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SYNOPSIS 
A motion is requested to accept the Watershed Infrastructure Improvement Plan Final Report and provide 
general direction related to the preparation of the FY08 budget as follows:   
 

1. The FY08 recommended budget should include a Stormwater Improvement Fund independent of 
the Village’s Capital Fund to ensure a multi-year funding stream for stormwater improvements. 

2. The to be created Stormwater Improvement Fund should include a combination of revenues from: 
a. Property Taxes 
b. Home Rule Sales Taxes 
c. Water Fund 
d. Detention Variance Fees (more commonly referred to as stormwater impact fees that are 

currently collected by the Village) 
3. The to be created Stormwater Improvement Fund for FY08 and future year projections should 

limit expenditures to the 16 high and 24 medium priority stormwater projects as outlined in the 
Watershed Infrastructure Improvement Plan. 

 
The recommended FY08 budget will present specific amounts of funding and specific capital projects, 
however, it is necessary at this time to obtain a consensus from Council as to the appropriate sources of 
revenue as the recommended budget is finalized by staff.  
 
The recommendations of staff as well as a variety of alternative potential funding options are detailed in 
the “Background” section below. 
 
STRATEGIC PLAN ALIGNMENT 
The Five Year Plan and Goals for 2006-2011 identifies Top Quality Village Infrastructure and Facilities. 
A supporting objective is Improved Stormwater and Drainage System. 
 
FISCAL IMPACT 
The Watershed Improvement Infrastructure Final Report contains specific recommendations and 
preliminary cost estimates for stormwater infrastructure improvement projects within the three watersheds 
located in the Village.  It is recommended that as a part of the FY08 municipal budget process (that will 
occur in October / November of 2007) the Council establish a financial strategy to proceed with 
recommended infrastructure improvements and fund specific projects.   
 
The Final Report group’s potential improvements are separated into three specific categories defined as 
high, medium, or low priority projects.  It is important to note that the term “project” is loosely used to 
define multiple infrastructure improvements that are related by a sub-watershed, i.e. a geographical area.  
The preliminary cost estimate of the 55 projects is $340,000,000 in 2007 dollars.  It is important to note 
that 45% of the preliminary cost estimate is for soft costs, i.e. the professional fees that the Village incurs 
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designing and bidding the proposed infrastructure1.   In other words, the Final Report has identified $189 
million in estimated construction costs to be spread over three watersheds. 
 

 Number of Projects Preliminary Cost Estimate  
High 16 $158,359,000 
Medium 24 $135,282,000 
Low 15 $46,898,000 
Total 55 $340,539,000 

 
As part of the staff process to prepare the FY08 annual budget, a number of options related to funding 
High priority stormwater infrastructure improvements are being considered.  The Village Council will be 
asked to consider the benefits of a separate capital fund for stormwater infrastructure rather than 
continuing to fund such capital projects within the capital fund.  The benefit of establishing a distinct 
stormwater capital fund would be to accurately plan for outlays for the construction or puchase of 
stormwater facilities that will provide benefits and services over a considerable period of time.  This will 
allow for a dedicated multi-year approach to funding stormwater capital improvements and account for a 
combination of revenues to annually fund expenditures.  It will likely be proposed that the Village direct a 
minimum of $5 million in revenues per year towards a stormwater capital fund.  Staff believes that this 
multi-year approach would include funding capital projects with pay-as-you-go financing (paying for 
capital projects out of annual revenues), pay-as-you-use financing (issuing debt that will be repaid over 
the economic life of the capital project) or a combination of both annual revenues as well as debt.  The 
pay-as-you-go approach has several advantages: it saves interest expenditures, preserves debt capacity for 
future borrowing and does not encumber future budgets with mandatory debt service expenditures.  Pay-
as-you-use also has advantages; users pay for a capital project as they receive the benefits, and the Village 
does not accumulate funds before undertaking a project.  The determination of when to issue debt via a 
general obligation or other bond issue would be a function of the annual budget process and based upon 
careful evaluation of the Village’s debt to valuation ratio and similar industry standards for determining 
the appropriateness of debt to finance capital needs.  The Village currently has an underlying bond rating 
of AA+ with a stable outlook from Standard and Poors; staff will only recommend debt financing at such 
times as the use of bonds is consistent with the Village financial policies.  Revenue sources available for 
financing stormwater capital projects are detailed in the background section of this report.  
 
UPDATE & RECOMMENDATION 
This item was discussed at the September 11, 2007 Workshop.  During that meeting, information was 
requested regarding the sales tax rates of the other municipalities in an effort to determine how the 
Village’s sales tax rates compare with those of the surrounding communities.  In September of 2006, the 
City of Naperville conducted a sales tax comparison survey of several Illinois municipalities.  This survey 
has been attached for Council’s information. 
 
