
RESOLUTION NO. 1760 

A RESOLUTION CONFIRMING, APPROVING AND RATIFYING A THREE 
PERCENT (3.0%) SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT CHARGE INFLATIONARY COST 
IMPACT INCREASE AS MEASURED BY THE ANNUAL CHANGE IN THE PACIFIC 
NORTHWEST CONSTRUCTION COST INDEX. 

WHEREAS, Ordinance No. 386, Article IV, has established and imposed a Systems 

Development Charge and determined that inflationary cost impacts shall be measured and 

calculated annually each March and charged accordingly; and 

WHEREAS, inflationary calculations are to be based upon Pacific Northwest 

Construction cost changes in the Engineering News Record Construction Cost Index as 

represented by the City of Seattle, Washington; and 

WHEREAS, the March 18, 2002, issue of Engineering News Record (Exhibit "A") 

reported an increase of three percent (3.0%) in the annual construction cost index for Seattle, 

Washington. 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF WILSONVILLE RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS: 

1. That the City Council accepts and ratifies an inflationary construction cost index 

adjustment of three percent (3.0%) as presented in Exhibit "A" for all Systems 

Development Charges. 

2. The inflationary cost impact shall be assessed against all Systems Development 

Charges to wit: street, supplemental street, sewer, parks, water, and storm sewer systems 

development charges, beginning July 1, 2002. 
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ADOPTED by the Wilsonville City Council at a regular meeting thereof this 6th day of 

May, 2002, and filed with the City Recorder this date. 

Recorder 

SUMMARY of votes: 

Mayor Lehan Yes 

Councilor Kirk Yes 

Councilor Helser Excused 

Councilor Barton Yes 

Councilor Holt Yes 
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SUMMARY: Prices· Recover in Weak Recession 
. ri last:year's Sep~rilber cost issue, 

ENR reported there initially would 
be a severe eco'nomic shock in the 
'~...ke of the terrorist attacks on the 
U.S., but the economy would re
bound by the first half of 2002. 
Right on .cue, Federal Reserve 

Board Chairmaii>Alan Greenspan testi
fied before Congress on March 7 that 
"an economic expansion. is well under 
way." If true, therecession would be 
one of the shortest and mildest on 
record. . 

It may be seVeral months before sta
tistics verify or disprove Greenspan's op
tini.ism~ Howe\rer, .price trends for sev'er
al materiais.already are in the recovery 
mode. Pndisfofwood products; gypsum 
wallboard, PVC pipe and structural steel 
all appear to be fitmirig a£ter a long peri
Od ofdecline and.stagriation. 
· 'During the,fust quartet, lumber and 
pl}Wood checked six -months of steep 
price cuts With ENR's 20<ity average 
price juri:ij)irig · ~;6% for lumber and 

· 3.3% forplyWOod. The Bureauofl..abor 
StatiStics prOducer price index for lum
ber' Started the year with a 6;9% increase .. 

Greenspan's declaration of victory over 
receSsion may cut this price rally short 
since many economists believe it signals 
the Fed's willingness tci raisdnterest rates 
sooner rather than lilter. 'The strength 
in the lumber market· is nof going to 
last," says Ai:n:y Carneal, an economist 
with DRI-WEFA, :Washington,· D.C. She 
believes that Fed. action will push· mort
gage rates higher and weaken housing. 
DRI-WEFA forecasts ·lumber. prices will 
ease in the second half of2002 and end 
the year· 0.1% lower than 2001. 

Gypsum wallboard prices also are 
starting to pWl out ~fa t.ai.lSpm. With sev-· 
eral new pl.arits coming on line over the 
last two years, the market became floOd
ed with wallboard and prices collapsed 
21% in 200L However; manufacturers 
are becoming m<>re· cautious abOut bring
ing new capacity on line and are starting 
to curtail existing production, says Car~ 
neal. Prices appear to be responding. 
"One major prOducer has increased prices 
three times since last September and in
creases are sticking," she says. DRI-WEFA 
forecasts Wallboard prices to increase 
4.5% this year. 

Inflation will increase in the coming 
months as these material prices bottom 
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out. and tUm the corner. Falling materi
al prices Will no longer-offset the strong 
4% annual increase in union wages 
tracked by the Construction Labor 
Research Council, Washingoon, D.C. 

Prices posting the largest turnaround 
may be for steel products affected by the 
recent tariffs slapped on imports. Earlier 
this month, President Bush announced 
tariffs that will be in effect for the next 
three years. F1at-rolled products, includ-

· ing pla.te; Win be hit with a 30% iaii.fritl 
the first year; followed by 24% and 18% 
for the next two years, respectively. Rein
forcing bar imports will face tariffs of 
15%, 12% and 9% over the next three 
years. Tariffs for stainless steel wire will be 
8% each year. 

