and abatem

ent funded by a 
G

erlach earm
ark, State dollars from

 Senator R
afferty, C

ounty A
D

A
 funds and 

C
ollege funds.  Funding for final com

pletion is in progress.
27.The A

A
A

 building w
as cited as a potential “next” building for the C

ollege in the 
plan. The C

ollege entered into a lease-purchase arrangem
ent w

ith a private 
developer in Spring 2011 and w

ork to transform
 the property into a U

niversity 
C

enter w
ill begin in early 2012 w

ith a Fall 2012 target date for opening.

Physical Plant Analysis 
28.C

om
pletion of a com

prehensive signage plan in D
ecem

ber 2004 w
ith first phase 

bidding com
pleted in spring 2005.  First phase com

pleted in fall 2005.  Second 
phase com

pleted in 2007.(See Physical Plant Analysis, 7.3 Signage and Site 
Furniture)

29.O
ngoing im

plem
entation of A

D
A

 im
provem

ents including renovation of 
elevators, installation of autom

atic door openers, bathroom
 enhancem

ents, etc. 
(See Physical Plant Analysis, 7.1 AD

A C
om

pliance)
30.Sprinkler system

 installation plan to m
eet the W

hitpain code has been postponed 
due to change in the code and new

 system
s are being installed w

ith each building 
renovation.(See Physical Plant Analysis, 7.2 D

eferred M
aintenance)

31.A
d A

stra softw
are system

 has been im
plem

ented to assist w
ith facilities 

scheduling and to support capacity analysis needs. 

Funding 

32.The C
ounty has com

m
itted to 50%

 of the W
est C

am
pus first floor lease beginning 

w
ith their C

Y
2005 budget.  State funding is also in place for the 50%

 of the lease.  
The second floor com

m
itm

ent for lease support from
 the State and the C

ounty has 
not been secured. 

33.The C
ounty approved their share of debt service on the A

dvanced Technology 
C

enter in June 2005.  State funding w
as also secured in 2005-2006 for the state 

share of the debt service.  ($20 m
illion) 

34.The C
ounty and the State are paying 50 %

 of the debt service on the June 2008 
$40 m

illion bond for Parkhouse and C
ollege H

all renovations. ($40 m
illion) 
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35.The C
hildren’s C

enter project ($2 m
illion) is self funded. ($2 m

illion) 
36.The A

rt B
arn is funded w

ith 50%
 from

 the state and 50%
 from

 private 
fundraising.  The Foundation has raised about $1.2 m

illion and is m
aking debt 

service paym
ents to the C

ollege of about $140,000 per year.   ($6.5 m
illion)  

37.The W
est C

am
pus parking lot is funded w

ith state grants, EPA
 dollars and 

C
ollege dollars. ($1.2 m

illion) 
38.Phase I of the 140 C

ollege D
rive renovation is funded w

ith federal and state 
grants, C

ounty A
D

A
 funds and C

ollege dollars.  Phase II funding is to be 
determ

ined.  The project has been subm
itted to the State for funding. 

39.Since 2002, the B
oard has been contributing to the m

aster plan designated fund to 
support the continuing funding of facilities renew

al, renovation and new
 projects 

to fill the gap that State and C
ounty support does not cover and to allow

 the 
C

ollege to be entrepreneurial in project planning.
40.The H

ealth Sciences C
enter project has been subm

itted (M
arch 2011) to the State 

for future funding.

2002 Plan Projected Projects with N
o Progress 

The M
aster Plan to 2010 and the update identified a few

 projects that rem
ain outstanding 

including:

1.
C

entral C
am

pus Theatre renovations. 
2.

H
ealth Sciences and W

ellness C
enter---renovation of current PE building---and 

backfill or updating of existing Science C
enter science laboratories 

3.
A

thletic fields full scale renovation and parking enhancem
ents 

4.
C

entral C
am

pus R
ecreational path   

Recent and N
ext Steps 

The m
aster plan to 2010 w

ell positioned the C
ollege to get in the queue for critical State 

funding as w
ell as to take advantage of num

erous grants and private funding 
opportunities.  The plan articulated priorities, by phases, and w

as flexible enough to 
allow

 the C
ollege to take advantage of opportunities as they arose. 

In the last year, the C
ollege and the Trustees have com

pleted the feasibility study for the 
H

ealth Sciences C
enter and m

ust now
 build a funding strategy.  The C

ollege and Trustees 
also engaged a consultant to study the feasibility of expanding to the eastern part of the 
C

ounty w
ith a new

 site.  B
ased on those results, the C

ollege has tabled expansion in that 
direction in favor of a strategy that looks at satellite locations that have a w

ell defined 
program

 niche, sim
ilar to m

odels used by proprietary and for-profit ventures.  A
s a result, 

the C
ollege has entered into a partnership w

ith a private developer in Tow
am

encin 
Tow

nship to build a state-of-the-art C
ulinary Institute at M

ontgom
ery C

ounty 
C

om
m

unity C
ollege. 
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1

FacilitiesM
asterPlan

to
2020

Em
ployee

Survey
Results

M
ethodology

An
em

ailinvitation
w

ith
a

link
to

the
survey

w
assentto

1,704
fulltim

e
and

part
tim

e
faculty,staff,and

adm
inistrators.

The
firstw

ave
w

assenton
M

onday,Septem
ber12,2011,a

rem
inderon

Friday,
Septem

ber16
th,and

the
survey

closed
on

M
onday,Septem

ber19
th.

A
totalof518

people
responded

for
a

response
rate

of30.4%
.

