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RESOLUTION NO. 3703 

 
A RESOLUTION ADOPTING WATER SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT CHARGES, 

METHODOLOGY REPORT, AND PROJECT LISTS, AND 
REPEALING RESOLUTION NO. 3692 

  
The City of Gresham Finds: 

 
A. Chapter 11, Infrastructure, of the Gresham Revised Code, provides that the Council shall 

establish certain fees and charges by resolution. 
 
B. On April 7, 2026, Council passed Resolution Number 3692 establishing System 

Development Charges, methodology report and project lists.  
 
C. In 2021, the Oregon Plumbing Specialty Code was amended to add Appendix M, which 

is a peak water demand calculator for residential buildings that takes into consideration higher efficiency 
water fixtures.   

 
D. Periodic updating of project lists is required to address the changing infrastructure needs 

of the City as development occurs.  
 
 THE CITY OF GRESHAM RESOLVES: 
 

Section 1. The fees and charges for Gresham Revised Code Chapter 11, Infrastructure 
relating to Water System Development Charges (SDC) are established as shown in Exhibit A and are 
attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference. 

 
Section 2.  With the exception of Exhibit A therein, the City hereby re-adopts without 

changes the Water SDC Methodology report, dated November 23, 2023, attached as Exhibit B, and the 
methodology, assumptions, conclusions and findings in the report which refer to the determination of the 
Water SDC.  This report is hereinafter referred to as “Methodology report.”   
 

Section 3.  The attached Exhibit C includes updates to project list from the list adopted in 
Resolution 3491 to address the changing infrastructure needs of the City.  

  
Section 4. Methodology 

 
1. For the purposes of SDC calculations, the minimum water meter size shall be based upon 

the demand of all the fixtures served by the water meter as determined by the Water Supply Fixture Unit 
(WSFU) table and the associated Demand Load charts of the Oregon Plumbing Specialty Code 
associated with Appendix A, as adopted by OAR Chapter 918. For demands which exceed the values of 
the chart, the demand, in gallons per minute (GPM), will be calculated to be proportional to the chart’s 
maximum WSFU to GPM ratio. For multifamily residential development, where sizing based on 
Appendix M of the Oregon Plumbing Specialty Code is applicable, the minimum water meter size will 
be based on Appendix M sizing. 

 
2. A property owner or tenant may choose to be served by a water meter larger than the 

minimum size.  If a property is served by a water meter larger than the minimum size, SDCs shall be 
based on the larger meter size installed for the property. 
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3. If a property’s water is provided by a well or other provider, such as Rockwood Water 
People’s Utility District, and is not served by City water, no City Water SDC shall be due. 

 
Section 5. Resolution 3692 is hereby repealed. 
 
Section 6. This resolution shall be effective July 1, 2026. 

 
Yes:               
 
No:               
 
Absent:              
 
Abstain:              
 
 Passed by the Gresham City Council on May 19, 2026. 
 
 
              
Eric Schmidt      Travis Stovall 
City Manager      Mayor   
 
Approved as to Form: 
 
 
       
Ellen Van Riper 
City Attorney 
 

michelle.kimble
Text Box
To comply with accessibility standards, scanned documents are not permitted on the City Website. For a signed copy of this resolution, email DevelopmentEngineering@GreshamOregon.gov



Gresham Revised Code (GRC) sections are for reference and are subject to change. 

Water System Development Charges 
(GRC 11.05)

 Improvement 
Rate

 Reimbursement 
Rate

Total Rate

Charged based on Water Meter Size. 

3/4" 5,489.77$              3,877.23$              9,367.00$              
1" 9,149.82$              6,462.18$              15,612.00$           

1.5" 21,959.10$            15,508.90$            37,468.00$           
2" 34,768.96$            24,556.04$            59,325.00$           
3" 79,602.03$            56,219.97$            135,822.00$         
4" 137,244.37$         96,930.63$            234,175.00$         
6" 292,788.38$         206,785.62$         499,574.00$         
8" 512,379.37$         361,874.63$         874,254.00$         

Exhibit A

Water System Development Charges

Establishing Resolution No. 3703 was passed on May 19, 2026 and effective July 1, 2026.