Most of construction will dodge the 
tariff's impact. Structural steel shapes, 
steel decking products and steel joists 
are not covered by the tariffs. "President 
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USING ENR'S INDEXES: How It's Done 
·:.R· . . eaders of ENR ~e~t .~ steady stream of questions 
· · about the magazine s Indexes and how to accurate-
·.. ly apply t_hem to various construction projects. To 

.·. · help clarify the nature and uses of the cost indexes, 
here are answers to the most frequently asked questions 
and suggestions on how to avoid costly mistakes. 

Q: . What is the difference betWeen OOard-ft of 2 X 4 lumber priced locally. 
ENR's Construction Cost Index and its The ENR indexes measure how much 
Building Cost Index? . it costs to purchase this hypothetical 

A: The difference is in their labor . package of goods and services compared 
component. The CCI uses 200 hours of . to what it was in the base year. 
common labor, multiplied by the 20-city Q: What kinds of construction do the 
average rate for wages and fringe bene- ENR indexes represent? 
fits. The BCI uses 68.38 hours of skilled A: They both apply to general con
labor, multiplied by the 20-city wage- struction costs. The CCI can be used 
fringe average for three trades--brick- where labor costs are a high proportion 
layers,· carpenters and structural iron- of total costs. The BCI is more applicable · 
woi:kers. For their materials component, for structures. 
both indexes use 25 cwt of fabricated Q: Where does ENR get its delta? 
standard structural steel at the 20-city A: ENR has price reporters covering 
average price, 1.128 tons of bulk port- 20 U.S. cities and two Canadiali cities 
land cement priced locally and 1,088 (Montreal and. Toronto) who check 
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prices locally. The prices are quoted 
from the same suppliers each month. 
ENR computes its latest indexes from 
these figures and local union wage rates. 

Q: Are t.l-te material price.~ averaged? 
A: No. ENR reporters collect "spot 

prices" from a single source for all of the 
materials tracked; including those in the 
index. The reporters survey the same 
suppliers each month for materials that 
affect the index. Actual prices within a 
city may vary depending on the compet
itiveness of the market .and local dis
counting'practices. This method. allows 
for a quick indicator of price movement, 
which is its primary objective. · 

Q: Do the city indexes have different 
weightings? 

A: No. Each city uses the same weight 
for the labor and materials components 
as the U.S. average index. 

· Q: Do the indexes measure cost· dif. 
ferentials between cities? 

A: No. This is one of the more com
mon errors in the application of ENR's 
indexes, which only measure the trend 
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in an individual city and in the U.S. as a 
whole. Differentials between cities may 
reflect differences in labor productivity 
and building codes. Moreover, quoting 
bases for lumber and cement vary from 
one city to another. For example, one 
city may report list prices while in anoth
er city prices for the same material may 
include discounts. 

Q: Are indexes seasonaUy adjusted? 
A: No. This is an important point for 

users of the index to keep in mind. 
Wages, the most important component, 
usually affect the index once or twice a 
year. Cement prices tend to be more ac
tive in the spring while fabricated struc
tural steel pricing tends to have month
ly adjustments. Lumber prices, more 
dependent on local pricing and produc
tion conditions, are the most volatile and 
can change appreciably from month to 
month. The study of an index movement 
for a period of less than 12 months can 
sometimes miss these important devel
opments. The user of indexes for indi
vidual cities should keep an eye on the 
timing of wage settlements. For exam
ple, stalled labor negotiations may keep 
the old wage rate in effect longer than a 
12-month period, giving the appearance 
of a low inflation rate. 

Q: Axe the annual averages weighted? 
A: No. They are straight mathematical 

averages. 
Q: Is it more accurate to use an index 

that is closest to my home city? 
A: No. The 20-city average index is 

generally more appropriate. Because it 
has more elements, it has a smoother 
trend. Indexes for individual cities are 
more susceptible to price spikes. 

Q: Are the indexes verifiable? 
A: Yes. ENR's national indexes are 

updated in the first week of each month 
on u'l.e Constrbction Economics pages of 
the magazine while indexes for individ
ual cities appear in the second issue of 
the month. Prices for the indexes' mate
rials component are published in the 
preceding month on the Construction 
Economics pages. Cement prices are in 
the first issue of the month, lumber 
prices in the third and steel in the fourth 
issue. Wage rates for all20 cities are pub
lished in the Quarterly Cost Reports, 
usually in the last issue of March, June, 
September and December. The reader 
can compute ENR's indexes by multiply
ing the published prices and wages by 
the appropriate weights, shown in the 
tables below, and summing the results. 