Table
1:Em

ploym
entClassification

ofRespondents
Totaland

by
Cam

pus

Em
ploym

ent
Classification

Total
N

um
berof

Respondents
Percent

Centraland
O

ther:
N

um
berof

Respondents

Central
and

O
ther:

Percent

W
est:

N
um

berof
Respondents

W
est:

Percent

Fulltim
e

faculty
127

24.5
104

25.4
23

21.1

Part
tim

e
faculty

186
35.9

135
33.0

51
46.8

Fulltim
e

staff
64

12.4
53

13.0
11

10.1

Part
tim

e
staff

35
6.8

23
5.6

12
11.0

Fulltim
e

adm
inistrator

99
19.1

88
21.5

11
10.1

Part
tim

e
adm

inistrator
7

1.4
6

1.5
1

.9

Total
518

100.0
409

100.0
109

100.0

CentralCam
pus

Respondentsw
ere

asked
the

degree
to

w
hich

they
agreed

w
ith

a
num

berofstatem
entsaboutthe

CentralCam
pus.The

three
statem

entsw
ith

the
highestpercentage

ofrespondentsindicating
they

agreed
orstrongly

agreed
w

ere:
The

ATC
building

dem
onstratesthe

strength
ofthe

College’stechnology
com

m
itm

ent.
(76.0%

)
The

w
etland

and
naturalgrassareashave

a
nice

quality
and

should
be

preserved
and

expanded.(75.6%
)

The
ArtBarn

isa
good

exam
ple

ofa
w

arm
inviting

building
w

ith
greatstreetpresence.

(70.4%
)

APPENDIX B
FACILITIES MASTER PLAN SURVEY SUMMARY
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The
statem

entsw
ith

the
low

estpercentage
ofrespondentsindicating

they
agreed

orstrongly
agreed

w
ere:

The
athletic

fieldsshould
be

im
proved

and
layoutsw

ith
correctsolarorientation(s).(30.3%

)
Prem

iere
parking

spacesshould
be

designated
forcarpool,carshare,and

low
em

itting
vehicles.(35.0%

)
The

lighting
along

the
m

ajorpedestrian
w

alks and
the

quadrangle
are

adequate.(38.9%
)

W
estrespondentshad

low
erpercentagesofrespondentsagreeing

orstrongly
agreeing

acrossthe
board

forCentralCam
pusstatem

ents,in
partdue

to
high

percentagesof“neutral”
responses.

Table
2:Responsesto

CentralCam
pusStatem

ents–
Totaland

by
Cam

pus

CentralCam
pusStatem

ents

%
Agree

orStrongly
Agree

All
Respondents

Central
Respondents

W
est

Respondents
a.

The
ArtBarn

isa
good

exam
ple

ofa
w

arm
inviting

building
w

ith
greatstreetpresence.

70.4%
76.9%

44.7%

b.
Studentsand

faculty
enjoy

and
use

the
engagem

entspacesthroughoutthe
ATC

building.
64.4%

73.1%
29.8%

c.
The

ATC
building

dem
onstratesthe

strength
of

the
College’stechnology

com
m

itm
ent.

76.0%
82.0%

52.1%

d.
The

quadrangle
isa

greatexam
ple

ofgood
outdoorspace.

67.4%
72.6%

46.8%

e.
The

w
etland

and
naturalgrassareashave

a
nice

quality
and

should
be

preserved
and

expanded.
75.6%

81.2%
52.7%

f.
The

lighting
along

the
m

ajorpedestrian
w

alks
and

the
quadrangle

are
adequate.

38.9%
42.7%

23.7%

g.
There

isa
lack

ofconnection
betw

een
the

quadrangle
and

the
PE

building.
68.7%

75.0%
43.6%

h.
The

PE
building

isunderutilized
and

should
be

renovated.
64.0%

70.7%
37.0%

i.
There

isadequate
parking

provided.
40.4%

42.7%
31.2%

j.
The

existing
parking

lotsare
notvery

attractive.
41.6%

41.9%
40.4%

k.
The

w
ay

finding
signage

isadequate.
42.6%

45.4%
31.2%

l.
The

athletic
fieldsshould

be
im

proved
and

layoutsw
ith

correctsolarorientation(s).
30.3%

32.8%
20.2%

m
.

A
fitness/bike

trailshould
be

added
on

cam
pus.

66.2%
71.0%

47.3%
n.

Prem
iere

parking
spacesshould

be
designated

forcarpool,carshare,and
low

em
itting

vehicles.
35.0%

37.1%
26.6%

o.
The

Science
Centershould

be
renovated

and
the

interiorcirculation
should

be
im

proved.
66.2%

73.4%
37.6%

p.
Betterperform

ing
artsfacilitiesshould

be
provided.

46.7%
51.6%

26.9%

q.
The

Parkhouse
HallAtrium

isa
good

exam
ple

of
a

com
m

unity
gathering

space.
68.5%

75.8%
39.4%

Respondentsw
ere

asked
to

prioritize
a

listofproposed
projectsthathad

been
discussed

by
the

planning
com

m
ittee.The

average
priority

scoresw
ere

calculated
foreach

projectforallrespondentsand
by



3

cam
pusand

are
presented

in
Table

3,w
ith

the
top

priority
being

“Im
plem

entation
ofthe

Health
and

W
ellnessCenterproject”

and
the

low
estpriority

“Rem
oving

the
Q

uonsetHutand
expanding

the
facilitiesbuilding.”

W
estrespondentsprioritized

“Developing
new

spacesto
supportScience,

Technology,Engineering,and
M

athem
atics”

highestforthe
CentralCam

pus.