For meter sizes over 8", the Water SDC Rate will be determined using the same methodology as smaller 
meters which is based on the maximum continuous operating capacity of the meter.



 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Department of Environmental Services 
 
 

Water  
System Development Charge 

Methodology Report 
 

 
 
 
 
  
 

 

Date: November 13, 2023 

Exhibit B Note: The values in this report are based on
2023 project costs. Costs have been
subsequently indexed via this resolution.
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Introduction and Summary 

In 2016, the City of Gresham retained the services of Shaun Pigott, LLC to update the Gresham 
Water and Wastewater system development charge (SDC) methodology in place at that time. 
This work was based on the 2012 Water System Master Plan and adopted by Council 
resolution in June of 2016. The City Water Division now wishes to update the Water system 
SDC methodology report to include current projects and calculations based on the adopted 
2022 Water System Master Plan. Credit for much of the narrative and methodology included 
in this report are due to the previous report submitted by Shaun Pigott. This update does not 
change the overall methodology to calculate SDCs developed in the previous report. The desire 
is to only update the variables included in the calculations to develop the current SDC. This 
report does not modify the current adopted Wastewater SDC methodology or calculations. The 
2016 report remains in place for Wastewater’s SDC methodology. 

The City of Gresham conducts periodic updates of their Water System Master Plan to evaluate 
the capital requirements typically over a 20-year planning period. Growth/demand projections 
determine the current and future facility needs of the utility in order to anticipate and plan for 
repairs, replacements and improvements to the system. Capital costs are invariably significant, 
so an important consideration in this process is funding and specifically how these planned 
improvements will be a shared expense of both current and future utility customers.  

A key component to funding public facilities is the City’s system development charge 
program. SDCs are one-time charges applied to new development and are designed to recover 
the costs of infrastructure capacity needed to serve new development. T h e  W a t e r  s ys t em 
SDC is charged based on the size of a new water meter or the difference between the cost of a 
property’s existing water meter and their proposed larger water meter. The legal framework 
for SDCs is established in ORS 223.297 - 223.314 and Gresham Revised Code Section 11.05. 
This legal context served as the basis for updating the City’s Water system SDCs. 
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Process for Updating the SDC 

The foundation for all SDCs combines fixed asset schedules and adopted master plans. As 
stated in ORS 223.309: 
“Prior to the establishment of a system development charge by ordinance or resolution, a 
local government shall prepare a capital improvement plan, public facilities plan, master 
plan or comparable plan that includes a list of the capital improvements that the local 
government intends to fund, in whole or in part, with revenues from an improvement fee and 
the estimated cost, timing and percentage of costs eligible to be funded with revenues from 
the improvement fee for each improvement.” 
Table 1 contains a bibliography of the documents/sources that were relied upon to develop 
this analysis and the resulting SDCs. 

 
Table 1: Data Sources for the Calculation of Water  SDCs 

 
 

 
Utility Data Sources 
Water • City of Gresham Water System Master Plan; March 2022; 

MurraySmith, Inc. Engineers/Planners 

• Groundwater Development Master Plan; September 2020; 
MurraySmith Inc. Engineers/Planners 

• City of Gresham Annual Comprehensive Financial Report Fiscal 
Year Ended June 30,[2022/2023] 

• City of Gresham Water System Fixed Asset Schedule; June 30, 
[2022/2023]; City records 

• City of Gresham Water System Construction Work in Progress 
Balances Work Papers; June 30, [2022/2023; City records 

• City of Gresham Current and Prospective Debt Service; June 30, 
[2022/2023]; City Records 

• City of Gresham Utility Billing records 

• City of Gresham Annual SDC Report 
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SDC Legal Authorization 

Oregon Revised Statute (ORS) 223.297-314 provides the definition of system development 
charges, their application, and their accounting. In general, an SDC is a one-time fee imposed 
on new development (or expansion of an existing development), and assessed at the time of 
development approval or increased usage of the system. Overall, the statute is intended to 
promote equity between new and existing customers by recovering a proportionate share of 
the cost of existing and planned/future capital facilities that serve the developing property. 
Statute further provides the framework for the development and imposition of SDCs and 
establishes that SDC receipts may only be used for growth accommodating capital 
improvements and/or related debt service. 