Q:. Does ENR have cost indexes for 
cities outside the U.S.? 

A: ENR publishes indexes for two 
Canadian cities each month. ENR's 
Fourth Quarterly Cost Report includes 
the most comprehensive listing of inter
national costs. 

Qi Does ENR forecast its indexes? 
A: Yes. ENR projects its BCI and CCI 

->->-> city hall 

··-
for the next 12 months once a year in 
the Fourth Quarterly Cost Report. To 
reach its forecast, ENR incorporates the 
new wage rates called for in multiyear, 
collective-bargaining agreements and 
estimates for areas where new contract 
tenns will be negotiated. ENR estimates 
the materials component by studying 
consumption forecasts and price trends. 

Q: Does ENR ever change the weight
ing of the index components? 

A: No. The components are always 
multiplied by the same factors. However, 
a component's share of an index's total 
makeup will shift with its relative escala
tion .rate. 

Q: Has ENR ever changed the make
up of the index components? 

A: Yes. Only once, in 1996. ENR was 
forced to switch from the mill price for 
structural steel to the 20-city average fab
ricated price for channel beams, 1-beams 
and wide-flanges when ENR's sources for 
mill prices left the structural market. 

Q: Does ENR ever revise the indexes? 
A: Yes. On some occasions ENR must 

reviSe the indexes. Any revision affecting 
the 20-city average indexes in the latest 
14-month period are published in the 
first issue of each month on the 
Construction Economics pages of the 
magazine. Revisions to indexes for indi
vidual cities are published in the tables 
below. 0 

By Tim Grogrm 
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~-~··-~~.:!_~.:!!.-~.~~. ~~~~:!'_.~.51 +5.~··· ~6.67 ...!~:?_~~~~.-~:~ ~:~-~ ~~~ .... ~.~:! ~~!!.._.~~-~!~~--·~&.:~ ... _ 
.~ .. ~:_.2669.39 +i.8 ~~.~.~.~ .. ~06_::~.~502..!!..._:-0·9_ ~19 ~~- 4310:~--~·~·~· ~.~~':!..._~_6747.~~···-~ .. ~ 362..!.:.!_~ ... ~~--~!.:!! ..... :~.!._ 
.. DB. 2779.82 +4.1_~~ ... ~.~ ~~__.:.~-4534.~__!~ 2~:.~~-~:.~ ... -1.8 37~.~~-~~~_:.~ .~.9~ .... ~.!~·~-·~!.:!!..... 
- DfC. 2818.44 +1.3 3849.39 +2.0 3084.37 -0.5 4564.19 +0.7 2753.26 +4.5 4472.05 +5.7 3841.79 +2.2 7103.92 +2.6 4029.25 +5.8 7464.71 +5.3 

APRIL 2940.57 +3.7 4098.86 .e.o 3078.58 -0.4 4533.71 -0.8 2744.20 -1.7 4518.25 +0.2 3870.68 +0.2 6977.36 -2.1 4168.77 +3.0 7749.55 +3.8 ··-·-··----------···---· .. ·· -----·--·-- ---.. ·---.. ··--····----· ··----·-·-·----- ·-·-·-·······--------------
lAY 2934.70 -0.8 4089.12 -0.6 3095.40 -2.2 4552..53 -1.1 2746.70 -1.9 4520.75 tO.I 3911.26 +0.8 7017.94 -1.8 4171.27 +2.9 7752.05 t3.5 -----·--.------ ------·····------ ------····--·-··-- ··--·-··--.. ·-··-············-·---
... 2991.43 +1.2 4088.87 -0.8 3138.61 t0.7 4593.75 +0.9 2746.45 -1.8 4520.50 tO.I 3959.97 +3.4 7088.85 -0.4 4198.22 +3.8 77711.00 +3.9 
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1419.83 +9.0 2005.75 +6.7 1574.71 +11.1 2353.04 +10.8 1710.22 +7.8 2998.45 +8.0 

+6.3 2739.14 +6.8 2042.61 +9.2 3492.04 +8.3 

11110 oa:.. 2089.33 +6.6 3609.93 +7.8 2130.97 +8.6 3860.76 +8.3 1913.38 +9.8 2683.34 +10.6 1880.46 +2.7 2947.14 +7.6 2193.83 +7.4· 3798.23 +8.8 

