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VIA EMAIL and FEDERAL EXPRESS

Courtney R. Avery

Administrator AUG 1S 201
Itlinois Health Facilities and Services Review

Board SEE\EIACIQS FACILITIES &
525 West Jefferson Street REVIEW BOARD
2nd Floor

Springfield, IL. 62761

Re:  Project No. 10-089 Mercy Crystal Lake Hospital and Medical Center, Inc.
Request for Public Hearing on Modification

Dear Ms. Avery:

I represent Centegra Hospital — McHenry and Centegra Hospital — Woodstock. By
letter dated August 10, 2011 my clients requested a public hearing on the recent matenal
modifications made by the Mercy applicants to Project No. 10-089. The request for public
hearing was premised upon: 1) Mercy’s proposed modification is a “Type A” modification
in that it eliminated the cardiac catheterization category of service that was included in the
original application, and 2) the changes are so substantial and numerous that the modification
essentially is a new project that should be subjected to public discourse in a public hearing.

In response to Centegra’s public hearing request dated August 11, 2011, Mercy now
claims that a public hearing should not be granted because, even though Mercy
acknowledges the original application included multiple references to cardiac catheterization,
Mercy did not “intend” to include this category of service in the application. The Health
Facilities and Scrvices Review Board (“Review Board”) should reject Mercy’s arguments
and schedule a public hearing for Project 10-089 for the following reasons:

r

a. Mercy’s intent is irrelevant. The original application represented to the public
that the project included the cardiac catheterization category of service and the
modification removed this category of service from the proposed hospital.
This change in the categories of service to be provided requires an opportunity
for public hearing under the Review Board’s rules.

b. Mercy’s claim that it unintentionally included cardiac catheterization in the
application is not credible. Mercy’s own submissions demonstrate that its
inclusion of cardiac catheterization in the application was intentional.
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c. Mercy’s contention that it should now be deemed to have waived its request
for cardiac catheterization is without ment and should be rejected.

d. Whether technically considered a Type A modification or not, Mercy’s
modified application is so materially different from the original proposal that
a public hearing is required to effect the policics of the Health Facilities
Planning Act to increase public participation and transparency in the CON
process.

A, Mercy’s “intent” is irrelevant

Mercy’s representative Richard Gruber, along with its CON attomey and CON
consultant, all claim that the inclusion of cardiac catheterization in the original application
was unintentional. However, Mercy’s intent is completely irrelevant for purposes of the
Review Board’s rules regarding Type A modifications. The undisputed fact is that Mercy’s
original application and its subsequent submissions prior to the modification received on
July 27, 2011, repeatedly represented to the public that the project included the cardiac
catheterization category of service with two cardiac catheterization laboratories. Under the
Review Board’s rules, it is the objective content of the CON application, and not the
subjective intent of the applicant, that determines whether a Type A modification has
occurred.

Section 1130.650(a) of the Board’s rules is quite clear that if a modification includes
a “change in the categories of service to be provided,” then an opportunity for public hearing
is required. (77 11l. Adm. Code 1130.650(c)(5).) The rule references the objective contents
of the application and the modification, not the subjective mental state of the applicant.
Mercy acknowledges that the original application included cardiac catheterization in the
proposed hospital and the modification does not. This is a “change in the categorics of
service to be provided” under the rules and mandates an opportunity for public heanng.

B. Mercy’s claim that cardiac catheterization was unintentionally included
in the application is not eredible

Mercy, for the first time since its application was submitted in December 2010, now
claims that the inclusion of cardiac catheterization in the original application was the
erroneous act of Mercy’s architect and was not intended by Mercy. These claims are not
credible and are refuted by Mercy’s own prior submissions.

Contrary to the representation of Mercy’s attorney, there are substantially more than
just four references to cardiac catheterization in the Mercy application. In fact, the
application had a total of 12 different direct references to cardiac catheterization in three
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separate submissions by Mercy made over a five-month time period. This could not have
been unintentional.

In the application received by the Review Board on December 29, 2010, there arc
seven direct references to cardiac catheterization on pages 71, 79, 120, 122, 124, 136 and 187
of the application. Two of Mercy’s officers certified that the information and data contained
in the application were “complete and correct.” The seven pages of the original application,
cover page and certification page are included as Exhibit A to this letter.

In Mercy’s subsequent submission dated January 21, 2011, therc are four direct
references to cardiac catheterization labs on pages 71, 79, 120 and 187. This submission is
significant because its sole purpose was to correct technical errors in the application. Given
the multiple references to cardiac catheterization in the corrected pages, the Mercy applicants
obviously did not consider the inclusion of cardiac catheterization to constilute an error, as
they now claim. Copies of the four pages referencing the cardiac catheterization category of
service in the January 21 submission and the applicants’ cover letter are included with this
letter as Exhibit B.'

Mercy made another submission dated May 13, 2011 in response to a request from
the Review Board’s staff for additional information. That response includes a listing of
Project Costs with completely new application pages listing Moveable and Other Equipment
for cardiac catheterization and providing a breakdown of costs for two cardiac catheterization
laboratories at $1,200,000 each as well as other costs for furniture, computers-
telecomniunications, equipment allocations, and miscellaneous items. This page and the
cover letter from Mercy’s CON consultant are included as Exhibit D to this letter. This page,
which specifically references cardiac catheterization and identifies the costs of equipment,
furniture, and furnishings, including a break-out by quantity, unit price and total cost for each
itern, was obviously separately prepared in response to requested information from the
Review Board’s staff and clearly was not an unintended oversight.

Mercy’s multiple direct references to cardiac catheterization in separate submissions
over a five-month period, which include a detailed listing of costs for the construction and
equipment for the cardiac cathetcrization category of service, demonstrate that Mercy’s claim
that it was all unintentional is not credible.

l Mercy’s January 21, 2011 submission appears to have been resubmitted and posted
on the Review Board’s website on March 1, 2011. This resubmisston (attached as Exhibit C
to this lctter) has the same four references to cardiac catheterization (pages 71, 79, 120 and
187) as the prior submission.
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C. Mercy’s “waiver” argument is without merit

Mercy’s attorney claims that Mercy “waived” its request for the cardiac
catheterization category of service by not responding to the Board’s Review Criteria for that
service. This argument is without ment.

First, the argument that Mercy waived the request for the cardiac catheterization
category of service is itself an acknowledgment that the application in fact requested that
service. That Mercy now wants to “waive” the request does not change the facts that the
original application included the cardiac catheterization category of service and that the
modification changed the categories of service to be provided so as o require an opportumty
for public hearing. 1f an applicant could avoid a public hearing on a Type A modification by
merely claiming “waiver” afterwards, as Mercy does here, then the Board’s rules would be
rendered meaningless. '

Second, the fact that the Board’s staff deemed Mercy’s application “substantially
complete” and eligible for staff review even though it did not address the Review Criteria for
cardiac catheterization should not be deemed a waiver on Mercy’s part. Mercy’s application
also failed to address the Review Criteria for most of the proposed clinical services
(including Surgery, Emergency Department, Newborn Nursery, Labor Delivery Recovery,
Diagnostic Imaging, and others, as required in Attachment 37 of the CON application) and
was still deemed “complete.” Mercy obviously does not claim that it waived its request for
those services.

Finally, Mercy was on notice of the references to cardiac catheterization in its
application no later than June 7, 2011, when Centegra’s objections to Mercy’s project were
posted on the Review Board’s website. Merey’s request for cardiac catheterization, even
though it failed to address the Review Criteria for that category of service, was specifically
raised as on objection to the project by Centegra Health System in the letter dated June 6,
2011 from Aaron Shepley to Ms. Avery. An attachment to that letter identifies the pages in
the application where cardiac catheterization is requested. (A copy of Mr. Shepley’s letter
and the referenced attachment are included as Exhibit E to this letter.) If Mercy really
wanted to waive its request for this category of service it should have done so when Centegra
raised the objection. Instead, Mercy remained silent and let the Review Board vote on the
project at its June 28, 2011 meeting with the cardiac catheterization references still in the
application. Mercy knew that its application contained references to cardiac catheterization,
and then let the Review Board vote on that application without notifying the Board or the
public that it was waiving its request to establish the cardiac catheterization category of
service in its proposed hospital. Mercy should not now be deemed to have waived the
service for the purpose of avoiding a public hearing on jts modification.
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D. An opportunity for public hearing should be allowed in light of the
material changes in the application

Apart from the Type A modification, a public hearing should be held based upon the
material modifications to the application. Mercy’s submission of August 11, 2011 does not
respond to this point at all.

As noted in Centegra’s request for public hearing, Mercy has reduced the proposed
number of medical/surgical beds from 100 to 56, and the obstetric beds from 20 to 10. These
changes violate the Review Board’s regulations that require new medical/surgical units to
have a minimum of 100 beds and new obstetric units have a minimum of 20 beds. The
modified application directly attacks the Review Board’s regulations and is essentially a
referendum on the reasonableness and validity of the Review Board’s adopted review
criteria. The public and existing area hospitals should be allowed to participate in this
process through the public hearing processes.

For these reasons, the Review Board should grant an opportunity for public hearing
on the modification made by the Mercy applicants in Project No. 10-089 Mercy Crystal Lake
Hospital and Medical Center.

Very truly yours,
K&L GATES LLP

LA

Daniel J. Lawler

DJL:dp

Enclosures

cc: Mr. Frank Urso
Mr. Michael Constantino
Ms. Andrea Rozran
Ms. Hadley Streng
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ILLINOIS HEALTH FACILITIES AND SERVICES REVIEW BOARD APPLICATION FOR PERMIT- May 2010 Edition

ILLINOIS HQABIIIQJANALES AND SERVICES REVIEW BOARD

APPLICATION FOR PERMIT
SECTION |. IDENTIFICATION, GENERAL INFORMATION, AND cERVEESTRSVED

This Section must be completed for all projects. DEC 2 9 2010

Facility/Project Identification U AL T CAC
Facility Name: Mercy Crystal Lake Hospital and Medical Center, fnc. AT Q DEV]
Street Address: SE Corner of State Rte 31 & Three Oaks Road
City and Zip Code: Crystal Lake, Il 60014

I County. McHenry Health Service Area; 8§

Health Planning Area: A-10

Applicant /Co-Applicant ldentification
[Provide for each co-applicant [refer to Part 1130.220].