Table
3:Average

Priority
ScoresofProposed

ProjectsatCentralCam
pus

CentralCam
pusProposed

Projects

Average
Priority

Score
All

Respondents
Central

Respondents
W

est
Respondents

Im
plem

entation
ofthe

Health
and

W
ellnessCenter

project
3.46

3.38
3.93

Developing
new

spacesto
supportScience,Technology,

Engineering,and
M

athem
atics

3.83
3.83

3.82

Developing
new

spacesto
supporta

U
niversity

Center,e
Learning,and

ProfessionalDevelopm
ent

4.70
4.76

4.41

Im
provem

entsto
the

Q
uad

to
im

prove
flow

and
utilization

5.01
4.91

5.42

Expansion/enhancem
entofTheatre

facilities
5.22

5.19
5.34

Im
provem

entsto
W

ayfinding
(Signage)

5.55
5.46

5.95
Im

proving
the

recreation
fields

6.05
6.09

5.87
Rem

ovalofCathcartAnnex,a
tem

porary
building

6.19
6.10

6.57
Dedicating

space
forcom

m
unity

gardens
6.43

6.46
6.27

Rem
oving

the
Q

uonsetHutand
expanding

the
facilities

building
6.89

6.94
6.63

Respondentsw
ere

also
asked

to
rate

the
levelofim

portance
ofvariousdesign

considerationsforeach
cam

pus.Safety
w

asby
farofthe

highestim
portance.O

verall,those
thatw

ere
rated

m
osthighly

forthe
CentralCam

pusinclude:
Safe

pedestrian
accessin

and
around

parking
areas(89.9%

)
Landscaping

thatincorporatessafety
and

sustainability
features(abundantlighting,foliage

thatprom
oteshigh

levelsofvisibility,etc.)(83.6%
)

Preservation
ofcam

pus’naturalbeauty
(w

etlands,grounds,etc.)(79.8%
)

Additionalclassroom
space

(79.1%
)

CentralCam
pusrespondentsrated

“Additionalclassroom
space”

asthird
in

im
portance,ratherthan

fourth.“Easily
accessible

parking”
atthe

CentralCam
pusw

asthe
second

m
ostim

portantconsideration
forW

estCam
pusrespondents.

Table
4:Im

portance
RatingsofCentralCam

pusDesign
Considerations

CentralCam
pusDesign

Considerations

%
Im

portantorVery
Im

portant
All

Respondents
Central

Respondents
W

est
Respondents

a.
Additionalclassroom

space
79.1%

84.1%
57.3%

b.
O

pen
studentengagem

entareas
67.0%

71.3%
46.8%

c.
Large

open
lobby

areas
50.9%

52.6%
43.4%

d.
Sm

allroom
sforstudentuse

(group
study

or
m

eeting
space)

66.4%
70.0%

50.6%
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e.
Com

m
unity/Faculty/staffm

eeting
space

70.9%
74.1%

56.8%
f.

Preservation
ofcam

pus’naturalbeauty
(w

etlands,grounds,etc.)
79.8%

83.7%
62.7%

g.
Large

num
bersofw

indow
sin

each
room

61.4%
66.4%

39.8%
h.

Sustainable/Green
facilities

75.1%
78.5%

60.2%
i.

Clearly
defined

entrances
78.9%

83.5%
58.5%

j.
Easily

accessible
parking

78.3%
80.2%

69.9%
k.

N
aturalflow

ofpathsbetw
een

buildings
78.9%

83.5%
58.5%

l.
Landscaping

thatincorporatessafety
and

sustainability
features(abundantlighting,foliage

that
prom

oteshigh
levelsofvisibility,etc.)

83.6%
88.4%

62.7%

m
.

Ergonom
ic

w
orkspace

design
70.0%

72.2%
60.2%

n.
Large

outdoorgathering
space

48.9%
50.4%

42.2%
o.

Safe
pedestrian

accessin
and

around
parking

areas
89.1%

91.5%
78.5%

Favorite
placesatCentralCam

pus
Em

ployeesw
ere

also
asked

to
share

theirfavorite
and

leastfavorite
placesatthe

CentralCam
pus.

The
CentralCam

pusrespondentsindicated
thatthe

Parkhouse
HallAtrium

(99)and
Advanced

Technology
Center(81)w

ere
theirfavorite

placesforsim
ilarreasons.

Respondentsliked
the

m
odern

look,natural
light,coffee

barand
café,energy

from
studentsgathering

and
com

fortable
seating

in
these

spaces.
The

gathering
areasand

interaction
taking

place
in

these
spacesw

asthe
m

ostcited
reason

fornoting
them

asfavorite
spaces.

Third
w

ere
the

outdoorspaces(55),specifically
the

quad.Respondentsnoted
thatthe

groundsare
attractive;they

like
the

benches,treesand
flow

ersand
find

the
quad

and
outdoorseating

areas
relaxing,a

good
place

to
eatlunch

orread,and
a

place
w

here
they

run
into

colleaguesand
students.

Also
noted

w
ere

the
naturalareason

cam
pus,w

ildflow
ers,w

ildlife
(deer,fox,haw

ks),and
the

w
et

m
eadow

s.

O
therareasnoted

frequently
asfavorite

placesw
ere

the
Fine

ArtsCenter(preservespast,w
arm

and
inviting,peaceful),allthe

renovated
spacesin

general(brightand
airy),the

renovated
College

Halllobby
(w

elcom
ing,naturallight,professionalappearance).