-~---~--~~~~-~~-4587~~~--~-0.4 ~~-~-~~:!_-~1.5_!_.~1.4 21~.!:~__:!.:~-~-~-~.:':.~~- ~!!. +5.7 ~.3!.~:~ ~~~---~-.. ~~--~!...-
1911 DEB. 2507.86 +3.4 4647.13 +1.7 2823.67 +2.4 5251.44 +3.8 2123.18 ~.4 2985.85 -5.3 2374.39 +0.8 35011.95 +0.1 2767.90 +3.8. 4859.89 +4.0 

1911 oa:.. 2552.96 +3.8 4700.51 +7.3 2835.82 +4.8 5237.37 +4.7 2066.89 -7.9 3184.72 -2.4 2252.48 -5.1 3538.28 +0.8 2857.07 +3.2 5092.67 +4.8 .. --·------------···- --·--·------··-··- ···------.. ·-····· ·---.. ··-··--·---..... ___ _ 
1111 DEL 2588.51 +1.4 4877.51 +3.8 2760.13 -2.7 5181.68 -1.5 2117.91 +2.5 3208.39 +0.7 2277.59 +1.1 3841.78 +2.9 2913.23 +2.0· 5171.88 +1.8 ··---·-------------·--- -···--·------ -·--·---·-----··· _______ , _________ .... _______ , __ _ 
1990 DB. 2638.73 +1.9 4933.91 +1.2. 2886.93 . +4.6 5368.82 +4.0 2061.61 -3.1 3195.21 ~.9 2321.28 +2.8 3688.20 +1.3 2972.84 +2.2 5153.90 ~.3 

_11111 IIBI. _!!(17.85 +1.2 ~~~!.- ~.55.72 +5.6 6187.119 +2.1!__ ~~40 +&.7 3870.81 +6.3 2~~~ .... !!~ ... ~.09 +6.o 3688.27 ..a.a. 6428.70 +4.8 

_11111:0~~103.5.!._::4..:.~ ~ +1.~.: 3515.41 +U 8264.58 +I~-:~~ +~~3935.~ .. ~-7 ~865~ .. -~:!:.~~~ 3749.42 +1.7 68111.84 .+3.0. 

1la DEl. . 3130.94 ..0.9 5641.21 ti.O 3513.51· ~.1 8347.97 +1.3 2681.91 +0.7 3960.19 +0.8 2883.92 ~.I.· 4470.35 +3.3 3848.15 +2.8 6817.65 ·'+3.0 

._ s· · 3245.02 +3.8 5888.56 +4.4 3607.98 · .2.1 8482.03 +1.8 2691.38 .o.4 .3968.50 .o.2 2001.28 +1.3 . 4498.45 ..o.a 3857.94.· .o.3. 6943.58 .• u 

IPII. 3312.60 . +8.5 .. 5905.31 +5.1 3653.00 +4.2 6687.07 +5.5 2742.119 +2.7• 3988.10 +1.2· 2934.35 +3.8 4531.52 +2.1 3915.49. +i.B· 7001.11 ·,·:+2.7 ------------···---- _______ .... ___ 
---····-··-·---·--··-· -·-· ·-----

lilY 3319.35 +6.9 5912.08 +5.3 3678.86 +4.8 6710.93 +5.8 2749.44 +2.8• 3992.85 +I. I. 2974.83 +5.3. 4571.99 +3.1 3925.31 . +2.4. 7010.82,· +3.0 ·----------··-· ··-··---- ---·-··-·------.. ·· .. --------·---
Jllll(. 3317.35 . +7.0 5910.08 +5.3 3691.77 +3.3. 6848.70 +11.2 2747.44. +3,0, 3990.85 +1.2 2972.83- +5.3. 4569.99 +3.2 3874.35 ..0.8 69511.98. : +2.2 

oct 3315.85 +2.2- 5908.56 +0.4 3638.83 -1.2 . 6788.86 +3.11 2749.21' . +2.2. 3992.61 . +0.8 2971.33 +4.8 ·~~-~:1 3918.27 +1.0:· 7148.78:: +2.6 ·----------- ---------· .... 3293.68 +1.6. 51188.39 0.0 3833.58· ~.3 .6783.61 +4.1. ·27!13.96. +2.1.> 3987.38 .+0.8 2988.08 +4.5• 4583.24 +2.7 3913.02 +0.7 7141.53 . +2.4 ---------·· .. 
DB.; 3377.42 +4;1 ·. 6044.89 +2.7 . 3803.79 ~.I ;· 6733.83 +4.2 2742.48 +1.9 3985.88 . +0.4' 3060.54· +5.5- 4788.74 . +6.0 3871.88 +0.4; 7100.40 ... +2.3 