Exact Legal Name: Mercy Crystal Lake Hospital and Medical Center, Inc.
Address: 2000 Lake Avenue, Woodstock, IL 60098

Name of Registered Agent: Richard H. Gruber

Name of Chief Executive Officer: Javon R, Bea

CEO Address: 1000 Mineral Point Avenue, Janesville, Wl 53548
Telephone Number; 608-756-6112

Type of Ownership of Applicant/Co-Applicant

Non-profit Corporation ] Partnership
] For-profit Corporation O] Governmental
O Limited Liability Company | Sole Proprietorship O Other

Corporations and limited liability companies must provide an lllinois certificate of good

standing.
o Partrerships must provide the name of the state in which organized and the name and address 0

each partner specifying whether each is a general or limited partner.

o

'\M ﬁ " ’\;J\. ' d g 0‘31]"
“APPEND; DOCUMENT’S\T‘[‘ONEAS TTACHM
' APPLICATION FORMMESLD r"-""&xﬂ‘ﬂ%

Primary Contact

[Person to receive all correspondence or inquiries during the review period]
Name: Dan Colby

Title: Vice President

Company Name: Mercy Health System Corporation, [nc.

Address: 1000 Mineral Point Avenue, Janesville, WI 53548

Teiephone Number: 608-756-6123

E-mail Address:_dcolby@mbsjvl.org

Fax Number: 608-756-6236

Additional Contact

[Person who is also authorized to discuss the application for permit]
Name: Richard H. Gruber

Title: Vice President

Company Name: Mercy Health System Corporation, Inc.

Address: 1000 Minerat Point Avenue, Janesville, W] 53548

Telephone Number: 608-756-6112

E-mail Address: rgruber@mhsivl.org

Fax Number: 608-756-6236

EXHIBIT

[ ¥ 8

Page 1 A




APPLICATION FOR PERMIT- May 2010 Edition

ILLINOIS HEALTH FACILITIES AND SERVICES REVIEW BOARD

CERTIFICATION
The application must be signed by the authorized representative(s) of the applicant entity. The

authorized represenlative(s) are:

o in the case of a corporation, any two of its officers or members of its Board of Directors;

in the case of a limited liability company, any two of its managers or members (or the sole

o]
manger or member when two or more managers of members do not exist},

o in the case of a partnership, two of its general pariners {or the sole general partner, when two or
more general partners do not exist),

o in the case of estates and trusts, two of its beneficiaries (or the sole beneficiary when two or morg

beneficiaries do not exist), and

o in the case of a sale proprietor, the individual that is the proprietor.

This Application for Permit is filed on the behalf of Mercy Alliance, Inc._and Mercy Crystal
Lake Hospital and Medica! Center, Inc.

in accordance with the requirements and procedures of the lllinois Health Facilities Planning Act.
The undersigned certifies that he or she has the authority to execute and file this application for
permit on behalf of the applicant entity. The undersigned further certifies that the data and
information provided herein, and appended hereto, are complete and correct to the best of his or
her knowledge and belief. The undersigned also certifies that the permit application fee required

for this application is sent herewith or will be paid upon reguest.

On behalf ¢t Mercy Alliance, Ing. On bghalf of i tedical Center, Inc.

/A

SIGNATURE s_lléjm‘URE

PRINTED NAME __ Danfolby PRINTED NAME _Richard H. Gruber
PRINTED TITLE Vice President PRINTED TITLE _Secretary
Notanzation: HNofanization:

Subscribed and swom to before me

Subscribed and swom to before me
this 27th day of _December, 2010

this 27th day of _December, 2010

Signature of Notary \ Signature of Notary |

Seal Seal

*insert EXACT legal name of the applicant




Square Footage Summary

Mercy
Crystal Lake A
Medical Center :
AN Dapartmanis
SPACE REQUIREMENTS
Dopartmental 8ummary
Room Namo Taotal DGSF $/5F $ Commenis
IDHP Revipwable Ames
1 Mod/Surg Unlt 41,708 320 $19,775,880
2 e 3,894 S4M  $1.686,000
3 Ousoldca 15065 $320 $5,019,200
4 Newbom Numery 3,565 315 $1,164.475
& Labot-Oefhvory-Recovory Rogma 2501 $330 $625,320
8 Emargenty 9,308 $330  $3,001,440
7 Labarotory 4,678 $398 $1,041,444
8 Imaging {Dlagnosiic Rodiology) 8.752 $396 53,081,208
8 MRI 3,405 472 31,810,685
————10 Cath Labs 6.720 $420 32,848,387
11 Coeniral Prooessing 4,250 $408 $1,725,600
12 Surgfcal Sulle 10,550 5498 $9,725,600
13 Rocavery 5,224 §320 $1,671,630
14 Cuipalient Surgary 13,683 §320  $4,372,180 )
15 Diolary 8,724 $472 34,128,462 .
18 Pharmmaecy 1,668 $1 $4B4,118 ;
17 Rosplraiory Therepy 1,260 $316 $406,350 N '
18 Candlac Rohgbiltatlon 1,202 $320 $384,860 g
19 Physicol Therapy 2,365 $320 $753,600
20 Occupational Therepy 450 $320 $144,000 :
. 1
IDHP Non Reviowable Amas i
21 Bulldiag Systems 11,748 $260 §2,837.000 !
22 Adminlsiration 8,820 5250 $1,707,260 i
23 Publls Clrewtalion 23,715% §226 $6,344,875 !
24 Materlals Managemeant 2,640 $220 $624,800 .
28 Bullding Support 6,261 $215  $1,242,983 :
28 Employes Fadilos 5,110 §216 $1,400,760 H
2T Med!eal Ubrery 1,130 $224 $267,600 |
28 Housakooping 1,531 $220 $776.820 !
29 Laundry Holding 1,681 $200 $332,200
A0 Momuo 288 §224 164,512
31 Modreal Rocorda 6,600 $224 41,232,000
32 Dhning 5,460 $310 31,662,800 :
33 Yand Storpge 600 $185 $02,500 :
34 Human Resoumcas 838 $220 $183,020
35 Markellng 2310 $220 $508,200
38 Metiing Rooms 2,625 $220 $555.600
37 Skeep Studles 1,313 $260 $397,640
38 Ambulance Garego 1,024 $157 $160,788
38 Cangples 2250 $250 $562,500

Physlclan Clinkc Summary
Deparimeni Namg Total DGSF
1 Bullding Systoms 6,728 3220 31,250,720
2 Madics Records 12.264 4224 3214708
3 Walllng 73,408 $230  $5.381,840
4 Publie Clratation 4,560 $210 $857.600 :
5 Physiclan Ofcos 42,868 $230 _$0,850,840 M -

L T A AT IS TR A DA, T KPTR A oy P PR A i TR
R e i e BAR A TR R AR ats ALk R s FPEDER IR LR S £ TR L

i

[roTal €At DOSE:]

ST Foaplal e CING 08

$4,000,000 §4,000,000

Sllowork {Included in bidg W/SF) 1
Loandscaping {Allowenco) 1 $300,00¢ $300,000
Sublotal §4,300,000
ST W AR S N A TR R U B R R R g ko]
Attachment 7: Project Costs and Sources of Funds
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Mercy
Crystal Lake
Medlcal Centar

! All Departments

SPACE REQUIREMENTS

Departmental Summary
Room Nemo Tole! DGSF $I5F $ ommaenls
IDHP Roviewable Areas
1 Mad/Surg Undl 1,798 $320 510,776,680
21U 3,804 i $1,680,000
3 Obeetrics 15,086 4320 35,019,200
4 Newbom Rursary 1,885 L L1 $1,154,475
5 Labor-Dellyery-Rocovery Rooms 2,b0t $330 . 5826730
4 Emorgoncy 8,358 $330 $3,081,440
7 Labomlory 4,078 §398 §1,941 444
8 Imeging {Dlognosiic Radalogy) 8,752 $208 $3,581,208
8 MRI 2,405 $473 $1,610,663
———————> 10 Cath Labs 6720 s423 2,840,007
11 Caniral Procesalng 4,250 $408 $1,725,600
12 Surgical Suite 19,650 $408 $5,735,600
13 Recovery 5214 $320 31,671,060
14 Qutpatient Surgary 13.063 $d0 34,372,160
16 Diolory 8,724 3 $4,128,462
16 Pharmacy 1,668 $201 $4684.118
17 Raaplretory Therapy 1,260 $315 $408,350
1@ Cordiae Raheblitetion 1.2063 $320 $244, 860
18 Physlical Therapy 2,355 4320 $753,600
20 Occupslional Tharapy 450 $320 $144,000
|DHP Non Reviewabla Arcas
21 Buliding Syslems 14,748 3250 $2,937,000
22 Adminlstratlan 8828 $250 $1,707,260
23 Publie Clrculsllon 23,155 $225 $5.,344 875
24 Matariels Monazgemmn? 2,840 $220 $024,800
26 Hullding Suppent 8,251 §218 $1,343,685
26 Employee Facifllos 5110 $218 $1,109,780
2? Madlcal Library 1,150 5224 $257,600
28 Housckopglng 361 $220 §770,620
26 Loupdry Holding 1,661 3200 $332,.200
30 Morgua 208 §224 $64,542
31 Mocicet Records 5600 $224 $1,232,000
32 Dining 5,460 $310 $1,682,600
33 Yard Stoege 500 $185 $62,500
34 Humon Resources a3 5220 $163.020
35 Merkeiing 2,210 $220 £508,200
38 Meellng Rooms 2,525 $220 §4555,500
37 Sleop Sludles 1,313 $280 $387,540
38 Ambuience Garage 1024 167 $180,788
39 Cancplos 2,250 §$260 $502,500