O
verall,in

review
ing

the
reasonscited

forselections offavorite
spaces, respondentschose

areasforlots
ofnaturallight,placesthey

perceived
asw

elcom
ing

and
inviting,and

placesw
here

students,faculty
and

staffgatherand
engage

w
ith

each
other.

M
ostofthe

W
estCam

pusrespondentsindicated
thatthey

w
ere

notfam
iliarenough

w
ith

the
Central

Cam
pusto

have
a

favorite
place.

Those
thatdid

respond
noted

theirfavorite
placesasthe

Advanced
Technology

Center(14),Parkhouse
Hall(9),allthe

renovated
spaces(8),the

Q
uad

and
green

spaces(8),
the

Fine
ArtCenter(5)and

College
Hall(5).

Reasonsprovided
m

irrored
those

noted
by

the
Central

Cam
pusrespondents.



5

Leastfavorite
placesatCentralCam

pus
W

hen
asked

abouttheirleastfavorite
places,the

top
tw

o
choicesofthe

CentralCam
pusrespondents

w
ere

the
PhysicalEducation

Center(84)and
Science

Center(80).
W

ordsused
to

describe
both

ofthese
spacesinclude:confusing

layout,dark,dirty,dreary,dingy,old
and

outdated,and
obsolete.Also

noted
w

asthe
lack

ofcom
fortable

studentgathering
spaces.

The
third

m
ostfrequently

m
entioned

leastfavorite
place

w
asthe

Parking
lots(31)w

ith
com

m
entsabout

congestion,too
few

spots,accessand
egressbeing

challenging,and
the

ATC
lotbeing

too
sm

all.

Parkhouse
Hall(23)w

asalso
noted

asa
leastfavorite.Som

e
respondentsthoughtthe

m
etalm

esh
in

the
atrium

m
ade

itfeellike
a

prison,butm
ostofthe

com
m

entsw
ere

related
to

the
areasw

ith
narrow

hallw
ays,the

classroom
sw

ithoutw
indow

s,the
stairw

ells,and
the

bathroom
snotbeing

w
ellm

aintained
and

cleaned.

Cathcart(23)received
the

sam
e

num
berofm

entionsasParkhouse,and
w

asdescribed
as

uncom
fortable,cram

ped,dirty,dingy,and
notconducive

to
learning.O

ne
respondentcalled

Cathcarta
“horrible

old
building

thatm
akesteachersand

studentsfeellike
they

have
been

forgotten.”

O
therfrequently

noted
leastfavorite

placesw
ere

College
Hall(noisy

a nd
im

personal),the
Library

(dirty,
noisy,construction,congested),the

Cafeteria
(dark,loud,chaotic),the

Science
CenterAuditorium

(needsupdating,squirrels,backstage
a

m
ess,needsa

face
lift),and

Bathroom
s(dreary,dirty,don’tstay

clean
and

stocked).

Again,severalW
estCam

pusrespondentsindicated
thatthey

eitherneverorrarely
w

entto
Central

Cam
pus.Those

thatdid
respond

to
the

question
noted

the
long

distancesbetw
een

buildingsand
from

parking
lotsto

buildingsastheirleastfavorite
forCentralCam

pus.They
also

noted
Science

Centerasa
leastfavorite

place,indicating
thatitw

asold,dingy,confusing,needsrenovation,and
the

auditorium
is

grim
and

outdated.

O
pportunitiesforCentralCam

pusthrough
2020

W
hen

asked
to

identify
opportunitiesforthe

CentralCam
pus,41

respondentsfocused
on

the
College

as
the

centerofthe
com

m
unity

and
role

asa
com

m
unity

resource,suggesting
thatlarge

gathering
spaces

and
a

largerauditorium
be

developed
forboth

the
College’sand

outside
use,generating

revenue
from

rentals.O
ne

respondentstated
“the

cam
pusshould

be
a

beacon
forthe

com
m

unity
to

becom
e

m
ore

involved,use
facilitiesforallage

groups,and
integrate

into
the

com
m

unity,”
sum

m
arizing

m
any

ofthe
com

m
entsm

ade.O
thersadded

thatthere
should

be
m

ore
interaction

w
ith

the
com

m
unity

and
businessesand

thatthese
spacesshould

be
m

ore
visible

and
closerto

one
ofthe

cam
pusentrances.

Severalrespondentsalso
noted

thatthe
College

hasthe
responsibility

to
play

a
role

w
ith

econom
ic

grow
th

in
the

com
m

unity.

The
nextm

ostnoted
opportunity

isthe
renovation

ofthe
PhysicalEducation

building
into

the
Health

and
W

ellnessCenter(27).Severalrespondentssuggested
thatthisspace

should
engage

the
com

m
unity

and
thatthere

are
revenue

opportunitiesw
ith

m
em

bershipsto
fitnessfacilities.Severalrespondents

indicated
a

desire
fora

pooland
saw

a
studentrecreation

centerasa
hub

forstudentgatheringsand
engagem

ent.
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The
third

m
ostm

entioned
opportunity

w
asto

furtherestablish
a

green
and

sustainable
cam

pus(24),
noting

a
priority

on
preserving

naturalhabitats,LEED
certification

forrenovationsand
building

projects,
becom

ing
selfsufficientw

ith
pow

erusage
and

w
aterconservation

(geo
therm

alheating
and

cooling,
passive

and
active

solar,w
ind),environm

entally
sensitive

groundsplanning,and
use

ofgreen
technology.

