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George Wilkinson asked about lessons learned in the Linden Hall Redevelopment; what did
students see that they would change. Answers included; paint on drywall came off with
poster tape, lobby furniture looked cool but students would choose more comfortable
furniture, basement gaming area was not used as much as anticipated, but gaming still
happens more in rooms, ping-pong has recently been added in gaming area, would like
bigger closets with extra shelving above and all areas reachable, some have obstructions
limiting use, cell phone reception is not good in some areas.

Students like the following in Linden’s Redevelopment; Closets with doors, carpeting,
acoustics between rooms reported as “very good”, 27 floor commons & kitchen/ dining area
(used heavily by int’]l students), big screens in basement are great for program events like
Super bowl party, single rooms, movable resident room furniture, bookshelves within rooms,
outdoor gathering spaces.

Art presented planning diagrams from the 50% Pre-design Report. Student comments were as
follows:
Site Development Diagram-

a. Some concern about use of site amenity in “Birch Triangle”. Thought that neighboring
residents might either use the amenity or be disturbed by gatherings there.

b. Preferred amenity developments on eat “Lakeside” lawn. Grilles, seating, portable fire
pit, etc. seen as OK. Want to preserve large open lawn area for Frisbee, etc.

c. Do not duplicate what is in Diamond Point Park.

d. Need amenities for both larger program gatherings and a quiet place to sit & read.

Basement Floor Plan-

a. Like ramp to ed. arts tunnel.

b. Questioned whether more washers & dryers would be needed at the laundry room.

c.  Will meeting room be renovated? One conference room is shown, as well as space
below the Game Room. Dale also mentioned that 24 & 3 Floors will have larger
meeting rooms.

d. Liked that pathway to tunnel will be wider, avoid low head clearance pipes, and have
natural light.

First Floor Plan-

a. Asked about Health Services. Dale stated it will be relocated.

b. Asked about apartments- will they have an outdoor patio like Linden? Dale stated that
this site may not lend itself to fitting a patio due to parking all around.

c. Liked relocated front desk & office.

d. Asked whether doors to Decker could be opened up. This would provide accessibility
using Decker entry elevator, and possible connection to Linden.

Second & Third Floor Plans-
a. Students liked Alternate “B” floor plan much more than Alternate “A”.
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b. Liked privacy of single-user toilet/ sink and single-user shower rooms with full doors
& privacy.

c. Students thought this arrangement could serve for co-ed floors since each space has
doors. OK with center sink areas as co-ed since some sinks are in private toilet rooms.

d. Like openness in bathroom areas- windows seen as important.
Corridor lighting is important to brighten things up.

f. Like the Floor Lounges as shown with some combination of Kitchen, open lounge, TV
area, and enclosed study/ meeting rooms (to be decided during design phase).

g. Like openness of lounge areas to the floor & big windows to lake view.

h. Should plan for a good message board on at least first floor, duty board, perhaps video
display for calendars, menus, etc.

i. Kitchen is heavily used for OBLC.

10. Discussed additional alternates being considered:

a. Elevator to serve basement, 1+, 2", & 34 floors, plus stop at west entry (parking lot)
level to make building fully accessible. Initial reaction was unanimous “Yes”. While
some softened a bit with the (over) $250,000 price, many thought it was a good idea,
and would make attracting students with disabilities much more possible. Winter
campus is already seen as a recruiting obstacle, and Birch would be seen as most
convenient since it is both closest and immediately accessible to the tunnel.

b. Air Conditioning was not seen as a high priority within resident rooms with school-
year students for the cost of retrofitting it in.

c. Air-conditioning the bath/ shower areas, corridors, and lounges was seen as a good
compromise and benefit to students and summer guests.

d. Permanent Ceiling Fans as a cooling alternative was looked upon skeptically due to
likelihood of breakage, limited headroom at lofted beds, and additional cleaning.
Students thought portable fans or fans mounted above door on bulkhead (like the
mini-split AC units shown could work.

e. Lavatories in the Resident Rooms- This was a popular idea by students due to privacy,
more accountability in cleaning, etc. especially from students that had had sinks in
Mankato. When asked if they were willing to pay the additional $50-75 per year for
them, however, interest quickly died.

Overall student discussion was lively and insightful. Reaction was generally positive to Plan
Alternate “B” and scope of site development. Dale noted that more detailed input would be sought
from students during the project’s design phases.

This constitutes a record of discussions at the Student Focus Group. Please review and reply with any
comments or corrections to abart@esgarch.com.
Cc: Attendees, Bill Maki, Nicolle VanWie
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Section 9
Appendix C- MnSCU Inflation Schedule

Birch Hall Pre-design Report Section 9c: Inflation Schedule
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CPMI514/2009 BUILDING PROJECTS INFLATION SCHEDULE ~ EXHIBITS

(Projected Rates For FY 2009 - 2010)

Midpoint of  Dept. of Finance Midpoint of  Dept. of Finance
Construction MULTIPLIER Construction MULTIPLIER

Jan-13 16.21%
Jul-09 0.00% Feb-13 16.69%
Aug-09 0.27% Mar-13 17.18%
Sep-09 0.54% Apr-13 17.67%
Oct-09 0.81% May-13 18.16%
Nov-09 1.08% Jun-13 18.65%
Dec-09 1.35% Jul-13 19.14%
Jan-10 1.67% Aug-13 19.64%
Feb-10 1.99% Sep-13 20.14%
Mar-10 2.31% Oct-13 20.64%
re-design Estimate | | Apr-10 2.63% | — Nov-13 21.14%
May-10 2.95% Dec-13 21.64%
Jun-10 3.28% Jan-14 22.15%
Jul-10 3.61% Feb-14 22.66%
Aug-10 3.94% Mar-14 23.17%
Sep-10 4.27% Apr-14 23.68%
Oct-10 4.60% May-14 24.20%
Nov-10 4.93% Jun-14 24.72%
Dec-10 5.26% 2 Jul-14 25.24%
Jan-11 5.65% g Aug-14 25.76%
Feb-11 6.05% =] Sep-14 26.28%
Mar-11 6.45% > Oct-14 26.81%
Apr-11 6.85% Nov-14 27.34%
Struction Start | [May-1 7.25% | Dec-14 27.87%
Jun-11 7.65% Jan-15 28.40%
Jul-11 8.05% Feb-15 28.94%
Aug-11 8.46% Mar-15 29.48%
Sep-11 8.87% Apr-15 30.02%
Oct-11 9.28% May-15 30.56%
d-Point of Construction | |_Nov-11 9.69% | —— Jun-15 31.10%
Dec-11 10.10% Jul-15 31.65%
Jan-12 10.56% Aug-15 32.20%
Feb-12 11.02% Sep-15 32.75%
Mar-12 11.48% Oct-15 33.30%
Apr-12 11.94% Nov-15 33.86%
1struction Completion | [  May-12 12.41%| Dec-15 34.42%
Jun-12 12.88% Jan-16 34.98%
Jul-12 13.35% Feb-16 35.54%
Aug-12 13.82% Mar-16 36.10%
Sep-12 14.29% Apr-16 36.67%
Oct-12 14.77% May-16 37.24%

Nov-12 15.25% 9.609%

Dec-12 15.73%
- 2.63%
7.06%
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Section 9
Appendix D- Cost Estimates- Estimating Plus

Birch Hall Pre-design Report Section 9d: Cost Estimates