Physlclan Clinic Summary
Dapartmant Kams Tolal DGSF
+ Bullding Syslams 5,724 T %220 $1,250.720
2 Modics! Rocords 12,204 $224 32,747,130
3 Waliing 23.408 $230  $5,380,840
4 Publia Chiculntion 4,560 $210 $057.600
5 Physiclan Oticas 42,688 $230 _ §0.860.640
{Tomll e R PGS I T A e e g 8 e T VA LI RN 20 DT B8 e s i

TSB FREHiaT i T DOS F I ST AR IS 50 R T e IO O gL T B I AT
Sitework (Inciuded In bidg $/5F) 1 $4,000,000  $4,000,000
Landseaping {Allowsnco) 1 $300.000 $300,060

Sutolal $4,300,000
Sbidlel Wi ARG R A T P S TR A R RN Gk (SR L N P MR P S T

‘ Attachment 9: Cost Splgce Requirements




Crystal Lako

Medical Center
-
All Depanimants
SPACE REQUIREMENTS
Deprrtmental Summary
Roem Namo Tolal DGSF $I5F 3 Commanis
IDHP Revigwable Areas '
1 Mad/Surg Urdl 1,789 $320 §$10.778,680
2 1cU 3,894 s434 51,680,008
3 Obsetrcs 15,665 $320 $5.0106.200
4 Nowbom Nursery 31665 35 $1,154,473
5 Labor-DellveryRocavory Rosms 2,501 3330 $325,330
& Emargancy 9,388 $330 $2.001,440
7 Loboratory 4,878 $308 §1,041,444
8 tmaging (DlagnosUc Radhlogy) . 9.762 $358 $2,801,298
8 MRI . * 3,405 $472 $1,810,585
—————> 10 Cath Labs 8,720 $420  §2,648,367
11 Cenlral Procasting 4250 $406 $1,725,500
12 Surgical Sulle 19,660 3408 36,735,900
13 Racgvary 5,224 $320 31,671,660
14 Outpatien! Surgesy 13,663 $320 34,372,180
15 Oletary B, 724 $473 $4,128,432
186 Pharmoecy 1,688 $201 404,118
17 Rasplralory Thorapy 1,200 $315 $408,350
18 Cardlac Rehobfitotlon 1,202 $320 $164,060
19 Physlcol Thorapy 2,355 3320 $753,600
20 Oceuvpallonal Therapy 450 $320 $144,000
|OHP ™on Raviowablo Arsos
21 Bulding Syvlems 11,748 §250  $2,837,000
22 Adminisiralion #8820 3250 $1,707,250
23 Publle Chrgulation 23,755 $225  $5,344 870
24 Msterlals Managemeant 2840 $220 $024,800
25 Bullding Suppori 8.251 $215  $1,342,685
28 Employes Faclilthos 5,410 $218 $1,103,780
2T Medical Ubrary 1,150 3224 $267.800
28 Houesskesplng 3,631 ¥220 $778,820
29 Laundry Holding 1,681 $200 $332,200
30 Morguo . 268 $224 $04,512
31 Modical Rocards 5,500 3224 $1,232,000
3z Dtnlng 5,460 $210 41,802,800
a3 Yaud Steropge 500 §185 302,500
34 Human Retources 838 3220 $183,820
35 Markeling 2,310 $220 $608,200
38 Macting Roomp 2,525 $220 $555,000
37 Sleep Studlos 1,313 1280 $307,040
38 Ambulance Garago . 1.024 $167 $180,788 '
38 Canoplos 2,250 $250

{SUBGIRI oA pTET DOSR e eata

Physiclan Clinle Summary
Capartmant Heme Tolal OGSF
1 Dullding Systerns 5716 $220 $1,250,720
2 Medieal Recorda 12,264 $224 $2,747,138
3 Woiting 23,408 $230 $5,363,040
4 Public Clrcutallon 4,560 $210 §957,000
5 Physlelan Offices 42,888 5230 $0,858,840

foral € POSERLRT -FMMW&WMXZ%.ﬁ.'é:T!25??&&%&;?@5&1\535.4?_@553@‘”#%@%%&,?’!&;@@%@@3
TR AT TR AR 32 3 (IR I 2 s AR S ST

7 oTel iggalaTad Cinie OGS FGAT: %

Sltowark (incuded In bidg H5F) 1 $4,000,000 £4,000,000
Londscapig (Allowanca) 1 $300,000 $300,000
Subtotal $4,300,000

e SR O C R e P S L ER A

T A s

‘subistal wii AswaRGes S TR AT IR AR

) | Attachment 1:4 Size of Project




Mercy
Crystal Lake
Medical Center

All Depariments

SPACE REQUIREMENTS

Departmental Summary
Roorm Name Tolal DGSF ¥SF 3 Commenls
IDPH Reviewable Aieas
1 ded. ! Surg. Unit £1,799 $280 $17.303.748
2ICV 3894 3434 $i.689996
3 Obselrcs 15,685 $280 54,361,772
4 Newbern Nusery GodT 5280  §1.693.230
5 Labor-Dellvary-Recovery Rooms 2,501 5330 $825,462
6 Emergency 5368 $330  $2.094.506
7 Latoratory 44878 €108 $1.041,444
8 Imaging (Diagnosiic Radiology) 9,752 5103 §3.881.087
g MRI 3.40% 5471 51,610.56%
—————3 10 Cath Labs BF2Y - %423 S2E48177
11 Centrat Processing 4,250 s406  $1.725.500
12 Surghcal Suite 19.550 $408  $9.735,973
13 Recovery 5,224 5247 51.551.060
14 Quipalient Surqery 13,603 £297  §$4.057.985
15 Dlelary 8,724 5473 $4,126,452
10 Pharmacy 1,698 £291 494,118
17 Raspiratory Therapy 1,200 5288 $371,520
18 Caudiac Rehabilitation 4,203 5288 3346,579
19 Physical Therapy 2,355 $288 $678,298
20 Oceupatdonal Therapy 430 $288 $129,499
IDPH Non Reyicwhblo Areas
21 Buwiding Syslems 11,748 5157 51,844 436
22 Administration 5,829 sr24 51528740
23 Public Cireutation 23,755 5210 $4.988.550
24 Malerals Management 2.840 S1E5 $525,400
25 Building Suppon 6,751 $157 $981,207
26 Employeo Facllitles 5110 $2i6 51102760
77 Hedical Library 1,150 $224 $257.600
28 Hauscheeping .50 $171 $603,801
29 Laundry Holding 1,664 $185 $307.285
30 Morgue 288 $224 $64.512
31 Medical Records 5,500 $224 31,232,000
32 Ciring 5.460 $199 31,086,540
33 vard Storage 500 $185 §92.463
34 Human Resouces 836 5185 §154,660
35 Madketing 2310 3185 $427.350
36 Meetng Rooms 2.525 $185 $467,125
37 Sleep Siudies 1.3 $280 $367,696
313 Ambulence Garage 1.024 $157 $160,768
39 Conoples 2.250 $250 $562,500
Subtowd HORRIE DGSFmr. T " T WD U T penme’ L same [S7ededess L L L. LTl LT LDl
Physician Clinic Summary
. Dapantment Hame Telal DGSF
1 Bullding Systems 5726 $157 £899,045
2 Medical Records 12,264 $224 $2,747.136
3 Wallng 23,408 5210 $4.915.660
4 Publle Circulalion 4,560 $210 957,600
5 Physician Otces 42 B6A 32720 $9,430 960
Total £iinie 065F ", STl T TN T LToeag . 0 os213 318,950,420 . -y
Totol Hatpiial sid Cinlc DESF, ™27~ 7L 27 lassais T s370°" 598,200,317, . R |
Silework (Included in bkig $/5F) ] 54,000,000  £4,000,000
Langscapirg [Allowznte} 1 $300,000 $300.000
£4,300.000

Sublola?

Subtotat wih Allowaneos o ...

—— —

_$103,500,317

122

Attachment 14: Size of Project




Mercy
Crystal Lake
WMedical Center

Space Summary
All Dapanments

SPACE REQUIREMENTS

Hospital Departmental Summary

Depardmont Mame

Tolal DGSF Norm GSF Wingis S1ale Narms

|0PH Revicwablo Areds
1 Med. / Surg. Unit 61.799 40,100 <01 GSF7 Barl {100 Beds)
2 icy 3.894 2.412 603 GSF/8ed (4 Bads)
2 Ohsatrics 15.685 14,424 476 GSF 7/ Bed (24 Beds}
4 Newborn Nursery 6,047 3,648 152 GSF/ OB Bed (24 08 Beds)
5 Labor-Delivery-Recovery Aooms 2,501 1,875 GSF / Needed Deiivery Room
6 Emergency 9,358 704.6 GSF / Treatment Room € 2,000 per Rm per yr.
7 Laboralory 4,878 4,608 38 GSF/Bed 1128 Deds)
8 Imaging (Dlagnostic Radiology) 9,752 1.386 GSF / Procedue Rm
9 MRl 3,905 3,400 3.400 GSF/UM & 2,000 visiis/unif
———— 10 Cath Labs 6720 3,402 1,598 GSF £ Lab (2 Lnbs)
11 Cenleal Processing 4,250 2,304 18 GSF/Bed (124 8eds)
12 Surgicol Suile 19,550 20.078 2078 GSF / Operaling Room (10 OFsf
13 Recovery 5.224 1.800 180 GS5F / Rocovery Station - max 4 per OR (1 FAGU per 10 ORY)
14 Quipatlent Surgery 13,653
15 Diglary 8,724
16 Phormacy 1,698 1,536 12 GSF/Bed (128 Bads}
17 Respirgiory Therapy 1,290 1.140 8.9 G5F / Bod (128 Beds)
18 Cardiac Rehabilitption 1,203
19 Physical Thernpy 2,355 2,300 23 GSF ¢ M-5 Bed (100 Aeds}
20 Qccupationel Therepy 450 430 4.3 GSF /M-S Bed (100 Bss)
1DPH Non Roviewatle Arcas
21 Bullding Sysinms 11,748
22 Adminlsiration 6.829
23 Public Circulation 23,755
24 Matorials Management 2,840
25 Building Suppon 6,251
26 Employee Faclitics 5,110
27 Medica! Library " 1,150
28 Housekerping 3,51
29 Laundry Holding 1,661
30 Margue 288
31 Medical Records 5,500
32 Dining 5.460
33 Yard Slorage 500
34 Humon Resources B3G
35 Marheling 2310
35 Meeltng Rooms 2,525
37 Sieep Studies 1.313
28 Ambulance Garege 1.024
39 Canopies 2,250
ibio! Hospital DGSF_ T T e S T T e L I ST LT LD o
Physician Clinic Summary
Department Namo Yolal DGSF Commonts
1 Building Systems 5.726
2 IMedical Records 12.264
3 Wailing 23,400
4 Public Cirguialion 4,560
5 Physlcian Offices 42,868
sl GRS BOSF = T LT R T T W S LT
Tolnf Building BESF "I T T T L T eAR T L R