O
theropportunitiesfrequently

noted
w

ere
the

need
forScience

Centerrenovationsand
bringing

labs
up

to
date

to
be

com
petitive,additionalclassroom

sto
allow

forflexible
scheduling

and
grow

th.
Respondentssuggested

spacesto
allow

forexpansion
ofthe

nursing
program

and
add

new
health

sciencesprogram
s,adding

horticulture,program
sin

m
anufacturing,and

expanding
technology/trade

school/technicalprogram
s.

Severalrespondents(13)suggested
the

expansion
ofparking

lots,providing
m

ore
accessible

parking
and

building
a

parking
garage

to
reduce

the
footprintofparking

w
ithoutdecreasing

spaces.

Pedestrian
pathw

aysalso
received

severalm
entions(12),w

ith
m

ostofthe
com

m
entsrelated

to
developing

a
w

alking/running
path

around
the

perim
eterofthe

cam
pusforsafety

purposes.Also
suggested

w
asm

ore
connectivity

betw
een

buildings,w
alkw

aysand
contem

plative
gardens,w

etland
w

alks,and
bike

paths.Itw
asalso

suggested
thatthe

puddlesthatcoversom
e

ofthe
currentpathsfrom

parking
lotsto

buildings during
rain

be
addressed.

O
thercom

m
entsaboutthe

outdoorspacesinclude
the

need
forbetterlighting,expansion

ofnatural
areas,few

erlaw
ns,m

ore
benchesand

outdoorm
eeting

spaces,a
fountain

in
the

quad,and
locating

the
sportsfieldsbehind

College
Hallto

create
schoolspiritand

provide
accessto

lighting
and

w
ater.There

w
ere

severalsuggestionsto
add

outdoorclassroom
s.

The
areasthatW

estCam
pusrespondentsnoted

asopportunitiesforCentralCam
pusw

ere
to

continue
renovation

and
add

m
ore

artw
ork

and
greenery

to
m

ake
the

spacesm
ore

w
elcom

ing,to
m

aintain
the

beauty
ofthe

groundsand
w

etlands,add
parking

forfaculty
and

staffnearthe
ATC,and

to
encourage

m
ore

com
m

unity
use

ofthe
cam

pusresources.

W
estCam

pus

Respondentsw
ere

asked
the

degree
to

w
hich

they
agreed

w
ith

a
num

berofstatem
entsaboutthe

W
est

Cam
pus.The

three
statem

entsw
ith

the
highestpercentage

ofrespondentsindicating
they

agreed
or

strongly
agreed

w
ere:

N
orth

Hallisa
good

exam
ple

ofa
w

arm
inviting

building
w

ith
greatstreetpresence.(54.7%

)
South

Hall’sinteriorcirculation
isdisjointed

and
confusing.(40.7%

)
The

interiorfinishesofSouth
Hallare

notattractive
and

do
notrepresentthe

College
w

ell.
(40.1%

)

W
estCam

pusrespondentsrated
“There

isa
lack

ofCollege
identity

along
College

Drive.”
in

the
top

three
higheststatem

entsforlevelsofagreem
ent.

The
statem

entsw
ith

the
low

estpercentage
ofrespondentsindicating

they
agreed

orstrongly
agreed

w
ere:

There
are

adequate
outdoorgathering

spacesforstudentsand
faculty.(11.8%

)
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There
isadequate

parking
provided.(12.6%

)
The

w
ay

finding
signage

isadequate.(12.7%
)

W
estrespondentsalso

had
a

low
levelofagreem

entw
ith

the
statem

ent“Prem
iere

parking
spaces

should
be

designated
forcarpool,carshare,and

low
em

ission
vehicles.”

Centralrespondentshad
low

erpercentagesofrespondentsagreeing
or strongly

agreeing
acrossthe

board
forW

estCam
pusstatem

ents,in
partdue

to
high

percentagesof“neutral”
responses.

Table
5:Responsesto

W
estCam

pusStatem
ents–

Totaland
by

Cam
pus

W
estCam

pusStatem
ents

%
Agree

orStrongly
Agree

All
Respondents

Central
Respondents

W
est

Respondents
a.

N
orth

Hallisa
good

exam
ple

ofa
w

arm
inviting

building
w

ith
greatstreetpresence.

54.7%
43.2%

85.8%

b.
Studentsand

Faculty
enjoy

and
use

the
engagem

entspacesthroughoutN
orth

Hall.
33.8%

23.9%
60.4%

c.
South

Hall’sinteriorcirculation
isdisjointed

and
confusing.

40.7%
32.3%

63.2%

d.
The

interiorfinishesofSouth
Hallare

not
attractive

and
do

notrepresentthe
College

w
ell.

40.1%
30.4%

66.0%

e.
Itisdifficultto

find
the

m
ain

entrance
to

South
Hall.

18.7%
18.9%

17.9%

f.
Additionalgathering

spacesshould
be

provided
in

South
Hall.

37.4%
28.5%

61.3%

g.
The

lighting
along

the
m

ajorpedestrian
w

alks
and

parking
lotsisadequate.

26.6%
14.0%

60.4%

h.
There

isa
lack

ofCollege
identity

along
College

Drive.
37.5%

31.1%
54.7%

i.
There

isa
lack

ofconnection
betw

een
South

Hall
and

the
140

College
Drive

building.
38.8%

28.0%
67.9%

j.
The

140
College

Drive
building’sparking

lotis
very

attractive.
25.5%

15.6%
51.9%

k.
There

isadequate
parking

provided.
12.6%

8.9%
22.6%

l.
The

w
ay

finding
signage

isadequate.
12.7%

8.2%
24.5%

m
.

