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AGENDA

{Name of Meeting}

{Date of Meeting}


September 30, 2016

Department of Public Health

DoN Regulations
Thank you for the opportunity to offer testimony regarding the proposed amendments to the DoN process at the public hearing held on September 21, 2016.  This letter is a written summary of my testimony.  

As a principal with Steffian Bradley Architects and a registered architect in Massachusetts, I have been involved in the design of licensed medical facilities for over 40 years. We have taken many projects through the DoN and DPH plan review process. At the public hearing,  I submitted testimony on two sections of the DoN amendments.
100.310 Standard Conditions (F.3) allows initial DPH plan review to coincide as is reasonably feasible with the DoN consideration of the project.  The Department of Public Health Division of Health Care Facility Licensure and Certification requires plan approval for all construction projects. A DoN project will typically be subject to a two part plan review process. The first part is a submission of architectural/engineering plans at the conclusion of the design development phase. The Department reviews these plans and sends comments that will be incorporated in the Part 2 plan review submission of final construction documents.  It is currently taking the Department an average of twelve weeks to review each submission for a total of six months of Department review time on a project.  This can delay when the project is allowed to begin construction and often requires a request for an extension of the DoN schedule.  Allowing the initial plan review to coincide with the DoN review can allow the design, documentation and plan review process to start earlier and reduce the project schedule by six months.  I fully support this amendment but recommend that the word “initial” be changed to read “Part 1 Plan Review” may coincide with Department consideration of the proposed project pursuant to 105 CMR 100.000, and that the words “as is reasonably feasible” be removed or clarified.  
100.715 Substantial Capital Expenditure (B-1) allows for an expedited review of a Conservation Project. It is my understanding that a Conservation Project is for facility upgrades that do not add or expand clinical services.  I fully support this amendment and recommend that the definition be expanded to include projects that bring the facility in compliance with current codes, technology and standards of care.  
Thank you for your time and energy in crafting these amendments.  Please do not hesitate to contact me if any additional information is needed.

Sincerely,

Bob Humenn, AIA

Executive Principal
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