Attachment 14: Size of Project
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Mercy
Crystal Lake
Medical Center

. Cathlabs

SPACE REQUIREMENTS

Frep/Recovery Zone
. Totat Raquired
Aoom Name NSE by: Comments
1 Prep/Recovery 4@ 108 432 AlA 1 Isolation/Quiet
2 Handwashing 1@ 5 5 IDPH, AJA
3 Palient Toilet 4@ €0 240 IDPH, AlIA
4 Nurse Station 18 144 144 iDPH, AlA
5 Clean Utilily 1@ B0 80 IDPH
6 Soiled Utility 1@ 100 100 IDFH
slibiotal Prep/Recovery Zane Y T LT L
Procedure Zone
Tolal Requirad
Room Name NSF hy: Commenis
————> 1 Cath Labs 2€ 600 1,200 AlA 400 sf min clear
2 Computer Equipment 2@ 100 200 AlA
3 Control Room 2% 100 200 AlA
4 Scrub Alcove 28 25 50 AlA
5 Stroicher Alcove 2@ 30 60
6 Equipment Storage 2e 150 300 AlA
7 Ctean Cere/Work Area 1@ 250 250 AlA
8 Viewing Room 186 80 80 AlA
9 Server Hoom 1@ 30 30 AlA
10 Sotlad Utility 1@ 80 80 AlA
11 Cigan Uility 1@ 120 120 AlA
12 Anesthesia Work 1@ 180 180 AlA
13 Dictation 1a 60 60 AlA
14 Housekeeping 1@ 40 40 AlA
(SUBToIAI Progedurs Z6e L T e U S
Support Zone
Total Requirad
Roorm Name NSE by Comments
1 Women's Lockers 1@ 180 180 AlA includes Toitet & Shower
2 Men's Leckers 1@ 180 180 AlA Includes Toilel & Shower
3 Conirol Desk 1€ 120 120
4 Crash Carl 16 10 10
(Subtotal Supnort Zene. - ad0 - R I
MOWEL] LTI T T

:5Ubiotal Cath Lab SGite (NSF)

Total Department Gross Square Feet (DGSF} @ 1.55

6,729

I0PH Niinios Depariment of Public Health (77 iLL. AOM. CODE 250 Section 250.2440 - General Hopsital Slandards)

Ala

136

AlA Guidelines lor Design and Canstruction of Hospitals and Heallh Care Facilities - 2001 Edition

Attachment 14: Size of Project
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WMERCY
HEALTH SYSTEM s,

5003 ¢ HO#.756.6000 « MercyHealthSystem.org

/5-08 9

1000 MINERAL POINT AVE, » 1.0, BOX 3003 = JANESVILLE, WI 53547-

RECEIVED

Januvary 21, 2011

Courtney R. Avery, Admivistrator AN 2 4 200

WMinois Health Facilities and Services Review Board TESS

100 W. Randolph St. HEALTH FACIL
SERVICES REVIEW BO

Chicago, 1. 60601

Dear Ms. Avery,

As you are aware, Merey Health System submilted 4 CON application 1o build a new
hospital in Crystal Lake, §1l. That application was decmed complelc on January 12,

In the process of reviewing our application we noted some minoy calculation crrors.
Afier a phone discussion with Mike Constantino of your office, he adviscd us (0 submit
corrected pages of these minor technical errors to your office for inclusion in our
application. Please see enclosed.

We thank you for your cooperation and took forward to working with you and your staff

during this application process.
Sincercly

Der,

Dan Colby,
Vice President

ce: Mike Constantino

cne.,

< EXHIBIT




Corrected Page

Square Footage Summary
Mercy

Crystal Lake
Medical Center

All Departments

SPACE REQUIREMENTS

Departmental Summary .
Roam Nama Totad DGSF 3/SF 3 Comments
IDHP Roviowable Areas
1 Mad/Surg Unil 61,709 $320 $10,775.680
21CuU 3,894 3434 $1.669,996
3 Qbsctics 15,685 3az20 $5,019,200
4 Newbom Nursery 3,635 315 1,145,025
5 1_abor-Delivery-Recovery Rooims 2,501 $330 §825,330
5 Emergency 9,388 3330 33,031,440
7 Labaralory 4,678 $398 $1,991,444
B Imaging (Diagnostic Radiofogy) 9.752 3398 $3,891,296
g MRI 3.405 3473 31,610,565
——= 10 Calh Labs 6,729 $423 32,848,367
11 Cenlral Procassing 4,250 $408 $1.725.500
12 Surgical Suilla 19.550 $498 $R.735,000
13 Recovery 5.224 5320 $1,671.680
14 Qutpatient Surgery 13663 3320 $4,372.160
15 Dielary B.724 $473 £4,120,452
10 Pharmacy 1,698 5291 5494118
17 Raspiraiory Thorapy 1,280 3315 $408,350
18 Cardiac Rehabililalion 1.202 3320 $384,560
19 Physical Therapy 2,355 §320 $753,600
20 QOcrupational Thorapy 450 3320 §144,000
IDHP Non Reviewable Areas
21 Buikding Systems 11,748 5250 $2.937,000
22 Adminisiration 6,829 3250 $1.707,250
23 Public Circulation 23,7335 3225 $5,344,875
24 Malgrials Managemenl 2,840 §220 624,800
25 Bullding Suppart 6,261 $215  $1.343,965
26 Employee Facllics 5110 8216 $1,103,760
27 Medical Library 1,150 322a §257.600
28 Housekeeping 3,531 $220 $776,820
* 29 Laundry Holding 1,661 $200 $332.200
30 Morgue 288 $224 364,512
31 Medical Records 5,500 $224 51,232,000
32 Dining 5,460 310 $1,602.600
33 Yard Slorage 500 185 $02,500
34 Human Resourges 830 £220 $183,920
35 Markoling 2,310 5220 4508, 200
38 Mesling Rooms 2,525 §220 $555,500
37 Sleep Sludies 1,313 5280 $367.640
3 Ambulanco Garege 1,024 $157 $160,768
_39 Canaopics 2,250 $250 §562,500
Sublotal Hespilal DGSF 264,934 $298  $05.489,473 g
Physlcian Clinlc Summary
Depariment Name Total DGSF
1 Buiding Syslems 5726 220 $1,259.720
2 Medica! Records 12,264 §224 $2.747.138
3 Wailing 23,408 $230 45,383,840
4 Public Circulation 4,560 $210 $957,600
5 Physician Cifices 42,660 $230 $9,859,840
Total Cink DGSF 88,826 $223 320,707,938 1
_Tota) Hospital and Chnic DGSF 353,760 $200 $105,697,409 T
Sitawork [Included in bidg S/SF) 1 $4,000,000  $4,000,000
Lendscaping (Allowance) 1 $300,000 $300,000
Sublatal $4.300,000
_— T T T " a108mE7E09 T T —— e ,-,' i