Prem
iere

parking
spacesshould

be
designated

forcarpool,carshare,and
low

em
ission

vehicles.
22.5%

21.8%
24.5%

n.
There

are
adequate

outdoorgathering
spaces

forstudentsand
faculty.

11.8%
7.4%

23.6%

o.
There

isa
need

foradditionalfood
service

opportunities.
38.3%

31.4%
56.6%

Respondentsw
ere

asked
to

prioritize
a

listofproposed
projectsthathad

been
discussed

by
the

planning
com

m
ittee.The

average
priority

scoresw
ere

calculated
foreach

projectforallrespondentsand
by

cam
pusand

are
presented

in
Table

6,w
ith

the
top

priority
being

“Renovationsto
South

Hallto
align

spacesw
ith

new
needs”

and
the

low
estpriority

“Im
provem

entsto
signage.”

W
estrespondents

prioritized
“Large

com
m

unity
m

eeting
spaces”

asthe
low

estforthe
W

estCam
pus.
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Table
6:Average

Priority
ScoresofProposed

ProjectsatW
estCam

pus

W
estCam

pusProposed
Projects

Average
Priority

Score
All

Respondents
Central

Respondents
W

est
Respondents

Renovationsto
South

Hallto
align

spacesw
ith

new
needs

2.56
2.58

2.52

Studentam
enities:FitnessCenter,Children’sCenter,

Housing
3.25

3.17
3.41

Café
like

food
service

3.96
3.86

4.15
Pedestrian

connectionsbetw
een

buildingsand
the

Borough
and

the
river

4.01
4.14

3.76

Im
proved

indoorand
outdoorstudentgathering

spaces
4.16

4.30
3.91

Large
com

m
unity

m
eeting

spaces
4.56

4.67
4.67

Im
provem

entsto
signage

4.72
4.82

4.53

Respondentsw
ere

also
asked

to
rate

the
levelofim

portance
ofvariousdesign

considerationsforeach
cam

pus.Sim
ilarto

CentralCam
pus,safety

w
asofthe

highestim
portance.The

im
portance

ofthe
relationship

ofthe
W

estCam
pusw

ith
the

Borough
ofPottstow

n
also

show
sin

these
ratings.O

verall,
those

thatw
ere

rated
m

osthighly
forthe

W
estCam

pusinclude:
Safe

pedestrian
accessin

and
around

parking
areas(64.1%

)
Increase

visibility/presence
in

Pottstow
n

(59.8%
)

Landscaping
thatincorporatessafety

and
sustainability

features(abundantlighting,foliage
thatprom

oteshigh
levelsofvisibility,etc.)(58.6%

)
Easily

accessible
parking

(58.6%
)

W
estCam

pusrespondentsrated
“Additionalclassroom

space”
astied

forthird/fourth
in

im
portance,

ratherthan
“Landscaping

thatincorporatessafety
and

sustainability
features.”

Table
7:Im

portance
RatingsofW

estCam
pusDesign

Considerations

W
estCam

pusDesign
Elem

ents

%
Im

portantorVery
Im

portant
All

Respondents
Central

Respondents
W

est
Respondents

a.
Additionalclassroom

space
55.3%

43.1%
86.7%

b.
Increase

visibility/presence
in

Pottstow
n

59.8%
49.2%

86.7%
c.

O
pen

studentengagem
entareas

52.3%
44.3%

72.4%
d.

Large
open

lobbies
38.6%

34.3%
49.5%

e.
Sm

allroom
sforstudentuse

(group
study

or
m

eeting
space)

49.1%
40.6%

70.5%

f.
Com

m
unity/Faculty/staffm

eeting
space

49.1%
40.7%

70.5%
g.

Large
num

bersofw
indow

sin
each

room
41.2%

32.0%
64.8%

h.
Sustainable/Green

facilities
56.7%

47.6%
80.0%

i.
Clearly

defined
entrances

55.0%
49.2%

69.5%
j.

Easily
accessible

parking
58.6%

46.8%
88.6%

k.
N

aturalflow
ofpathsbetw

een
buildings

58.0%
48.5%

81.9%
l.

Landscaping
thatincorporatessafety

and
sustainability

features(abundantlighting,foliage
that

prom
oteshigh

levelsofvisibility,etc.)

58.6%
48.5%

83.8%
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m
.

Ergonom
ic

w
orkspace

design
53.4%

43.2%
79.0%

n.
Large

outdoorgathering
space

38.4%
34.6%

47.6%
o.

Safe
pedestrian

accessin
and

around
parking

areas
64.1%

52.5%
93.3%

Favorite
placesatW

estCam
pus

N
orth

Hallw
asnoted

m
ostfrequently

(46)asa
favorite

place
by

W
estCam

pusrespondents.Reasonsfor
selecting

N
orth

Hallw
ere

thatitisw
arm

,aesthetically
pleasing,cozy,arton

display,classroom
slearning

friendly,historic
beauty,and

w
ood

floorsand
com

fortable
chairs.

Second
w

asthe
classroom

s/labs(12)w
ith

faculty
indicating

thatthey
are

com
fortable

in
theirteaching

spaces,butm
ore

frequently
m

entioned
w

asthatisw
here

they
interactw

ith
theirstudentsand

thisis
w

here
learning

occurs.

The
third

favorite
place

isthe
Library

(11),w
ith

respondentsstating
thatit’sa

w
elldesigned

space,full
oflight,com

fortable
and

easy
to

use.A
couple

ofpeople
also

responded
thatthey

like
the

tutoring
lab

located
in

the
library.