IPIIII. 3368.17 +1.7 .603i64- +2.2 · 3474.86 -4.9 8604.90 -1.2. 2772.41 +hi: 4040.81 +M 3051.29 +4.0 4757.49 +5.0 3884.39 ~.8 · 71t2.9f: +1.8 ---------.. ·-----· ----------F~- --------- -----------
liT. 3370.117. +I.& 6038.14 +2.1. 3492.59 -5.0 6822.63 -1.3 2774.91 +0.9 4043.11. +1.3 3053.79 +2.7 '4759.811 +4.1 3903.21 ~.8. 7131.73. +1.7 -------------- --------------.... 3370.'12 +1.6. 6037.89 +2.2 3614.25 -2.1 8603.27 ~.7· 2798.32. +1.8 4042.88. +1.3 3055.12 +2.8. 4781.32 +4.2 3924.72 +1.3 -7153.24 -+2.8 

on 3t88.4t -3.8 5855.87 ~.9• 3781.3t _ _E~_~3. ~ 2875.27 -2.1 3852.07 -3.5 2999.44 .u 4877.15 +2.4 ~~~~.:!..

• 3189.641 -3.2 ·5857.12 ~.s 3762.58 ~~~ '701~ 2878.52 -2.5 3853.32 -3.4 3028.80 +2.1 4704.51 +3.1 4023.32 +2~-~~ .. +~
JilL. 3190.68 -5.5 5858.12 -3.1 . 3687.82 +1.8. 6920.83 +2.8. 2877.52 -2.4 3854.32 -3.3 2985.37 -2.5 4683.08 ~.2 4010.72 +3.8 7378.92 +3.9 
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.. ~ .DEL-•. ~~~~.5. 4485;48 +3.4. 2762.63 +3.7 54S2.20 +0.1 2459.30 +2.~.~75 -~2.4 ~~~-.+3.1_.!!~~~-'!:_3.0 3217.83 +4.8 ~1.1!5_.~~ 

. .!817 DR. ... -·-·-----.. ·---- ._ ................. ___ , .. __ 2500.90 +1.:!.~:.!.~+2.0. ~~88 ~~49 +1.7 ~9.28 +4.7 _5961.27 ...:.~ 

.~B.~;~.!.!:~~ 2851.:~ .• .!.~~-·~?!,0~~ .. ~!....!..~ 4582.99 ·~~ .. 2.!_88.98_~.4 3571.19.~:~ 3522.07 +4.!5 6231.12 +4.5 

1881 DB. .2603.68 +2.1 47.19.90 +1.1 2855.26_~.~?!9.2!....~~ ~.M.:~~.-~;75 +!~~ .. ~.92_~! .. ~~-.. ~~- 371~2.!1-.. .!~4 8453.!58.~ 
1910 liB.; 2845.26 +1.8 4783.94. +0.9 3020.!51 +5.8 5994.55 +3.5 2848.43 +1.8 '4798.61 ~.1 2220.20 +.0.8 3602.41 +0.3 3847.21 +3.8· 6846.49 .• u 

2688.40 +1.5. 4013.79 +1.0 4880.61 +2.2 8742.88 +2.2 

J!!!~~.!.....:~: ~- ~17.~..::!:.!..~.~-+2.8 3488.98 +1.8 8828.38. +3.0 2669.53 ~!. ~~-~.5 o4890.13 +0.2 8899.59 +1.8 . 

11a DR. 3415.89 +3.4 5999.65 +0.3 3591.01 ~.7 6825.97 -0.4 3609.65· +4.1. 6878.53 +3.8 2706.23 +1.4 3945.01 -1 . .3 5147.21 +5.3 9355.n +5.1. · 

&Pill. 3445.73 +5.0 6229.49 +4.5 3681;12 +1.8 7059.18 +3.3 3828.40 +5.2 688!5.28 +4.4 2722.98 +1.7 3961.78 -1.1 5195.99 +3.5 9392.76 +1.8 
.. ---·--.. -··--·------.. ·-··--· -----·-·--····-- --·-----··-··---· ··-··---------.. -

ILU 34!12.48 +2.9.11238.24 +4.2 3887.87 +2.1 7085.91 +3.5 3735.71 .a.o 7114.07 +7.5 2729.73 +4.8 3968.51 +I.O 51n.72 +3.1 9374.48 +1.6 

·.IUIE 3490.37 +4.1 8327.24 +5.8 3888.10 +2.2 .. 7oaa.l3 +3.8 3741.69 +5.2 7112.07 +4.2 2727.73 +4.9 :3968.51 ti.O 5146.34 +2.4 9343.11-: +1.2 

on· 3524.97 •1.3 8309.42 +3.2 3674.01 •2.3 1o12.04 +3.8 3674.91 .1.2 7045.29 .2.1 2757.4& +1.9 4023.ol .2.o 5030.88 -z.a 9391.33 .o.1 ·--··-----····--·-·------·- ·-·········-·········-····-···-··-·--···-- ·-------------· ------··---------· -·······-· 
lOY. 3519.72 tl.2 6304.17 +3.2 3679.01 +2.5 7088.79 '+3.8 3828.14 +0.6 6996.52 +1.8 2752.21 +1.8 4017.76 t1.9 5036.49 -2.1 9396.96 . +0.5 