Sublolal with Allowances

Attachment 7: Project Costs and Sources of Funds

71




Corrected Page

Mercy
Crystal Lake
Medical Center

Space Summary
All Depariments

SPACE REQUIREMENTS

Departmental Summary
Rocm Mamg Total DGSF SI5F ] Commanis
{DKP Reviewable Areas
1 Mpd!Surg Unit 61,759 $320 519,775,880
2ICU 3,084 54M 41,689,900
3 Qbselrics 15885 5320 55,048,200
4 Mewbern Nursary 1835 315 1,145,025
5 Labor-Dalvary-Recovery Rooms 2,501 $330 $825,330
6 Emorgency 9368 $330 $3,091,440
7 Laberatory 4878 5398 $1,841 444
8 imaging (Diagnoslic Radiology} 9,752 $398 $3,881,298
9 MRI 3,405 3473 $1,610,565
———2= 10 Cath Labs 8,729 $423 $2,846,367
11 Central Processing 4,250 $408 $1.725,500
12 Surgical Suile 10,550 5498 59,735,000
13 Recovery 5,224 $320 $1.,671,680
14 Quigaticnt Surgery 13.663 5320 $4.372,160
15 Diclary 8,724 5473 54,126,452
16 Pharmacy 1,898 5291 $494.118
17 Respiratory Therapy 1,260 $31% $406,350
18 Cardlac Rebabilitation 1,203 320 $£384,960
18 Physkcal Tharapy 2,355 $320 §753,60Q
20 Cecupatlonal Therapy 450 %320 5144000
IOHP Non Reviewabls Arcas
21 Building Syslems 11,748 $250 $2,037,600
22 Administration 6.829 §250 $1,707.250
23 Public Circulation 23,785 $225 £5,344875
24 Maolerials Manogement 2840 $220 $624,800
25 Building Supporl 6,251 3215 $1,343,965 :
26 Employee Facilities 5110 526 51,103,760
27 Medical Library 1,150 5224 $257,600
28 Housekeaping 3.5 $220 $776,620
29 Laundry Holding 1881 $200 $332,200
30 Morpus 268 S224 §64,512
31 Mrdicat Records 5,500 3224 $1.232.000
32 Dining 5,460 $310  $1,692,600
33 Yard Slorage 500 $183 592,500
34 Human Resources 836 3220 §183.920
35 Markeling 2,310 $2z20 $508,200
36 Meeling Rooms 2,525 3220 $565,500
37 Skeep Sludies 1,313 $280 $367,64D
38 Ambulance Garags 1.024 5157 3$160,768
39 Canopies 2,250 5250 $582,500
Subtotal Hospitat DGSF 264,934 5208 85,488,473
Physiclan Clinic Summary
Departmeni Namo Tolal DGSF
1 Buikling Systems 5726 $220 $1,259.720
2 Modical Records 12,204 5224 52,747,130
3 Wailing 23,408 $230 $5.383,840
4 Pubfic Girculation 4,580 $210 $957,600
5 Physician Qilices 42,868 5230 59,858.640
Tolal Ciinlc DGSF 88,826 | $223  $30,207836 ’
Tolal Hospila) and Clinic DGSF 353,760 250 $105697,409 s .
Silework {included in bldg $/SF} $4,000.000 $4,000,000
Landscaping {Allowange) $300,000 $300.000
Sublotal £4.300,000
"Shbtotal wilh AIID\?_BH'&ES—'_" - - o S T T T "‘$109]997:409.‘_‘”“' —_— - —_ e -
Attachment 9: Cost Space Requirements




Corrected Page

Mercy
Crystat Lake
Medical Center

All Deparimenis

SPACE REQUIREMENTS

Departmental Summary
Room Mame Total OGSF $/IST 5 Comments
{DHF Reviewable Areas
1 Med/Surg Unit 61,799 $320 $19,775.680
2I1CU 3,694 $434 $1.689,996
3 Cbselrics 15,685 $320 45,010,200
4 Newborm Nursery 3.635 315 1,145,025
5 Labor-Delivery-Recovery Rooms 2,501 £330 $825,330
6 Emergoncy 9,368 £330 $3,091,440
7 Laboralory 4678 $388 51,041,444
8 Imaging (Diagnoslic Radiotogy)} 9752 $398 $3,881.296
9 MRI 3405 5473 £1,610,685
~——— 10 Cath Labs 8,728 $423 52,840,367
11 Central Processing 4,250 £406 $1,725,500
12 Surgicol Sulle 19,550 4408 £9.735.900
13 Recovery 5,224 $320 51,671,880
14 Outpatient Surgery 13,663 $320 $4.372,100
15 Dilolary 8,724 §473 $4,126,452
18 Pharmacy 1,698 3261 494,118
17 Respiratory Therapy 1,200 £315 $406,350
18 Cardiec Rebabilitation 1,203 $£220 $364,960
19 Physical Thorapy 2355 §a20 $753,800
20 Occupational Therapy 450 £320 $144,000
{DHFP Non Reviewablo Areas
21 Building Systoms 11,748 §250  §2,937,000
22 Administration ; 8,829 5250 $1,707,250
23 Public Circulation 23,755 3225 $5,344,87%
24 Malerials Management 2,840 3220 $624,600
25 Building Support 6,251 $215 $1,343,965
28 Employec Faclities 5.110 $210 $1.103,760
27 Medical Librery 1,150 3224 £257,800
28 Hausekeaping 3,531 £220 $776.820
26 Laundey Halding 1,661 $200 53132,200
30 Morguc 288 $224 $64 512
31 Medical Records 5.500 9224 $1,232,000
32 Dining 5,460 %310 §1,892,600
33 Yard Sturage 500 $185 482,500
24 Human Resourcos 836 $220 $183,920
35 Markeling 2,310 5220 £508.200
36 Mccting Rooms 2,525 $220 © $458,500
37 Slecp Studies 1,313 $280 $367 640
38 Ambulance Garage 1,024 3157 5160768
39 Canapics 2.250 $250 $562.500
“Subtotal Hospital DGSF 264,934 T 3280 $B5A8R.473 i
Physlcian Clinic Summary
Depariment Name Toll DGSF
1 Building Syslems 5.726 1220 51,259,720
2 Medical Records 12,264 $224 52,747,126
3 Wailing 23,608 $230 £5,383.840
4 Pubkic Circualion 4,580 $210 $957,600
5 Physician Oifices 42,666 3230 $5.859.640
“Total Clinic D&SF 86826 $233  $20,207.836 o o
Tatat Hospital and Clinic CGSF . 153,760 $280 $105,697,409 T T
Silework (Included in bidg $/5F) 1 £4.000,000 $4,000,000
Landscaping {Allowance) 1 $300,000 $300,000
Subtatal $4,300,000
. . 5109997409 . . e I

- -Subtolal wilh-AlBWANCES— — « —ror - pmTre e e

Attachment 14: Size of Project
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10087
National

FMERCY V&

HEALTH SYSTEM puar

Qertplent
1000 MINERAL POINT AVE. « P.O. BOX 5003 * JANESVILLE, WI 53547-5003 + G0B.756.6000 « MercyHealthSystem.org

RECEIVED

January 21, 2011 MAR ¢ 1 201
A UHAC Ao e ralor HEALTH FACILITIES 8
Courtney R. Avery, Adminisiralo SERVICES REVIEW BOARD

Iinois Health Facilities and Scrvices Review Board
100 W. Randolph St
Chicago, JL. 60601

Dear Ms. Avery,

As you are awarc, Mcrey Health System submitled a CON application W build a new

hospital in Crystal Lake. H1. That application was decmed complete on January 2.

In the process of reviewing our application we noted some minor caleulation crrors.

Aficr a phone discussion with Mike Constantino ol vour office. he advised us 1o submil
corrected pages of (hese minor lechnical errovs to your office tor inclusion in our
application. Plcase see enclosed.

We thank vou for your cooperation and look forward to warking with you and your staff

during this applicalion process.

Sincerely

R..

Dan Colby.
Vice President

ce: Mike Constanting

cnc.




Square Footage Summary

Mercy
Crystal Lake
Medical Center

Corrected Page

ﬂ
All Deparimenis

SPACE REQUIREMENTS

Deparimental Summary

Room Name Total DGSF 3/SF $ Comments
IDHP Revigwable Areas
1 Med/Surg Unil 81,799 $320 519.775680
21CV 3,894 $434 $1.689,096
3 Obselrles 15,685 5320 $5.019.200
4 Nawbom Nursery 3,635 35 1,145.025
5 Lobor-Dalivery-Recavery Rooms 2,501 5330 $825,330
& Ememsency 9,368 £330 $3.001.440
7 Laboralory 4,878 5398 $1.041.444
& Imaging {Diagnostic Radiology) 5,752 5398 $1.681,206
9 MRI 3,405 $473 $1,610,565
- 50 Cath Labs 6728 $423 52,848,387
11 Cantral Procassing 4.250 5406 $1,725,500
12 Surgical Svile 18,550 3496 $9,735,600
13 Racovery 5.224 3320 $1.671,680
14 Oulpavieni Surgery 131,663 3320 $4,372,160
15 Diotary 8724 5473 $4,128,452
16 Pharmacy 1,698 $a §494,118
17 Raspiratory Therapy 1,290 $315 $406,330
18 Cardiac Rohabililation 1.203 $320 $384.060
19 Physical Therapy 2,355 §az20 $753.600
20 Occupational Therapy 450 $320 $144 000
IDHP Mon Reviewablo Areas
21 Building Systems 11,748 $250  §2,931.000
22 Administralion 6.82% $250 §1,707,250
23 Pubsic Circufation 23.755 5225 $5,344 875
24 Materials Management 2.840 5220 $624 800
25 Building Support 6.251 §215 $1.343.865
26 Employoo Facilities 5,110 $216  $1,103,760
27 tedical Library 1150 $224 $257,600
28 Housekeaping 353 $220 3776820
29 Lsundry Holding 1,661 1200 3332,200
30 Morgue 283 3224 $64,512
31 Medical Records 5,500 3224 $1,232,000
32 Dining 5,480 3310 $1,692,600
33 Yard Slorage 500 $185 $92,500
34 Human Resources 838 5220 5183820
35 Markeling 2310 5220 §508,200
36 Meeting Rooms. 2525 220 §555.500
37 Sleep Sludies 1313 5280 §367,840
3B Ambulance Garage 1,024 $157 $160,768 -
38 Cenopies 2,250 5250 $562,500
Subicla) Hospual DGSF. "~ PR 264,934 _Szon_385ag0.473 T L
Physiclan Clinic Summary
Depeanment Name Total DGSF
1 Building Systems 5726 §220 $1.259.720
2 Medical Records 12.264 24 $2,747,138
3 Wailing 23,408 $230 £5.383,840
4 Pubic Circulation 4,560 £2i0 $957 600
5 Physician Oflices 42 868 $230 $9,659.640
) T ) 88 P26 $223 _  §20,207 936 U
“Taial Hospie and Cline DOSF™ 7 0 T T 353.760 $290 " si0s,607.409 T SO
Sitework (Inchuded in bldg $/SF) 1 $4,000,000  $4.000,000
Landseaping [Alowance) 1 $300.000 $300,000
Sublotal $4,100.000
o T $109,997.409 o

Sublotdl with Aliowances

Attachment 7: Project Costs and Sources of Funds
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Mercy
Crystat Lake
Medicat Center

Corrected Page

Space Summary
Al Deparimonts

SPACE REQUIREMENTS

Total Hospital and Cfinic DGSF ; L.