 
SDC Cost Eligibility 

Reimbursement Fee 
 

The reimbursement fee represents a buy-in to the cost of infrastructure capacity within the 
existing system. Generally, if a system were adequately sized for future growth, the 
reimbursement fee might be the only charge imposed, since the new customer would be buying 
existing capacity. However, staged system expansion is needed, and an improvement fee is 
imposed to allocate those growth-related costs. Even in those cases, the new customer also 
relies on capacity within the existing system, and a reimbursement component is warranted. 

In order to determine an equitable reimbursement fee to be used in conjunction with an 
improvement fee, two points should be highlighted. First, the cost of the system to the City’s 
customers may be far less than the total plant-in-service value. This is due to the fact that 
elements of the existing system may have been contributed at no cost to the City, whether from 
developers, governmental grants, and other sources. Therefore, the net investment by the 
customer/owners is less. Second, the value of the existing system to a new customer is less than 
the value to an existing customer, since the new customer must also pay, through an 
improvement fee, for expansion of some portions of the system. 

The method used for determining the reimbursement fee accounts for both points. First, the 
charge is based on the net investment in the system, rather than the gross cost. Therefore, 
donated facilities, typically including local facilities, and grant-funded facilities, would be 
excluded from the cost basis. Also, the charge should be based on investments clearly made by 
the current users of the system, and not already supported by new customers. Tax supported 
activities fail this test since funding sources have historically been from general revenues, or 
from revenues which emanate, at least in part, from the properties now developing. Second, 
the cost basis is allocated between used and unused capacity, and capacity available to serve 
growth. In the absence of a detailed asset by asset analysis, it is appropriate to allocate the cost 
of existing facilities between used and available capacity proportionally based on the 
forecasted population as converted to equivalent dwelling units (EDUs) over the planning 
period. This approach reflects the philosophy, consistent with the City’s updated Water System 
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Master Plans, that facilities have been sized to meet the demands of the whole customer base 
within the established planning period. 

Improvement Fee 
 

For this SDC update, the improvement fee represents a proportionate share of the cost to 
expand the systems to accommodate growth. This charge is derived from the capital 
improvements contained in the master plans for water services. The costs that can be applied 
to the improvement fees are those that can be reasonably allocated to growth. Statute requires 
that the capital improvements used as a basis for the charge be part of an adopted capital 
improvement schedule, whether as part of a system plan or independently developed, and that 
the improvements included for SDC eligibility be capacity or level of service expanding. The 
improvement fee is intended to protect existing customers from the cost burden and impact of 
expanding a system that is already adequate for their own needs in the absence of growth. 

The key step in determining the improvement fee is identifying capital improvement projects 
that expand the system and the share of those projects attributable to growth. Some projects 
may be entirely attributable to growth, such as a water line that exclusively serves a newly 
developing area. Other projects, however, are of mixed purpose, in that they may expand 
capacity, but they also improve service or correct a deficiency for existing customers. 

The improvement portion of the SDC is based on the proportional approach toward capacity 
and cost allocation in that only those facilities (or portions of facilities) that either expand the 
respective system’s capacity to accommodate growth or increase its respective level of 
performance have been included in the cost basis of the improvement fee. As part of this SDC 
update, City Staff and their engineering consultants were asked to review the planned capital 
improvement lists in order to assess SDC eligibility. The criteria in Figure 1 were developed 
to guide the City’s evaluation: 
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Figure 1: SDC Eligibility Criteria 
 
 

City of Gresham Steps  

Toward Evaluating 
Capital Improvement Lists for SDC Eligibility 

ORS 223 

1. Capital improvements mean the facilities or assets used for : 

a. Water supply, transmission, storage and distribution 

This definition DOES NOT ALLOW costs for operation or routine maintenance of the 
improvements; 

2. The SDC improvement base shall consider the cost of projected capital improvements needed to 
increase the capacity of the systems for future growth; 

3. An increase in system capacity is also established if a capital improvement increases the “level of 
performance or service” provided by existing facilities or provides new facilities. 
 

