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Providence Willamette Falls – Medical Office Building

Summary of Street Paving Investigation and Pavement Recommendations 

AC Thickness Aggregate Base Thickness AC Thickness Aggregate Base Thickness AC Thickness Aggregate Base Thickness AC Thickness Aggregate Base Thickness

Division St 6" 10" 9.5" Not Applicable* 8.3" 10.8" 7.5" 2.5"

15th Street 5" 10" 4.5" 9.5" 3.5" 10.5" - -

16th Street 5" 9" 4.5" 5.5" 3.8" 8.5" - -

Note: Information Contained in Summary Table taken from "Off-Site Pavement Recommendations - Revised" dated 1/19/17 by GeoDesign, Inc

*Encountered possible Utility Trench Backfill: terminated in gravel at a depth of 2’ below ground surface

GeoDesign Pavement Recommendation Existing Pavement Core #1 Existing Pavement Core #2
Street Name

Existing Pavement Core #2



Memo 

Providence Health & Services, Providence Willamette Falls Medical Center 

To: Wendy Marshall, Development Projects Manager, City of Oregon City 

From:  Weston York, Senior Construction Manager, PH&S 

CC:  Mike Robinson, Attorney, Perkins Coie 

Date: 2/8/17, Revised 2/24/17 

Re: PH&S RESPONSE TO DDP APPEAL (City of Oregon City File No. A-16-02) 

 

Wendy, 

Below are responses to your email dated 1/10/17 (original comments shown in italics), with PH&S 

responses in bold. 

Regarding timeline: 

1. When do you anticipate completion of the building, ready for occupancy?  Please consult with 
Mike Roberts, the building official, for a realistic date, as it is often further out than the 
applicant anticipates. 
We are targeting building occupancy in March 2018, contingent upon receiving the 
building permit by early April 2017. It is important to note that the full street paving 
restoration work will not be complete at the time of building occupancy.  We will 
provide adequate temporary patching at the time of occupancy.  Please confirm this is 
acceptable. 
 

2. You are anticipating completion of the full restoration by October 2018, which is less than 2 
years away.  Once you allow for public improvement plan review process, construction of all 
other public improvements, and building permit review, I believe this timeline coincides 
strongly with construction of this phase.  During our meeting of December 5, my 
understanding was the desire to defer pavement restoration until 2021.  Please clarify what 
you are requesting.  
The 2021 comment was in regards to completion of the overall Willamette Falls Master 
Plan scope.  PH&S is specifically requesting to complete the street restoration work 
noted in the DDP conditions by October 31, 2018.  

  

Regarding Geotech report: 

3. Please compile a summary table of the existing asphalt and base aggregate depths 
alongside the recommended sections.  I recommend using Table 2 on p. 4 of the Geotech 
report, and adding the existing info that appears in narrative form on p. 2.  This way everyone 
will have easy access to a comparison without having to read through the report. 
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Please see the attached .pdf document “2017.01.19_PWF_GeoDesign Report”, Page 2, 
“Table 1. Existing Pavement Thickness” and Page 4, “Table 3. Recommended 
Pavement Sections” for updated information. 
 
The introduction of the Geotech report erroneously notes that 15th Street is on the north side, 
whereas 16th Street is on the north side.  Please confirm whether this is a typo, or whether the 
data in the report is also in error.   
This was a typo and has been revised.  Please see the attached .pdf document 
“2017.01.19_PWF_GeoDesign Report”, Page 1, “Introduction” for updated information. 

 

Regarding Pavement Restoration Standards and the City’s Requirement: 

 

4.  Clarification of definitions: the attached pavement cut standards define “full depth” as top of 
AC to top of base aggregate.  The “full depth” restoration required by condition of approval, 
which is under scrutiny includes the base aggregate layer. 
Please see the attached .pdf document “2017.01.19_PWF_GeoDesign Report” for 
updated information. 

 

5. The proposal for minimum pavement patching for 2017 (pink areas on the Timeline 
Sketches), does not meet our minimum pavement patching standards.  In particular, refer to 
the below highlighted sections regarding dimensional requirements.  Longitudinal patches 
have to be at least 8 feet wide, patches within 30 feet of each other need to be combined into 
one, and a patch needs to extend to the nearest lane line, so as not to result in a seam within 
the wheel path. 
See attached .pdf document “MOB Street Paving and Paving Sections 2017-02-24” for 
specific phasing of the work.  The 2017 and 2018 references have been removed, with 
the only milestone for completion being October 31, 2018.  For the section on 15th 
Avenue, we have updated the work to meet the 8’ minimum requirement.  We are 
asking for a one-year exemption for the gap between this line and the edge of the bike 
line, as we will be coming back the following year to complete the full section of road 
improvements. Please review and advise if this is acceptable. 
 

6. The full restoration to be completed in 2018 (blue areas on the Timeline Sketches) is shown 
10 feet beyond centerline.  As stated previously, and shown on the attached Proposed Street 
Restoration Exhibit, the City is only requiring you to provide the restoration to the centerline 
(except where the development fronts both sides of 15th Street, where it is required from curb 
to curb). 
PH&S is detailing the street improvement work to comply with the 2021 Master Plan 
agreement that we have with the City of Oregon City. The Master Plan requires PH&S 
to repave to the lines indicated on the section drawings, not to the centerline.  See 
attached .pdf document “MOB Street Paving and Paving Sections 2017-02-24” for 
extent of pavement restoration.    
 

7. Once you adjust the patching limits to meet the City’s minimum pavement patch standards, 
and adjust the full depth restoration to only go to the centerline, the difference in scope 
between the City’s required improvement and the applicant’s proposed improvement 
becomes very small.  
See attached .pdf document “MOB Street Paving and Paving Sections 2017-02-24” for 
extent of pavement restoration.   Please review for compliance with the City’s required 
improvements. 

 

Lastly, Revised Stormwater Condition: 

Carrie has proposed to revise Condition 5 from this: 
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- Final stormwater report shall be submitted with public facilities construction plans, and shall 
fully address replacement of undersized pipes and other downstream capacity issues in 
accordance with Oregon City Stormwater Grading Design Standards, dated 2015. (DS) 

  

To this: 

- Final stormwater report shall be submitted with public facilities construction plans and shall 
respond to identified downstream capacity issues through compliance with any of the 
solutions authorized by the Oregon City Stormwater Grading Design Standards, dated 2015, 
which may include, but are not limited to, replacement of undersized pipes or on-site 
detention and maximum infiltration so as not to contribute any additional flows. 

  

I concur with Carrie’s recommended revision in the language. 

PH&S is agreement that this revised stormwater language is acceptable. 

 

END OF MEMO 
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