Departmental Summary
Room Nama Totat DGSF $/SF 5 Commeanls
IDHP Reviewable Areas
1 Mad/Surg Unit 61,799 $320 419,775,680
21iCU 3.894 §434 41,689,996
3 Dbselrcs 15,685 §320 35,019,200
4 Mewbom Nursery 3,635 35 1,145,025
5 Labor-Delivery-Recavory Reoms 2,50 £330 $525,330
4 Emergency 9,368 $330 $3.081,440
7 Laboratory 4,678 53g8 $1,841,4494
8 imaglag {Diagnostic Radilogy) 9,752 §308 $3,681,296
9 MR! 3,405 §473 $1,610.565
— =10 Cath Labs 6,720 $423 $2,846,367
11 Centrat Processing 4,250 $406 §1.725,500
12 Surgical Sulte 19,550 $458 $9.735.900
13 Recovery 5,224 320 $1,6871.080
14 Quipatient Surgary 13,663 $320 $4,372,160
15 Dietary 8,724 $473 $4,126,452
10 Pharmacy 1,608 $291 494 118
17 Respiratory Tharapy 1,290 $315 $406,350
18 Cardiac Rehabiliation 1,203 3320 $384 960
19 Physical Therapy 2,35% $320 $753,600
20 Occupational Therapy 450 $320 $144,000
IDHP HNon Reviewable Atcas
21 Buiding Systems 11,748 $250 $2,937,000
22 Adminisiralion 6,820 5250 $1,707.250
23 Public Circulation P 5225 55,344,875
24 Materlats Management 2,840 5220 $6.24,800
25 Buitding Support 6.251 $215 $1,342,965
26 Employee Facilities 5,110 $216 51,903,760
27 Medical Library 1,150 5224 $257.800
28 Housekeeping 3.531 $220 $776.820
29 Laundry Hotding 166t $200 $332,200
30 Mormue 288 §224 564,912
231 Medical Records 5,500 5224 $1,232,000
a2 Dining 5,460 £310 $1,692,600
33 Yard Slorage 500 $185 $92,500
34 Human Resources 836 5220 183,920
35 Marketing 2.310 5220 5508,200
36 Meeting Rooms 2.525 $220 $555,500
37 Sleep Studies 1.313 52680 $£357,640
38 Ambulance Garaga 1,024 $157 $100,768
39 Cannpies 2.250 $250 $56.2,500
-$ubictal Hogpital DGSF T 26493477777 5298 565489473 1 -
Physiclan Clinle Summary
Department Name Total DGSF
1 Building Systems 5726 5220 £1,259.720
2 Medical Records 12.264 $224 $2,747.1306
3 Waiting 23,408 $230 $£5,383.840
4 Public Circutalion 4,550 5210 $857.600
5 Physician Offices 42,868 $230 $9.859.640
“rotal Clinic DGSF o Tt T o © gagis’ 7 T2id 320207836 _ vom et
e T 383,760 3290 $1D5.697409 ) o .

$4,000,000 $4,000,000

Sitework {Included in bldg $/SF) 1

Landscaping (Allowance) 1 $300,000 £300.000

Subtotal $4,300,000
i - $109,997 409

S$lhtatal with Allowances ] oo
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Mercy
Crystal Lake
Medlcal Center

Corrected Page

Space Summary
All Deparimenis

SPACE REQUIREMENTS
Departmental Summary
Room Name Tolal DGSF /SF H Commants
IDHP Reviewable Areas
1 Med/Surg Unil 61,709 $320 $19.775,680
2ICcy 1894 2434 $1.689.998
3 Obsetrics 15.685 3320 $5,019.200
4 Newborn Nursery 3635 35 1,145,025
& Labor-Delivery-Recovery Rooms 2,501 $330 $825,330
6 Emergency 9 366 3330 $3,001.440
7 Laboratary 4878 3398 $1,041.444
8 Imaging {Diaynostic Radiology) 752 3308 $3,861,206
9 MR} 3.405 3473 $1,610,585
=0 Cath Labs 6,729 $423  $2,846,387
11 Cenlral Processing 4,250 $408 §1,725,500
12 Svrgical Suite 19.550 5498 £8,735.900
13 Recovery 5.224 5320 51,671,680
14 Qutpatient Surgery 13,663 5320 54,372,160
15 Ditary 8,124 $473 54,128,452
16 Pharmacy 1,698 $281 494,118
17 Respiratory Therapy 1,280 §315 5406, 350
13 Cardigc Rehabilitalion 1,203 33X $384,860
18 Physlcal Therapy 2,356 $In $753,600
20 Occupationat Therapy 450 5320 $144,000
IDHP Non Reviewatle Aroas
21 Bullding Syslems 11,743 $250 £2,937,000
22 Administration 6,829 $250 $1.707.250
23 Public Circulation 23,755 $2725 $5,344,875
24 Materials Managament 2.840 220 $624.800
25 Building Support 6,251 %215 $1,343.865
28 Employee Facitilies 5119 $216 $1,103.760 .
27 Medical Library 1,150 $224 $257.600
28 Housokeeping 3.531 3220 $776.820
28 Laundry Holding 1861 $200 $332,200
30 Morgue 288 3224 $64.912
31 Medical Reoords 5,500 $224 $1,232,000
32 Dining 5,460 1310 $1,692,600
33 Yard Storage 500 $185 $92,500
34 Human Rosources 836 §220 $133.920
a5 Markeling 2.310 3220 $508.200
36 Meeling Rooms 2,525 $220 $555,500
37 Steep Siudies 1,313 $260 $367,640
38 Ambulance Garage 1.024 5157 $160,763
39 Canpples 2,250 $250 $582,500
‘Subigtal Hospital DGSF,_ R 264,934 $208 §05169.473 R
Physician Clinic Summary
Depariment Name Total DGSF
1 Building Syslems 5,726 %220 $1,259,720
2 Medica! Records 12,264 3224 $2,747,126
3 Wailing 23.408 $230 $5,383.840
4 Public Circulation 4,560 $210 $857,600
5 Physician Offices 42.B68 5230 59,859,640
(Jotai Ciinic DGSF TS T T eBG2e 5222 $20,407.936 _
Total Hoapital and Clinic OGSF T e 351,780 $290 '$105 697,409 y "
Sltework {tncluded in bidg $/SF) 1 $4.000000  $4,000,000
Landscaping {Allbwance) 1 $300,000 $300.000
Sublotat $4,300,000
- £109,997 400

‘Subtotal with Allowancas

Attachment 14: Size of Project
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cHARLES H. FOLEY & ASSOCIATES mc.

1638 South MacArthur Boulevard ¢ Springfeld, lllinois 62704
217/544-1551 = Fax: 217/544-3615 » E-mail: foley associates@sbeglobal.nel

HAND DELIVERED RECEIVED

May 13, 2011 MAY 13 2011

HEALTH FACILITIES &
SERVICES REVIEW BOARD
Mr. Michael Constantino,

Chiel Project Reviewer

ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC HEALTH
[llinois Health Facilities and Services Review Board
525 West Jefferson Street, Second Floor

Springfield, Illinois 62761

Re:  IDPH Project Number 10-089, Mercy
Crystal Lake Hospital and Medical Center.

Dear Mike:

Please accept this correspondence as the Applicant’s response to your emailed data
request dated, April 29", May 3", and May 5™. The information provided is as follows:

Appended as EXHIBIT I, is a “breakdown of the following items: Site Survey and Soil
Investigations, Site Preparation, Offsite Work, Movable and Other Equipment, Bond Issuance
Expense, Net Interest Expense, Other Costs to be Capitalized™.

Appended as EXHIBIT ]I, is the projected payor mix and charity care information for
the proposed project.

Appended as EXHIBIT I1I, is Criterion 77 lllinois Administrative Code Section
1110.3030 (b) Establishment, 1t should be noted that the documentation of this criterion
indicates that the physicians who made referrals to this proposed project are Mercy-employed
physician’s. Also within this section is the resultant utilization for the proposed project.

Appended as EXHITIT 1V, is the listing of projected physician referrals for the proposed
project by physictan, specialty, and listing of where those historical referrals were made. This
data is the basis for the project’s projected utilization.

Appended as EXHITIB V, is the consolidated financial statcments for Mercy Alliance,
Inc. and its Affiliates.

Health Care Consulling

= EXHIBIT

D




Mr. Michael Constantino
May {3, 2011
Page Two

Appended as EXHIBIT VI, is the breakout of clinical and nonclinical costs in the CON
application form’s Project Costs and Sources of Funds page. Additionally, it should be noted
that the break out of the physician clinic is provided on page seven (corrected page) as
previously submitted.