 
Under the City’ approach, the following rules will be followed 

1. Repair costs are not to be included; 

2. Replacement costs will not be included unless the replacement includes an 
upsizing of system capacity and/or the level of performance of the facility is 
increased; 

3. New regulatory compliance facility requirements fall under the level of 
performance definition and should be proportionately included; 

4. Costs will not be included which bring deficient systems up to established design levels. 
 
 
 

Only capacity increasing/level of performance costs were used as the basis for the SDC 
calculation, as reflected in the capital improvement schedules developed by the City. The 
improvement fee is calculated as a function of the estimated number of projected additional 
equivalent dwelling units for water served by the City’s facilities over the planning horizon. 
Once the future costs to serve growth have been segregated (i.e., the numerator), they can be 
divided into the total number of new EDUs that will use the capacity derived from those 
investments (i.e., the denominator). 
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SDC Credits 
 

ORS 223.304 requires that a credit be allowed for the construction of a "qualified public 
improvement" which is required as a condition of development approval and in the capital 
improvement plan. The credit for a qualified public improvement may only be applied against 
an SDC for the same type of improvement, and may be granted only for the cost of that portion 
of an improvement which exceeds the minimum standard facility size or capacity needed to 
serve the particular project.. In addition to these required credits, the City may, if it so chooses, 
provide a greater credit, establish a system providing for the transferability of credits, provide 
a credit for a capital improvement not identified in the capital improvement plan, or provide a 
share of the cost of an improvement by other means. 

The City has adopted a policy for granting SDC credits, and has codified this policy in the 
Gresham Revised Code (GRC) 11.05.060. 

 
Other Considerations 

 
The City has chosen to incentivize select new developments by the City paying some or all of 
the SDCs on behalf of the development. This practice has been used as an incentive for 
businesses to locate in Gresham. In Gresham’s case, the SDC revenues that are not collected 
from new development are funded through allocations from the budgets of the programs/ 
utilities that would have received the SDC revenues. 
 

Water SDC Basis and Calculation 

Water Capital Improvement Plan 
 

The primary source document for the water capital improvement plan (CIP) was the 2022 
Water System Master Plan. The projects contained in this Plan were reviewed as part of the 
SDC Review Committee’s work and each project was evaluated opposite the criteria identified 
in Figure 1. The total cost of all master plan projects is $89,294,533. Completed or partially 
completed projects that were identified in the Water System Master Plan or projects  beyond 
the 20-year Master Plan horizon are not included in this total. The City indexes the SDC project 
costs on an annual basis in accordance with Engineering News Record 20 City Construction 
Cost Index. Project costs used in this report are based on the December 2022 index value of 
13,175.00. 
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Water Customers Current and Future Demand 
 
Estimated Demand per Equivalent Dwelling Unit (EDU) 
 
Single-unit residential water services generally have a consistent daily pattern of water use 
whereas water demands for multi-unit residences, commercial and industrial users may vary 
significantly from service to service depending on the number of units per service or the type of 
commercial or industrial enterprise. When projecting future water demands based on population 
change, the water needs of nonresidential and multi-unit residential customers are represented 
by comparing the water use volume at these services to the average single-unit residential water 
service. The water volume used by an average single-unit residential service is referred to as an 
equivalent dwelling unit or EDU. The average daily water demand (ADD) associated with an 
EDU in the Gresham system is approximately 184 gallons per day (gpd) per EDU (gpd/EDU) 
based on 2011 AMI data for 5/8-inch x 3/4-inch or 3/4-inch meters which is the base residential 
meter size. Maximum day demand (MDD) is estimated as 1.8 times ADD. Because daily demand 
remains fairly constant over time, the 2022 Water System Master Plan used the 184 gallons per 
day per EDU established in the 2012 Master Plan. 