·DB. . 3438.82 +0.8 6221.07 +3.7 3680.26 +2.5 7068.04 +3.8 3624.84. +0.4 6995.02 +1.7 2750.71 +1.8 4018.26 +1.8 5018.67 -2.5 9379.14 +0.3 

IPIIIl. 3427.37 ~.5 6211.82 ~.3 3740.42 +2.2 7273.10 +3.0 3582.75 -1.2 6953.13 +0.8 2741.46 +0.7 4007;01 +1.1 4993.10 -3.9 9353.57 .~.4 
·---··--·--·-------··--------· ····--·-------··--·---· ··---"·-·----···-· ·--····---------- ·····-·-----------

lAY 3452.66 0.0 6214.32 +0.1 3742.90 +2.1 7275.58 +3.0 3585.25 -4.0 6955.63 -2.2 2615.57 -4.2 3881.13 -2.2 5065.53 -2.2 9347.36 ~.3 

JUIE. :3488.60 ~.1 ·8307.07. ~.3 3714.48 +1.3 7247.16 +2.8 3585.00 -4.2 6955.38 ~2 2615.32 -4.1 3880.88 -2.2 5067.48 -1.5 9349.29 +0.1 
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181111 m. 364o.~.-·~-~~- 3538.60 .1.e 5984.29 •5.9 3253:..~ .s.3 .. ~ ... ;1 3834.25 . .!~·o 6629.~.!.. .. ..:!·1 31~.1& __ •3.5 6088.n:::E~ 
11111 DB. 3325.68 +2.2 6474.58 '+2.7 3809.11 +4.8 8731.08 +1.5 3368.54- +8.8 68J9.85.:. +9.1· 

. .!9U ·111!:._ __ .. ,_ .. ,_,_,_______ +0.3 3394~~--~82 +1.9 3927.48 +3.1 8845.59 +1.7 3481.95. +3.4.· 6957.81- ·+4.8 ·. 

1HI DB. 4155.14 +2.3 7487.01 +2.8 3495.18 +1.4 6068.33 +1.5 3505.65 .;.u 6808.23- +J.i· 3898.s7 -4.7 6818.70 -4.4 359o.aa.'•+3.1'•7i37.17. ~2.8 .• 

... ~ 417t.89 +3.~~ 75oi78 ...... ~:.!: .. 3534.10 +2.9 ·-~13 ... :.2.9 3491.39 +2.lk879iJI7 +2.9 4035;911 +3.3 7158.88 +4.9 36oi.63 +4.3 7153.92 .·:+11.: 
____ · _u :.. 4178.64 +3~ 751o~:.~:! 353s.S:S~-·~!1!: ... +2.7 i2Q:&s:· +3.ii 6792:74-:U 4042.71 .3:87163.63 -:.s.o Jeiur: :4:4.'715a.so +u 

Jill£· 4210.83 +3.1 7608.51 +UI 3588.29 +3.8 6231.o9 ··+3.0 3472.95 "+1:2 .874&.04 . ...o.4 4045.30 +3.7. 7165.08 .+5.1 Jeioii: +4.5 •7ll58.50 .":t3,2 

--~: 4243.52 +3.5 _7807_~-+1.8 +0.5 8205.11!1 +1.3: 3!5c9:83·~.:~·5 '6897;22. +0.3 ~47 +3.7 71~~~-~~:.! .. ~-~ +3.9 7t!l5.cio +J.o 
lui.< 4238n· '+2.1 7601.7& +1.6 .t.i . .8200.40. :tU· i;IM:sa !. p.o. 889t9i; +u 4043.22 +3.7 7447.01 .9.2 3603.48 +3.8 7149.is ... +2.9.-

. . D&·: ;.238:~.'+2.0 76oo.28 +1.5 3583.22 +2.0· ai9s.9o: +2.2 34aaa2".';..1.2\6asi~.·.0.7. ~.2o +3.7 7447.99-::9-; ma.95 +2.4 7368.25· +3.2 

APBII.4m.52·~·~.3 m1.o1 .1.2 3578.32 •1.3 8279.89 .u 3464.48 ,.o.a eas1.as .o.a 4070.90 +O.a 7444~- +4.o 3835:48 .• o.a- 7328.78:.+2.4 