Thank you for your consideration on these items. Should you have any questions of
concems on these or any other issues relating to the above referenced application please do not
hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

Charies H. Foley, MHSA
Health Care Consultant

ENCLOSURES

C: Richard H. Gruber, VP
Dan Colby, VP
Linas Grkis, Attorney at Law
McDermott Will & Emery




Project Costs and Sources of Funds
Moveabla or Other Equipment

inserted Page

Description Quantity tnit Price Total Cost
Quipatient Surgery
Carts 12 $7.000 584,000
Patient Recliner 32 $3.000 $96,000
Patient Monitoring 44 $11,000 $484,000
Pyxis/Med Prep 3 $47,000 $141,000
Nutrition 3 $15.000 $45,000
Clean Supply 3 $30,000 $90,000
Other Dept-Spec Furniture Alloc 13,663 $12.00 $163,956
Computers/Telecamm Equip Alloc 13,663 $20.00 $273,260
Misc 32 $5,000 $160,000
$1,637,216
Recovery
Carls 14 $7,000 $98,000
Patient Monitoring 14 $11,000 $154,000
Pyxis/Med Prep 1 $47.,000 $47,000
Nutrition 1 $20,000 $20,000
Clean Supply 1 $15,000 $15,000
Staff Furniture/Workstations Allo¢ 5.224 $4.00 $20,896
Computers/Telecomm Equip Alloc 5,224 $20.00 $104,480
Misc 6 $5,000 $30,000
$488,376
Diagnostic Imaging
Gen Radiography 2 $300,000 $600,000
Radiography/Fluoroscopy 1 $650,000 $650,000
Ultrasound 2 $240,000 $480,000
Nuclear Med 1 $650,000 $650,00D
Portabie Rad 2 $210.000 $420,000
Pacs 1 $100,000 $100,000
Clean Supply 3 $15,000 $45,000
Patient Monitoring 6 $12,000 $72,000
Pyxis/Med Prep 1 $47,000 $47,000
Misc 9 $25,000 $225,000
MR! & Injector 1 $1,500,000 $1,500,000
CT 2 $1,200,000 $2,400,000
Other Dept-Spec Furniture Alloc 13,157 $8.00 $105,256
Computers/Telecomm Equip Alloc 13,157 $20.00 $263,140
$7,557,396
————>= Cath Labs
Cath Labs 2 $1,200,000 $2,400,000
Echo/Ultrasound 2 $250,000 $500,000
Vascular Lab 1 $240,000 $240,000
EKG 4 $12,000 $48,000
PFT 1 $60,000 360,000
EEG/EMG 1 $75,000 $75,000
Holtar/Tili 1 $50,000 $50,000
Patient Monitoring 6 $19,000 $114,000
Pyxis/Med Prep 1 $47,000 $47,000
Other Depi-Spec Furniture Alloc 6,729 $4.00 $26,916
Compulers/Telecornm Equip Alloc 6,729 $20.00 $134,580
Misc 9 $20,000 $180,000
$3,875,455

72b-j Attach 7b: Proj Costs/Sources of Funds
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Centegra Corporate Office

t Centegra HealthSyStem 385 Millenmium Drive

Crystal Lake, IL 60012
815-788-5837

. Aaron T. Shepley
General Counsel
Senior Vice President, Administrative Services

June 6, 2011

Ms. Courtney R. Avery

Administrator

Health Facilities and Services Review Board
525 West Jefferson Street

2nd Floor

Springfield, IL 62761

Re:  Material Omissions, Inconsistencies and Misrepresentations in the Application
for Mercy Crystal Lake Hospital, Project No. 10-089

Dear Ms. Avery:

I am the Senior Vice President and General Counsel of Centegra Health System. I am
submitting this written comment in opposition to Project No. 10-089 (“the Mercy
application”) on behalf of Centegra Health System, Centegra Hospital-McHenry and
Centegra Hospital-Woodstock.

Even a cursory review of the application submitted in connection with Project

. No. 10-089 reveals a document so lacking in information and so riddled with errors,
inconsistencies and misstatements that the sincerity of the applicant could legitimately be
questioned. A more careful review of the application leads to the inescapable conclusion that
the application must be denied for at least three reasons: 1) The application omits material
information and thereby fails to satisfy the criteria of the Illinois Health Facilities Planning
Act and the rules of the Health Facilities and Services Review Board including, inter alia, the
applicable review criteria for cardiac catheterization, 2) The inconsistencies in the application
are so prolific that it is difficult to identify the scope of — and therefore impossible to
approve — the project that has been presented, and 3) Information that the applicant actually
has provided is false, inaccurate, or misleading.

L The Planning Act and Review Board’s Rules Require a Complete Application
that Specificatly Defines the Construction, Applicants, Location, and Project

Costs .

The llinois Health Facilities Planning Act (“Planning Act™) (20 ILCS 3960/1 ef seq.)
places the burden to provide affirmative evidence on which the Review Board may make its
decision squarely on the shoulders of the project applicant. Section 6(a) of the Planning Act

slates:

“[The] application shall contain such information as the State Board deems

necessary.... Such application skall include affirmative evidence on which the State

Board or Chairman may make its decision on the approval or denial of the permit or
. exemption.” (Emphasis added; 20 ILCS 3960/6(a).)

EXHIBIT

[
L

o e




Ms. Courtney R. Avery
June 6, 2011
Page 2

A CON application must specifically define the proposed construction and
specifically identify the applicants, site and project costs. Section 5 of the Planning Act
states: “A permit shall be valid only for the defined construction ... site, amount and person
named in the application for such permit and shall not be transferable or assignable.”

(20 ILCS 3960/5.) The rules of the Health Facilities and Services Review Board (“Review
Board™) reiterate this statutory requirement. (See 77 Ill. Admin. Code 1130.710(c).) The
Board's rules also require a complete application in which “all review criteria applicable to
the individual project have been addressed.” (77 Ill. Admin. Code 1130.620(d)(1){A).) The
requirement of a complete application that addresscs all applicable criteria is emphatically
reiterated in the Review Board’s Instructions for permit applications. The Instructions
include the following mandatory directive: '

“ALL APPLICABLE CRITERIA for each applicable section must be
addressed.” (Emphasis in original.)

When measured by these standards, the Mercy application was incomplete when filed
in December 2010. Since that time, Mercy has made three separate supplemental
submissions with additions, corrections, revisions and modifications to application. (See
Mercy submissions dated January 6, 2011, January 21,2011 and May 13, 2011.) Even with
these additional submissions, the application remains riddled with inconsistencies and still

fails to address all applicable criteria. Mercy has had ample opportunity to correct its
application but has failed to do so. Project 10-089 should therefore be densed.

11. The Mercy Application Does Not Provide Information Sufficient to Satisfy
Applicable Review Criteria.

For reasons which escape explanation, the Mercy application fails in many respects to
provide even the most basic information relevant - and necessary — to their project.
Although not isolated, one of the most giaring of Mercy’s failures relates to their request for
approval of a cardiac catheterization service. In regards to that request, Mercy fails to
address any of the following applicable cnteria:

1. Criterion 1110.1330(a), Pecr Review

2. Criterion 1110.1330(b), Establishment or Expansion of Cardiac
Catheterization Scrvice

3. Criterion 1110.1330(c), Unnecessary Duplication of Scrvices
4. Criterion 1110.1330(c), Support Services
5. Criterion 1110.1330(f), Laboratery Location

6.  Criterion 1110.1330(g), Staffing




Ms. Courtney R. Avery
June 6, 2011
Page 3

7. Criterion 1110.1330(h), Continuity of Care

In addition to the foregoing, the application fails to provide proper attestatons,
certifications, and complete responses lo other review criteria as specified in the attached

Detailed Summary of Deficiencies dated June 6, 2011.

III.  The Inconsistencies in the Mercy Application are so Prolific that it Is Difficult to
Dctermine the Scope of the Projcet and Impossible to Approve It

Under the Planning Act, a permit is only valid for the “defined construction or
modification, site, amount and person named in the application for such permit...”
(Emphasis added; 20 ILCS 3960/5.) The word “defined” means “clearly outlined,
characterized or delimited.” (Webster’s Third New International Dictionary.)

The Mercy application does not clearly outline, characterize or delimit the project’s
applicants, location, amount, size or costs. To the contrary, as demonstrated below, the
application is full of irreconcilable representations relating to fundamental aspects of the
project and the inconsistencies are so numerous that it is almost impossible to determine

exactly what they are requesting the Board to approve:

. 1. Conflicting Identities of Applicants:

Two applicants are identified on pages 1 and 1b of the application:
Mercy Crystal Lake Hospital and Medical Center, Inc., and Mercy

Alhance, Inc,

Three applicants are identified in CON Artachment 1, which requires
the applicants’ Certificates of Good Standing: Mercy Crystal Lake
Hospital and Medical Center, Inc., Mercy Alliance, Inc., and Mercy

Health System Corporation.

2 Conflicting Identity of Licensed Entity:

. 3. Conflicting Number of ICU Beds:

One entity is identified as the licensee on page 2, which requires the
“exact legal name” of the licensee. It says “Mercy Crystal Lake
Hospital and Medical, Inc.” (which is not the exact name of any

identified applicant).

Three different entities are identified as the licensce in CON
Attachment 3, which requires the licensee’s Certificate of Good
Standing: Mercy Crystal Lake Hospital and Medical Center, Inc.;
Mercy Alliance, Inc.; and Mercy Health System Corporation.




Ms. Courtney R. Avery
June 6, 2011
Page 4

. Four ICU beds are listed on pages 124 and 126 of the application.
. Eight 1ICU beds are shown on pages 4, 18, and elsewhere.
4. Conflicting Number of OB Beds:
. 20 OB beds are listed on page 4, 18, and elsewhere.
. 24 OB beds are listed on pages 124 and 127.
. 30 OB beds are shown on page 182.

5. Conflicting Categories of Service:

. Three categories of service (medical/surgical, ICU, OB) are identified
on page 18 and elsewhere.

. A fourth category of service {cardiac catheterization) is shown on
pages 71, 72b-j, and elsewhere.

6. Conflicting Number of Operating Rooms:

. Eight ORs and 2 procedure rooms are shown on pages 119, 174, and
178b.
. Ten ORs and 2 procedure rooms are shown on pages 124 and 138.

7. Conflicting Number of ER Stations/Rooms

. 11 stations are listed on page 119.
. 12 stations are shown on pages 174, 178b and elsewhere.
. 14 rooms + 2 gbservation ropms are shown on page 130.

8. Conflicting Number of Recovery (PACU) Stations

. 12 stations are shown on page 139,
. 20 stations are shown on page 119.
9. . Conflicting Locations:
. One location, the SE Comer of State Rte 31 & Three Oaks Road, is

described as 16.71 acres on page 4.




Ms. Courtney R. Avery
June 6, 2011
Page 5

10.

11.

12,

13.

14.

. A second location, 4313 Three Oaks Road, is described on pages 59
and 62, and is 3.5 acres based on the Illinois Real Estate Transfer
Declaration. (See Real Estate Transfer Declaration dated 12/21/2004

included as Attachment 1 hereto.)