 
Projected Demand 

 
In the 2022 Water System Master Plan, the estimated number of EDUs per acre for each land 
use type was established based on current water demand by customer class. Land use type is 
analogous to customer type, which is to say the land use or zoning of a particular property 
reflects the type of water service, such as residential or commercial, provided to that property. 
The estimated number of potential EDUs per acre is applied to developable land within the 
existing water service area, along with the Pleasant Valley and Springwater service areas, to 
estimate future water demand. Table 3 summarizes the Master Plan projected EDUs and water 
demands in million gallons per day (mgd) for each service area: 
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Reimbursement Fee Calculation 
 
As discussed earlier in this report, the reimbursement fee represents a buy-in to the cost, or value, 
of infrastructure capacity within the City’s existing water system. In order to determine an 
equitable reimbursement fee calculation, a number of issues must be addressed; 

• First, the cost of the system to the City’s existing customers may be far less than the total 
plant-in-service value. This is due to the fact that elements of the existing system may have 
been contributed, whether from developers, governmental grants, and other sources. 

• Second, the value of the existing system to a new customer is less than the value to an existing 
customer, since the new customer must also pay, through an improvement fee, for expansion 
of some portions of the system. 

• Third, the accounting treatment of asset costs generally has no relationship to the capacity of 
an asset to serve growth. In the absence of a detailed asset by asset analysis detailed in the 
balance sheet (or fixed asset schedule), a method has to be used to allocate cost to existing 
and future users of the asset. Generally, it is industry practice to allocate the cost of existing 
facilities between used and available capacity proportionally based on the forecasted 
population as converted to equivalent dwelling units over the planning period. 

• Fourth, the Oregon SDC statute has limitations on what type of assets can be included in the 
basis of the reimbursement fee. ORS 223.299 specifically states that a “capital improvement” 
does not include costs of the operation or routine maintenance of capital improvements. This 
means the assets on the balance sheet such as certain vehicles and equipment used for heavy 
repair and maintenance of infrastructure cannot be included in the basis of the reimbursement 
fee. 

For this water SDC methodology update, the following calculation steps were followed to arrive 
at the recommended water reimbursement fee. 
Step 1:  Calculate the original cost of water fixed assets in service. From this starting point, 

eliminate any assets that do not conform to the ORS 223.299 definition of capital 
improvement. This results in the adjusted original cost of water fixed assets. 

Step 2: Subtract from the original cost of water assets in service any grant funding or 
contributed capital. 

Step 3:  Subtract from the original cost any principal outstanding on long term debt used to 
finance those assets. 

Step 4:  Subtract the fund balance held in the Water Reimbursement SDC Fund. 
Step 5:  Divide the net water reimbursement original cost basis by the sum of existing and 

future EDUs to arrive at the net reimbursement fee before future interest expense. 
Step 6:  Divide the total future interest expense on water system long term debt for SDC 

funded projects by the total number of projected growth EDUs over the planning period 
(20 years). This is the future interest expense fee. 

Step 7:  Add the future interest expense fee to the net reimbursement fee to determine the total 
water reimbursement fee. 
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Table 4: Calculation of Reimbursement Fee 
   
Utility plant in service original cost  
   
 Buildings  $         2,077,316  
 Easements (intangible assets)  314,803 

 Infrastructure 130,093,415 
 Land 1,152,531 
 Machinery & Equipment*                             -    

 Construction Work-in-progress 9,915,044 
   

 Subtotal utility plant in service  $     143,553,109  
   
   
 Grants and developer contributions   
 Contributed capital  $       11,894,709  
   
 Subtotal grants and contributed capital  $       11,894,709  
   
 Notes payable:  
 2015 full faith and credit water obligations  $         3,960,000  
 2022 Water Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act (WIFIA)                             -    
 Revenue bonds:  
 2021 revenue bond 41,455,000 

 
 

 
 Subtotal principal outstanding on long term debt  $       45,415,000  
   
Less: Reimbursement fee fund balance at June 30, 2022  $                       -    
   

Utility plant in service net of grants, contributed capital, principal outstanding on long term debt, 
and water reimbursement fee fund balance  $       86,243,400  