O
therfavorite

placesnoted
include:O

ffices/cubicles(quietlocation,love
to

see
everybody);the

Student
SuccessCenter(lively,visiting

colleagues,filled
w

ith
laughter,place

forstudentsto
get allthe

info
they

need);the
Com

m
unity

Room
(centralgathering

space,inviting,bright,w
elcom

ing);and
the

new
im

proved
StudentClub

Room
(buzzing

w
ith

studentactivity,colorful,w
arm

,w
elcom

ing).

Sim
ilarto

the
W

estCam
pusrespondentsw

ho
had

notbeen
atCentraloften

enough
to

respond
to

questionsabout thatcam
pus,m

any
ofthe

CentralCam
pusrespondentsdid

notfeelthey
knew

W
est

Cam
pusw

ellenough
to

indicate
a

favorite
place.

Forthose
w

ho
did

respond,the
overw

helm
ing

favorite
w

asN
orth

Hall(102)because
ofthe

characterand
beauty,w

ood
surfaces,com

bination
ofold

and
new

,
m

odern
and

spaciousclassroom
s,and

the
architecture

ofthe
building.CentralCam

pusrespondents
indicated

the
space

w
astranquil,attractive,inviting

and
com

fortable,and
speaksto

sustainability.O
ne

respondentsaid
thatthe

building
“scream

sw
e

value
learning.”

O
therplacesnoted

asfavoritesby
CentralCam

pusrespondentsw
ere

the
pedestrian

underpassbetw
een

the
tw

o
buildings(6),South

Hall(4)because
itisbrightand

w
here

itisbusiest,and
the

parking
under

South
Hall(4).

Leastfavorite
placesatW

estCam
pus

W
estCam

pusrespondentsm
ostoften

cited
theirleastfavorite

place
asSouth

Hall(26).Reasons
provided

include:entrance
iscold

and
sterile

and
unw

elcom
ing;institutional;dreary;centralstairw

ella
travesty;cinderblock

w
allsand

few
w

indow
s;bland

colors;lack
ofplacesto

gather;uncom
prom

ising
oddly

shaped
spaces;and

lookslike
a

prison.

The
second

m
ostfrequently

m
entioned

isthe
parking.Respondentsindicated

thatit’soften
difficultto

find
parking

spots,the
parking

garage
isdark,cram

ped,filled
w

ith
puddlesand

spiderw
ebs,and

difficult
to

m
aneuver,and

the
N

orth
Halllotistoo

sm
all.
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Third
isthe

Cafeteria
(14),w

ith
respondentssharing

dissatisfaction
w

ith
the

food
selections,concerns

aboutfood
notbeing

safely
handled,harsh

lighting,and
round

tablesbeing
too

big.O
ne

person
said

it
w

as“depressing,butquiet.”

O
therspacesthatm

ultiple
respondentsnoted

asleastfavorite
placesinclude

the
follow

ing:the
Faculty

O
ffice

area
(no

privacy
forconversations,too

noisy,lack
ofsecurity,notequalto

CentralCam
pus);the

StudentSuccessCenter(loud,chaotic,needsa
space

forw
aiting

students,unfriendly,needsupdating);
StaffDining

Room
(cram

ped
and

becom
ing

a
storage

area
forthe

cafeteria);classroom
s(no

w
indow

s,
cheerless);Com

m
unity

Room
;and

Bathroom
s(becom

e
filthy

w
hen

studentsare
around,staffshould

have
theirow

n
like

faculty,sm
elly,dirty).

Again,m
ostCentralCam

pusrespondentschose
notto

respond
to

thisquestion.Forthose
thatdid,

South
Hall(54)w

asm
ostfrequently

cited
asthe

leastfavorite
place.Respondentscom

m
ented

thatthe
long

hallw
aysw

ere
bleak,boring,and

w
asted

space,the
2

ndfloorisconfusing,poordesign
and

ugly,
feelsdisjointed,isuninviting

and
difficultto

navigate.Severalofthem
also

com
m

ented
thatthe

entrance
isunw

elcom
ing,cold,confusing

to
new

com
ersand

doesnotlook
like

an
academ

ic
building.

O
verall,there

w
asa

sense
ofthe

building
being

too
institutional,unappealing,lacking

in
character,and

a
sterile

environm
ent.

CentralCam
pusrespondentsalso

noted
the

follow
ing

asleastfavorite
places:parking

(15)difficultto
m

aneuverin
the

garage,w
hich

isdark
and

scary,
and

notenough
parking

atN
orth

Hall;Cafeteria
(14)is

notw
arm

,drab,noisy,poorfood
and

lack
ofcleanliness;Faculty

O
ffices(8)lack

privacy
and

are
not

professional;Com
m

unity
Room

(6)issterile
looking,bare,uncom

fortable,and
too

sm
all;

and
the

StudentSuccessCenter(5)istoo
noisy,confusing,hasno

privacy,and
no

flow
orreasoning.

O
pportunitiesforW

estCam
pusthrough

2020
Tw

elve
ofthe

W
estCam

pusrespondentsshared
thoughtsaboutcreating

a
m

ore
traditionalcam

pus
feel,indicating

thatthe
cam

pusfeltdisjointed.Ideasshared
w

ere
to

discontinue
College

Drive
asa

through
street,purchase

realestate
contiguousto

the
cam

pusforexpansion,create
cam

pus
connections,elicitpride

and
invite

people
to

stay
foreventsafterclassand

w
ork,m

ore
signage,and

m
aking

itclearon
College

Drive
thatthisisa

vitaland
active

cam
pus.