--~·-·. 423Q.b2·· __ ·:...:2· ~Bs~ i8o.a •• .3 6312.39 .,.7 3482.53 -O.a .-6879.91 +1.3- ~~,;-·:a.. 7447.38- +4..,- 3637.98 .o.7. 7328.28 .. +2.4 

·---~...:.._4345.82 +2.4 7768.51 +2.4 3822.59 +1.5 6322.15 +l.a· 3575.9!~2.~ +2.7 4028.34 ...o.s 7401.78 +3.3 3714.58 +2.9 ~1.15 +u 

11ft. 4347.07 +2.8 79S9.711· +4.7 35118.85 +0.8 8288.41 ·+1.4 3545.!12 +u :7052;74 +2.3· 4029.59 -4.3 7403.01 · -4.8· 3707.87 +2.9' 7334.24 ·-..u 
.. ---···--··---··-... . --------····--- _____ ,____ --.. -· ·-···-- ------··-----

11111. 4348.07 +2.8 7960.78 +4.7 3553.03 -4.3 8252:60 +0.9 3540.70 +2.2 7047.92 . +2.9 4025.85 -4.5:7399.07 -4.7 3708.87. +0.9 7335.24 . ~ 
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City of Wilsonville it:nm::~~ Development Charges ••v~ti·vv July 1, 2002 _ 

SEWER 
Residential: 

Single Family Dwelling $11549.00 perdu 
Multi-Family Dwelling $1 I 176.00 perdu 

Mobile Home Residential $1 I 176.00 perdu 
Manufactured Home Residential $11549.00 perdu 

Hotel/Motel@ 25 efu $11549.00 perdu 
Commercial (per equivalent dwellling unit): 

Banks $11704.00 
Amusement/Recreation $11549.00 

Car Wasb/r~cycle $31564.00 
Day Care $11704.00 

Eating Places $41184.00 
Grocery Stores $71282.00 
Indoor Theater $11549.00 

Office $11085.00 
Professional Building $11859.00 

Service Shop $1 549.00 
Service Station $21324.00 

Shopping Center $4,494.00 
Store $41494.00 

Warehouse $41028.00 
Other Commercial $1 549.00 

Industrial (per equivalent dwellling unit): 
I Users not requiring an industrial discharge IJI IJU oau I lui u' permit 

Construction/'"' i::~l Trade $929.00 
App~rei/Fabric Finished Products $929.00 

' Printing/Publishing/Allied $31098.00 
Rubber/Misc. Plastic Products $21169.00 

Fab. Metal Products $4 184.00 
lnd/Comm Machinery/Computer Equip $81987.00 

Electric/Equip. Components $51576.00 
Mis. Manufacturing Industries $61662.00 

Terminal Maint/Motor Freigt!!_ Transp. $2 788.00 
Tran~J.Ju•tation Services $11085.00 

Electric/Gas/Sanitary Services $41958.00 
Wholesale Trade/Durable Goods $6,818.00 

Business Services $21324.00 
Other Industrial Facilities $11549.00 

I Users requiring an industrial discharge pretreatment permit 

WATER SOC & ME' I t:K FEE TOTAL 
Water - 5/8" x 3/4" $41012.00 

Water- 3/4" $51967.00 
Water - 1" $10 036.00 

Water - 1-1/2" $141652.00 



Water - 2" $32,002.00 
Water - 3" $60,921.00 
Water - 4" $101,184.00 
Water - 6" $201,630.00 
Water - 8" $322,577.00 

Water - 10" $574,883.00 

SEWER PERMIT 
Single Family Dwelling $50.00 

Multi-Family Per Building ""~~ "" ~I O.UU 

Commercial and Industrial $360.00 

PARKS SOC 
Single Family Dwelling $2,206.00 

Multi-Family Unit $1,677.00 
Commercial and Industrial per employee $58.00 

STREET SOC 
Single Family Dwelling/Dwelling Unit $2,774.00 

Multi Family Dwelling/Dwelling Unit $1,935.00 
Retail/Commercial per employee $3 508.00 

Industrial per employee $1,357.00 
Distribution/Warehn••!:;e/per employee $3,164.00 

Flex Zoning per employee $975.00 
Hotel per empiQYee $1,583.00 

Office/Schools/Church/Gover/employee $1_/!_81 . 00 
Utility per employee $1,181.00 