   
Projected existing capacity available to serve all customers (in EDUs): 32,534 

   
Reimbursement fee before inclusion of future interest expense on debt outstanding  $                 2,651  
   
   
 Add: future interest expense on long term debt outstanding   $       17,780,086  
 divided by growth EDUs 16,793 

 Future interest expense fee  $                 1,059  
   
Total Reimbursement fee  $                 3,710  

   
 1 Annual Comprehensive Financial Report, June 30,  2022  
 2 City of Gresham records  
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Improvement Fee Calculation 
 

The improvement fee represents a proportionate share of the cost to expand the system to 
accommodate growth. This charge is based on the Water System Master Plan capital 
improvement plan for the system and specifically on costs allocable to growth. Statute 
requires that the capital improvements used as a basis for the charge be part of an adopted 
capital improvement schedule, whether as part of a system plan or independently developed, 
and that the improvements be capacity expanding. 

In allocating improvement costs between existing and future customers, a number of potential 
approaches were considered by the City: 

■ An incremental approach that assigns costs to existing customers based on the cost of the 
project needed to serve them, with any incremental costs to oversize the project assigned 
to growth. 

■ A proportional approach, such as a capacity basis, which assigns cost shares based on 
relative capacity requirements of existing and future customers who will use the system. 

■ An absolute approach, which assigns all costs to growth for any project induced by growth. 
The improvement portion of the SDC is based on the proportional approach toward capacity 
and cost allocation in that only those facilities (or portions of facilities) that either expand the 
water system’s capacity to accommodate growth or increase its level of performance have been 
included in the cost basis of the improvement fee. The SDC Review Committee evaluated 
each project to exclude costs related to correcting existing system deficiencies or upgrading 
for historical lack of capacity. Only capacity increasing/level of performance costs were used 
as the basis for the SDC calculation, as reflected in the capital improvement schedule 
contained in Table 5. The improvement fee is calculated as a function of the estimated number 
of projected additional EDUs to be served by the City’s facilities over the planning horizon. 
Under this methodology, three steps are required to arrive at the improvement fee: 

Step 1: Accumulate the future cost of planned improvements needed to serve growth. 
This arrives at the gross improvement fee basis. 

Step 2: Subtract from the gross improvement fee basis the fund balance held in the 
Water Improvement SDC Fund. This arrives at the net water improvement fee 
basis. 

Step 3: Divide the net water improvement fee basis by the forecasted number of 
growth EDUs over the planning period. This arrives at the total water 
improvement fee. 
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Summary and Results 
 

The 2016 Water SDC Methodology Report and the 2023 Water SDC Methodology Report 
have been prepared in accordance with ORS 223 and Gresham’s Revised Code Chapter 
11.05, and with the benefit of the adopted Water System Master Plan. The analysis 
indicates the City can charge a maximum of $8,963 for the standard ¾” residential water 
meter. A comparison of the proposed and current water SDCs for the average single-unit 
residential customer is shown below in Table 6. 

 
 
 
 

Table 6: Proposed and Current Water SDCs  
 

Comparison by Fee Type 

For a Standard Single-Unit Residential 3/4" Meter 
 

 
Line Item Description Proposed Current Difference 
SDC components:    

Reimbursement fee: $ 3,710 $ 2,555 $1,155 

Improvement fee:  5,253  3,048  2,205 

Total $ 8,963 $ 5,603 $3,360 
 
 

For water meters larger than ¾”, a schedule of SDCs based on the design criteria for Sensus 
“smart meters” (used in the Gresham service area) was developed. The flow factor 
equivalence by meter size is shown in Table 7. 