Ten
ofthe

respondentsfocused
on

the
im

portance
ofthe

com
m

unity
and

the
role

ofthe
College

in
Pottstow

n,w
ith

thoughtson
partnering

w
ith

the
TriCounty

Cham
berforan

entrepreneurialprogram
,

being
m

ore
w

elcom
ing

ofthe
com

m
unity,hiring

asm
any

Pottstow
n

residentsaspossible
forjobsas

investm
entin

the
com

m
unity,serving

asa
hub

forrevitalization,relocating
the

bookstore
w

ith
a

café
in

N
orth

Hallto
bring

the
com

m
unity

in,and
to

provide
largerm

eeting
spacesto

increase
connectionsw

ith
the

com
m

unity.

The
third

m
ostfrequently

m
entioned

opportunity
w

asto
update

and
renovate

South
Hall(8),noting

a
need

to
m

ake
itlessprison

like,update
science

labsand
the

StudentSuccessCenter,and
create

study
and

w
ork

spaces.

O
theritem

sm
entioned

m
ultiple

tim
esinclude:adding

a
child

care
center(6),developing

a
fitnesscenter

and
athletic

facilities(6),creating
outdoorareasto

include
green

space
and

picnic
areas(6),additional

parking
(6),gathering

spacesw
ith

com
fortable

furniture
forstudentsto

socialize
(5),adding

additional
buildings(5),and

expansion
into

otherbuildingsin
Pottstow

n
(5).

W
estCam

pusrespondentssee
the
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cam
puscontinuing

to
grow

and
suggested

thatadditionalbuildingscould
be

used
forclassroom

sand
an

auditorium
.

O
pportunitiesnoted

by
CentralCam

pusrespondents(23)focused
on

the
integration

ofthe
College

w
ith

the
com

m
unity.They

saw
opportunitiesforbetterconnectionsw

ith
the

com
m

unity,increased
visibility

and
use

by
the

com
m

unity,opportunitiesto
em

phasize
service

learning,and
providing

health
care

servicesand
child

care
services.Severalrespondentsm

entioned
the

College’srole
in

econom
ic

developm
ent,serving

the
businesscom

m
unity

and
providing

training.They
also

see
an

opportunity
for

revenue
generation

w
ith

facilitiesusage
by

the
com

m
unity.

Six
CentralCam

pusrespondentsdiscussed
opportunitiesforbetterconnectionsbetw

een
buildings,

particularly
w

ith
140

College
Drive.O

theropportunitiesm
entioned

include
pushing

the
U

niversity
Center,m

aking
the

cam
pusgreener,bringing

South
Hallup

to
date,expanding

into
nearby

buildingsand
expanding

coursesofferingsand
program

s.

Sum
m

ary
ofFindings

O
verall,em

ployeesatthe
College

feltpositive
aboutthe

new
construction

and
renovationsfrom

the
pastfew

years.
Facilitiesw

ith
naturallight,gathering

spaces,and
accessto

a
café

orfood
service

are
attractive

to
em

ployees.The
Parkhouse

HallAtrium
,Advanced

Technology
Center,and

N
orth

Hallare
am

ong
the

favorite
placeson

the
cam

puses.The
new

facilitiesand
renovationscreate

a
sense

ofa
greaterdisparity

in
learning

environm
entsbetw

een
those

spacesand
those

thathave
notbeen

renovated
(PhysicalEducation

building,Science
Center,College

HallLibrary
and

South
Hall).

Respondentsatboth
cam

pusessee
an

im
portantrole

forCollege
interaction

w
ith

the
com

m
unities

surrounding
the

cam
pusesand

opportunitiesforuse
offacilitiesascom

m
unity

resources.The
outdoor

environm
entisvalued

by
the

College
com

m
unity,including

spacesforinteraction
and

preserving
the

naturalhabitatson
the

CentralCam
pus.Parking

continuesto
be

ofconcern
on

both
cam

puses,
particularly

atW
estCam

pus,w
ith

a
desire

forparking
spacescloserto

buildings.The
College

com
m

unity
also

placeshigh
im

portance
on

both
safety

and
sustainability.

W
ith

518
em

ployees(over30
percent)responding

to
the

survey,the
levelofengagem

entin
this

planning
processishigh.In

addition
to

the
LikertScale

questionsand
opportunity

forpr ioritizing
potentialprojects,1,434

com
m

entsw
ere

offered
on

the
open

ended
questions,w

hich
w

illhelp
to

inform
the

FacilitiesM
asterPlanning

processgoing
forw

ard.
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Main Campus areas that are not available for buildings, but are 

sewer main

zoning setback

gas line easement

wetlands

APPENDIX D
USABLE SPACE MAPS
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buildable space map

Main Campus areas that are most appropriate for future building 

likely building areas

build-restricted zones

site features
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APPENDIX E
ADA COMPLIANCE   

All buildings are now basically accessible in the spirit of the law, if 
not to the letter of the law. Some routes are circuitous and some HC 
toilet facilities are remote, as are parking spaces from some buildings. 
A major complaint has been that parking is remote. Closer parking 
has been added at the ATC and this plan recommends two more lots 
nearer the Science Center.

The College is continuing the ADA accessibility program and, more 
importantly, proposed new construction will continue make the 
entire campus more accessible. The college should be sensitive to 
ADA requirements in furnishings and equipping classrooms and in 
remembering that the physically impaired include those with sight and 
hearing problems. 

ramp is challenging); exterior doors do not open easily; and some 
buildings have thresholds that are too high. It is recommended that Dr. 
Stout renew the ADA Advisory Committee and charge it with continuing 
to monitor the College’s progress in this area.
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