. A third location, is described as “the North 1464.54 feet of the West

580.14 feet of the Southeast Quarter of Section 10 [etc.]” on page 4,
and is § acres based on the lllinois Real Estate Transfer Declaration.
(See Real Estate Transfer Declaration dated 12/12/2003 included as

Attachment 2 hereto.)

Conflicting Total Project Costs:

. $199,344,433 is shown as the Total Estimated Project Cost on the
Project Costs and Sources of Funds page (corrected Page 5 of the
application form), submitted May 13, 201 1.

’ $218,545,600 is shown as the Total Estimated Project Cost on CON
Aftachment 9 submitted January 21, 2011,

Conflicting Construction Costs:

’ $105,697,409 is shown on the Project Costs and Sources of Funds
page submitted May 13, 2011.

. $121,832,908 is shown on CON Attachments 7 and 9 submitted
January 21, 2011.

Conflicting Square Footage for Nursery:

. 3,635 psfis shown as the lotal on pages 119 and 120.
. 6,047 gsf is shown on page 124.

Conflicting Square Footage for MRI:

. 4,250 dgsf is shown as the total on page 119.

. 3,405 dgsf is shown on pages 120 and clsewhere.

Conflicting Square Footage for Surgical Suite:

. 4,250 dgsf is shown as the total for Surgical Operating Suite (Class C)
plus Surgical Procedure suite (Class B) on page 119.




Ms. Courtney R. Avery |
June 6, 2011
Page 6

. 19,550 dgsf is shown for the Surgical Suite on pages 79, 210, 124,
138, and 187.

In addition to the above, the Mercy application contains dozens of other
inconsistencies that are identified in the attached Detailed Summary of Deficiencies dated

June 6, 2011 included as Attachment 3 hereto.

IV. Information Actually Submitted that is not Inconsistent is Either Falsc or
Misleading

Even if it were possible lo ignore the omissions and inconsistencies that poison the
Mercy application, the information they do provide is in many cases false or, in its best ight,

misleading.
A. Mercy’s false statements regarding joint venfure discussions

Mercy has made false statements to the Review Board regarding discussions with
'Centegra. In the Alternatives section on page 114 of its application, Mercy claims that it
“approached Centegra Health System about a joint venture to provide a hospital and multi-
specialty physicians clinic in Crystal Lake. Too [sic] date, Centegra Health System has not
responded to any of our requests.” This is not true.

Prior to the filing of Mercy’s latest application, the last time Mercy contacted .
Centegra about Crysta} Lake was over 3% ycars ago in 2007. Contrary to Mercy’s statement
that we never responded, our CEO, Mr. Michael Eesley, agreed in writing to meet with
Mercy, and did in fact meet with them and to hear Mercy’s proposal. (See correspondence
from Javon Bea to Michael Eesley dated June 19, 2007, and correspondence from Mr. Eesley
to Mr. Bea dated July 12, 2007 and August 22, 2007 included as Attachment 4 hereto.)

While we were not persuaded then, and are not now, that a new hospital in Crystal
Lake was appropriate or could satisfy the Review Board’s criteria, Mr. Eesley offered to
continue discussions with Mercy on other possible joint efforts to improve access to health
care for area residents. Mercy was not interested. In a letter to Mr. Eesley dated August 30,
2007, Javon Bea stated he would “have Dan Colby or Rich Gruber contact us to continue
discussions.” (Mr. Bea’s August 30, 2007 letter is included with Attachment 5.)
Notwithstanding this promise, neither Mr. Colby nor Mr. Grubcr, or anyone else from Mercy,
contacted us. Mr. Bea’s August 30, 2007 letter was the last we heard from Mercy about a
joint venture until the filing of the Mercy CON application. Mercy’s statement on page 114
of its CON application about our discussions is, therefore, both false and misleading.

B. Inaccurate referral daia in Mercy’s application

Mercy’s application includes referral letters from 42 physicians representing that they
had a total of 3,809 historical referrals to existing facilitics in FY 2010 that they would
redirect to Mercy Crystal Lake Hospital. We checked this information and found that the




Ms. Courtney R. Avery
Jupe 6, 2011
Page 7

data submitted by only 22 of the 42 physicians coincided with what has been reported to
COMPdaia. All the other physicians overstated their referrals in comparison to COMPdata

reporis.

The total of referrals in Mercy’s application is 22% higher than COMPdata. Included
as Attachment 6 hereto is a comparison of the referrals claimed in the physician referral
letters with the referrals shown by COMPdata for the same physicians during the same time

period.
C. Mercy's predictions of traffic congestion are suspect

Mercy claims that a new hospital is needed in Crystal Lake because of “future
excessive travel times to the other facilities...” (CON Application at 92.) In support of this
claim, Mercy includes a traffic study performed by Gewalt Hamilton in December 2010.
Mercy also had a Gewalt Hamilton study in its first Mercy Crystal Lake CON application,
Project No. 03-049. (Copies of the Gewalt Hamilton studies performed in 2010 and 2003 are
included as Attachments 7 and 8, respectively, hereto.) A comparison of these two studies
show that the “excessive travel times” predicted back in 2003 never materialized, and the
current study makes no predictions about the future. The two studies show:

1. Contrary to Gewalt’s prediction in 2003 that travel times would have greatly
increased by now, the actual studies show that from 2003 to 2010 the travel
times remained fairly consistent and actually decreased in some instances.
The claimed “excessive traffic congestion” has not occurred. Itis worth
noting that the 2003 study was completed in mid-June while the 2010 study
was performed on December 22nd during the holiday shopping rush.

2. Seven years passed since the 2003 study, and the travel times reported in the
2010 study are still under the projected $ year peak travel time round trip from

the 2003 swdy.

3. Unlike its 2003 study, Gewalt’s 2010 study makes no prediction of future
travel times. Yet, Mercy has appended to Gewalt’s 2010 study the Future
Trave! Times Exhibit from the 2003 study to make it appear that Gewalt now
continues to predict “excessive” future travel times. This Exhibit, on
page 109 of Mercy’s CON Application, is dated (in very small print) June 27,
2003 and appears in the application as if it were part of Gewalt’s 2010 study.
Whether by accident or design, the net effect of this submission is to mislead

this Board.

(See Comparisons of Traffie Studies included as Attachment 9 hereto.)
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We also note that the travel time study included in Mercy's current CON application
fails to meet the State Board’s criteria (Section 1100.510(¢)) in the following respects:

1. The study fails to affirm that it was conducted by an engineering firm pre-
qualified by the Illinois Department of Transportation or conducted by a
properly certified engincer. While the study has a cover memorandum from a
professional engineer, he does not claim to have conducted the study.

2. The study has more than one-third of its round-trips during a rush hour period,
in violation of the Review Board’s criterion. Over 60% of the trips to and
from Centegra Hospital-Woodstock were conducted during rush hour periods.
Over 66% of the trips to and from Centegra Hospital-McHenry were
conducted during rush hour periods.

3 The study fails to provide average trave! times for one-way trips.

4, The travel routes and caleulations of normal travel times are not documented
and sealed by the responsible professional engineer as required by the Review
Board’s criterion.

. Mercy’s travel time studies are no justification for a new hospital in Crystal Lake.
Conclusion

The nature and extent of the omissions, inconsistencies, and misrepresentations of
Mercy's application belie an egregious indifference to the Review Board’s rules and the
review process. The application is unrevicwable. It does not it does not address all
applicable review criteria, it does not clearly define the applicants, the site, the costs or the
| construction, and its does not truthfully and accurately represent material facts. For these
i reasons, the Review Board should deny Project No. 10-089, Mercy Crystal Lake Hospital

and Medical Center.
Respectfull s%
By: A

Aménfsl;gpley
Sr. Vice President and General {[Coungel

Centegra Health System
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Contrary to the instructions for this Attachment, the costs shown appear to be
construction costs only, since they agree with the construction costs shown in Cost and

Gross Square Feet by Department or Service (Pages 187-188).

Attachment 11: Background of Applicant

This Attachment does not include the required "certified listing of any adverse action
taken against any facility owned and/or operated by the applicant during the three years

prior to the filing of the application.”

The application includes the required statement on hand-stamped Page 86, but this
statement is neither signed nor notarized, and, as such, it does not constitute a "certified

listing."
Attachment 25: Cardiac Catheterization

Submission of Attachment 25 (Review Criterion 1110.1330) is required for all projects
proposing to establish a Cardiac Catheterization Category of Service.

The CON application does not include Attachment 25, Cardiac Catheterization, although
there is an allocation of 6,729 DGSF and $2,846,367 for Cardiac Catheterization
Laboratories shown in Attachments 7 (hand-stamped Page 71), 9 ( Page 79), some pages
of Attachment 14 (Corrected Page 120,Pages 124 and 126), and Cost and Gross Square
Feet by Department or Service ( Page 187). In addition, the listing of "Moveable or
Other Equipment” submitted as Exhibit 1 on May 13, 2011, lists $3,875,496 for the
Cardiac Catheterization Laboratories. It should be noted that at least $973,000 of this
$3,875,496 is medical equipment for other departments (i.¢., Echo/Ultrasound, Vascular
Lab, EKG, PFT, EEG/EMG/Holter/Tilt Table), but 2 Cardiac Catheterization Systems
totaling $2,400,000 are shown in this listing (May 13, 2011, Exhibit |, Attachment 7b,

Pages 72b-j).

Despite the identification of square footage and construction and equipment costs for the
establishment of a Cardiac Catheterization Category of Service with 2 Cath Laboratories,
the required documentation is missing for justification of the establishment of this
Category of Service, and there is no mention of Cardiac Catheterization on Page 119 of

Attachment 14 or in Attachment 15.

Thercfore, this application does not include any justification for the establishment of a
Cardiac Catheterization Category of Service, and the application includes 6,729 DGSF of
shell space as well as more than $5,700,000 in project costs because a Cardiac
Catheterization Suite cannot be established in the identified space without justifying the

establishment of this Category of Service.

The application includes conflicting data, and it is not possible to determine which
data are accurate.