Exhibit A of this resolution reflects the indexed
SDC Rates adopted by this resolution.
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SDC ID # Project Name Total Project Cost 
Indexed

SDC Eligible Cost 
Indexed

Gresham Service Area - Supply and Treatment 
ST1 Test Wells 522,662$                109,759$              

ST2-A Cascade Well 9 / Gresham Well 2 6,556,782$             1,376,924$           
ST2-B Cascade Well 7 / Gresham Well 3 5,122,088$             1,075,638$           
ST2-C Cascade Well 6/ Gresham Well 4 14,850,193$           3,118,541$           
ST2-D Cascade Well 10 / Gresham Well 5 8,181,217$             1,718,056$           

ST4 Infrastructure Reconciliation (Rockwood Partnership) 2,331,358$             -$                       
ST5-A Cascade Reservoir No. 1 Rehab 2,098,223$             -$                       
ST5-B Cascade Pump Station Expansion 5,540,215$             1,163,445$           
ST5-C Cascade Reservoir No. 2 7,714,492$             1,620,043$           
ST5-D Cascade Groundwater Filtration 25,888,249$           5,436,532$           
ST6-A Groundwater Secondary Transmission Main 16,083,249$           3,377,482$           
ST6-B North Meter Station and Pipeline 1,568,238$             329,330$              
ST6-C Columbia South Shore Improvements 5,226,663$             1,097,599$           

SUBTOTAL = 101,683,629$     20,423,350$     

SF-5 SE Orient Dr. and SE Barnes Rd. PRV 488,013$                488,013$              
SUBTOTAL = 488,013$             488,013$           

FF1 Grant Butte #1 10,085,991$           2,723,218$           
SUBTOTAL = 10,085,991$       2,723,218$        

FF2 Intermediate #1 (Downtown Gresham) 6,342,031$             1,712,348$           
FF3 Grant Butte #2 1,916,588$             517,479$              
FF4 Grant Butte #3 1,425,003$             384,751$              
FF5 Intermediate #2 2,017,274$             544,664$              
FF6 Intermediate #3 1,715,216$             463,108$              
FF7 Intermediate #4 2,172,449$             586,561$              
FF8 Intermediate #5 1,930,802$             521,317$              
FF9 Grant Butte #4 891,959$                240,829$              
FF10 Grant Butte #5 1,533,982$             414,175$              
FF11 Grant Butte #6 (NE 17th St) 863,531$                233,153$              
FF12 Intermediate #6 1,492,522$             402,981$              

Exhibit C

Gresham Service Area - Storage Facilities

Gresham Service Area - Immediate Fire Flow Improvements

Gresham Service Area - Medium Term Fire Flow Improvements
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SDC ID # Project Name Total Project Cost 
Indexed

SDC Eligible Cost 
Indexed

FF13 Wheeler #1 660,974$                178,463$              
FF14 Intermediate #7 720,202$                194,455$              
FF15 Intermediate #8 1,349,193$             364,282$              
FF16 Wheeler #2 (SE Powell Valley Rd) 2,314,593$             624,940$              
FF17 Wheeler #3 (SE Glacier Ave) 328,119$                88,592$                
FF18 Gabbert 631,361$                170,467$              
FF19 South Shores 1,321,948$             356,926$              
FF20 Intermediate #9 (SE Liberty Ave) 1,271,013$             343,174$              
FF21 Wheeler #4 (SE Chase Rd) 1,153,743$             311,511$              

SUBTOTAL = 32,052,503$       8,654,176$        

OS-1 Waterline Oversizing 408,634$                408,634$              
SUBTOTAL = 408,634$             408,634$           

GRESHAM SERVICE AREA TOTAL= 144,718,770$     32,697,390$     

SF-2 Pleasant Valley Reservoir 15,637,727$           15,637,727$        
SUBTOTAL = 15,637,727$       15,637,727$     

MIT1 Advanced Wetland, Stream & Floodplain Mitigation 225,409$                225,409$              
PV2 SW Pleasant Valley drive to SW Eastwood Ave. 2,432,913$             2,432,913$           
PV4-A SW Pleasant View between PV1 and Richey 160,331$                160,331$              
PV4-C SE Richey Rd. btwn Linneman & 190th 67,672$                  67,672$                