PM Peak Hour trip $2,514.00 

1-5 SUPPLEMENTAL SOC 
Residential per unit where applicable $2,550.00 

' Charbonneau $0.00 
Commercial/1 nd ustrial $2,250.00 per trip 

510RM SOC 
SLu"'' SOC residential dwelling unit $434.00 

Storm SOC impervious drainage area 15.8 cents/square foot 

DESIGN REVIEW FEE 
Single Family/DuplexeS $100.00 

Commercia Ill nd ustriai/Multi-F amily --ca;:ger of $300/.004 of 
Value(7500) llldAIIIlUm 



2002-200ftater Fee Breakdown- City I wilsonville 

i l I I 
I 

I I I I I 

' 7/1/02 i 7/1/02 I 7/1/02 I 

WATER METER SIZE J Meter Charge i SOC Reimbursementi SOC Improvement ! TOTAL FEE* 
I i I ' I I ' 

Water - 5/8" x 3/4" i $103.00 i $39.00 I $3,870.00 I $4,012.00 
Water- 3/4" ! $103.00 I $59.00 I $5,805.00 I $5,967.00 
Water -1" : $263.00 i $98.00 I $9,675.00 I $10,036.00 
Water -1-1/2" i $578.00 I $142.00 i $13,932.00 I $14,652.00 
Water - 2" i $730.00 j $313.00 I $30,959.00 I $32,002.00 I 

Water - 3" I $2,285.00 ! $586.00 I $58,050.00 i $60,921.00 
Water - 4" i $3,458.00 i $978.00 I $96,7 48.00 I $101 '184.00 I 

Water - 6" I $6,178.00 I $1,955.00 I $193,497.00 I $201 ,630.00 
Water - 8" I $9,854.00 i $3,128.00 i $309,595.00 I $322,577.00 
Water -10" I $12,764.00 I $5,621.00 I $556,498.00 i $57 4,883.00 I 

! I I I 
I 

i I I I 
I 

i I I I 
*This Total Fee Includes Meter Charge, Reimbursement Charge, and Meter Charge I 

I I I I 
I i 
I I 
I i I 



May 2002 

Comparison of SDC Charges Among Cities for a Single Family Home 

Sewer Water Storm Parks Street Supp. Str. * Total 

Tualatin $ 2,335 $ 1,070 $ 275 $ 1,400 $ 2,260 $ 7,340 

Milwaukie $ 893 $ 1,095 $ 473 $ 950 $ 1,340 $ 4,751 

Tigard $ 2,300 $ 2,041 $ 500 $ 1,679 $ 2,260 $ 8,780 
West Linn - If land use approved 
prior to 7/12/99 $ 2,379 $ 3,659 $ 397 $ 4,082 $ 2,173 $ 12,690 

If land use approved after 7/12/99 $ 2,379 $ 3,659 $ 397 $ 4,082 $ 4,197 $ 14,714 

Wilsonville existing $ 1,504 $ 3,795 $ 421 $ 2,142 $ 2,693 $2,184 $ 12,739 

Wilsonville proposed $ 1,549 $ 3,909 $ 434 $ 2,206 $ 2,774 $2,250 $ 13,122 

Canby $ 1,785 $ 1,800 $ 70 $ 3,312 $ 1,837 $ 8,804 

Gresham $ 1,900 $ 2,200 $ 803 $ 1,038 $ 1,202 $ 7,143 

Oregon City $ 3,240 $ 2,804 $ 546 $ 2,419 $ 1,582 $ 10,591 

Beaverton $ 2,335 $ 2,712 $ 964 $ 2,272 $ 2,260 $ 10,543 

Sherwood $ 2,515 $ 3,157 $ 584 $ 3,988 $ 2,486 $64 $ 12,794 

Somerville 
SOC Increase 0502 
SOC Camps for Cities 0502 



Community Development StaffReport 

To: Arlene Loble, City Manager 

From: Eldon R. Johansen, Community Development Director 

Date: April 24, 2002 

Re: Increase in Systems Development Charges Caused by Change in Seattle's Construction Cost 

Index 

RECOMMENDATION 

That Council approves Resolution No. 1760 increasing all systems development charges by 3.0% 
effective July 1, 2002. 

DISCUSSION 

Ordinance No. 386 established the systems development charge program for the City of 
Wilsonville. This ordinance established a procedure whereby the systems development charges 
shall be increased because of inflationary cost impacts and that increase will be based on the annual 
change in the construction cost index for the City of Seattle. This increase is included in one ofthe 
March issues of engineering news record and this year the increase was 3.0% as included in the 
engineer's news record on March 18, 2002. 

Exhibit "A" to the resolution contains the changes and construction cost index represented by the city of 
Seattle, Washington, for the end of March at 3.0%. 

ERJ:bgs 

Cc: SOC File 
IOC-CD File 

Attachments: Exhibit A - Seattle Construction Cost Index - March 18, 2002 Issue 
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