SUBTOTAL = 2,886,325$          2,886,325$        

PV3-B SW 31st St extension, btw Van Buren Farms & Linneman 473,702$                473,702$              
PV3-C Linneman between SW 30th & 31st streets 203,015$                203,015$              
PV4 - B SE Giese Rd. btw Linneman and SW Pleasant View 1,170,408$             1,170,408$           
PV4-D Linneman between SW 31st St. and Richey Road 1,142,298$             1,142,298$           
PV5 SW Pleasant View drive/190th between Richey Road 1,231,878$             1,231,878$           
PV6 Extend main west along SE McKinley Road 1,266,228$             1,266,228$           
PV7 - A SE Cheldelin Rd. btw Linneman and SW Pleasant View 1,336,081$             1,336,081$           
PV7 - B SE Linneman Ave. from SE Richey to SE Cheldelin 1,079,959$             1,079,959$           
PV8 - A SE Giese Road between SE 172nd & Linneman 1,131,912$             1,131,912$           
PV8 - B SE 172nd Ave. btw SE Giese Road and SE Richey Road 917,633$                917,633$              
PV8 - C SE 172nd Ave. btw SE Richey and SE Cheldelin 1,225,171$             1,225,171$           
PV8 - D SE Cheldelin Rd. Btwn SE 172nd and Linneman 1,207,115$             1,207,115$           

Gresham Service Area - Immediate Piping Improvements for System 

Pleasant Valley Service Area - Storage Facilities

Pleasant Valley Service Area - Immediate Piping Improvements for 

Pleasant Valley Service Area - Medium Term Piping Improvements for 
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SDC ID # Project Name Total Project Cost 
Indexed

SDC Eligible Cost 
Indexed

PV8 - E Dahlquist btwn Linneman &PV8 - B, including easements 1,239,875$             1,239,875$           
HH1 SW 40th St west of Brookside, Ph 3 to SE 190th, north to SW 33rd 245,652$                245,652$              

SUBTOTAL = 13,870,927$       13,870,927$     

PLEASANT VALLEY SERVICE AREA TOTAL= 32,394,979$       32,394,979$     

SF-4 Wheeler North Reservoir 6,127,403$             6,127,403$           
SUBTOTAL = 6,127,403$             6,127,403$          

SW-1 South Hills SE Butler Road transmission from S. Hills 285,479$                285,479$              
SW2-A SE Hogan Road between SE Butler Road and SE Rugg 1,514,052$             1,514,052$           
SW2-B SE Rugg Road between SE Hogan Road/242nd 1,374,771$             1,374,771$           
SW2-C SE 252nd Ave between SE McNutt Rd and SE Rugg Rd 1,008,509$             1,008,509$           
SW2-D SE McNutt road between SE Hogan road/242nd Ave. 1,387,667$             1,387,667$           
SW3-A Extend South Hills distribution piping - Butler 1,905,252$             1,905,252$           
SW3-B Extend South Hills distribution piping - SE 252nd 1,042,144$             1,042,144$           
SW4-A SE Orient Drive align Anderson and Wheeler reservoir 2,032,493$             2,032,493$           
SW4-B SE Anderson Rd. between SE Orient and SE Jeanette 1,026,564$             1,026,564$           
SW4-C SE Jeanette Rd. align btw Anderson and Wheeler Res. 2,017,018$             2,017,018$           
SW5 - A SE Telford Road between SW3 and SE Stone Rd 2,393,597$             2,393,597$           
SW5 - B SE McNutt Road between SW3 and SE Telford Rd. 879,644$                879,644$              
SW6 Barnes Road loop extension 883,635$                883,635$              
SW7 SE 247th Avenue between SW3 and SE McNutt Rd. 839,809$                839,809$              
SW8-A Extend South Hills distribution piping - SE Hogan 2,129,713$             2,129,713$           
SW8-B Extend intermediate distribution from SE 30th Street 472,974$                472,974$              
SW9 SE 247th Avenue between SW8 and SE Hogan Rd. 928,646$                928,646$              

SUBTOTAL = 22,121,967$       22,121,967$     

SPRINGWATER SERVICE AREA TOTAL= 28,249,370$       28,249,370$     

TOTAL FOR THREE SERVICE AREAS= 205,363,119$     93,341,739$     

Springwater Service Area - Storage Facilities

Springwater Service Area - Medium Term Piping Improvements for 
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