Staff recommends Council accept the Watershed Infrastructure Improvement Plan Final Report and 
approve the motion presented on the September 18, active agenda.   
 
BACKGROUND 
At the August 14, 2007, Village Council Workshop meeting, staff presented the Watershed Infrastructure 
Improvement Plan and a Financial Analysis.  In addition, staff has held three Public Information Meetings 
on the Plan.  A fourth meeting is scheduled for Saturday, September 15, 2007 at 9:00 a.m. at Village Hall. 
 
A staff team has been working to evaluate and consider the financial impact of the recommendations for 
stormwater improvements in the three watersheds within the Village. The focus of the staff review has 
been the capacity of the Village to fund recommended stormwater projects with first consideration to the 
                                                 
1 Preliminary cost estimates include 15% for design and construction engineering, 10% for National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) permit program and 20% for general construction contingency. 
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scope of the 16 high priority projects and secondary consideration for the 24 medium priority projects.  
The staff team consists of the Village Manager, Assistant Village Manager, Finance Director, Interim 
Assistant Finance Director, Management Analyst and the Manager’s Office Intern.    
 
The Village’s current equalized assessed valuation (EAV) is $2,222,875,166 which equates to a market 
value of property within the Village of over $6.5 billion.   The Village is responsible for the maintenance 
of municipal infrastructure to support residents and businesses that own property within the Village as 
well as individuals that visit the community.  Municipal infrastructure that is the responsibility of the 
Village includes but is not limited to a potable water system, public roadway system, stormwater system, 
pedestrian sidewalk / trail system, commuter parking lot system and urban forest.   
 

Maintaining the municipal infrastructure is a substantial responsibility and requires an annual financial 
investment.  When a municipality fails to reinvestment and / or upgrade is municipal infrastructure 
systems consistently, it can quickly find itself facing a substantial capital improvement problem.  Staff 
was able to locate a report from the U.S. Census Bureau which surveyed local governments in 1997, 
generally referred to as the Census of Governments, and reported that local units of government dedicated 
13.7% of their annual budget to capital projects.  By comparison, the following table illustrates capital 
spending in the Village of Downers Grove annual budget: 
 

Annual Expenditures 
 
 

% of 
Annual Expenditures 

that are Capital 
1997 Census of Governments 13.7% 
Downers Grove FY06 * eight month fiscal year 5.2% 
Downers Grove FY98** public works facility construction 14.9% 
Downers Grove FY97 5.6% 
Downers Grove FY96 6.8% 

  
It is staff’s understanding that the US Census Bureau may have conducted a similar survey again in 2002 
and staff is working to locate that report.  While this comparison does not allow for an equal “apples to 
apples” comparison due to lack of information about the threshold under which each local government 
defines capital, the report anecdotally supports the belief that over time, the Village has kept spending and 
property taxes low by limiting capital spending.   
 
It can be argued that the Final Report has determined the Village has failed to consistently maintain and / 
or upgrade its stormwater infrastructure at a level necessary for a community that contains three primary 
watersheds and is 175 years old.   The Final Report estimates the stormwater needs of the Village to be 
substantial at $340 million.  However, when considering that the proposed projects address three 
watersheds in a community that has a market value of over $6.5 billion, this number is merely an 
indication that the Village needs to invest approximately 5% of the value of the community into upgrading 
a critical aspect of its municipal infrastructure.  By comparison, a 5% investment in the Village can be 
roughly equated to a homeowner with a home that has a market value of $400,000 facing home 
improvements of $20,000. 
 
The Final Report indicates that the Village should engage in a significant and long-term capital investment 
in its stormwater facilities.  In an effort to off-set the costs associated with the plan, the staff team 
investigated eleven potential funding options for Council consideration and prepared a twenty year model 
and a thirty year model based upon these funding options.  It is important to note that these are revenue 
models, not expenditure models, i.e. the models are not linked to the timing of project construction.  The 
revenues and expenditures will be linked as a part of the annual budget process.  These funding 
alternatives have been evaluated according to twenty and thirty year timelines in order to provide Council 
with estimates of the long-term funds which will potentially be generated from each revenue stream to 
fund stormwater improvements.   
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1.  Property Tax Increase 
The Village could increase its current property tax levy and dedicate additional revenue to stormwater 
projects.  Currently, based upon the Village’s current property tax levy of $0.38 per $100 of equalized 
assessed value or EAV (based on a total Village EAV of $2,222,875,166), each penny of the property tax 
levy generates approximately $220,000.  For the purpose of discussion, the Village could implement a 
property tax increase of as much as $0.10 and devote these additional revenues towards stormwater 
improvements.  As the Downers Grove property tax rate currently ranks among the lowest in DuPage 
County (see attached property tax history information), this increase would not result in the Village being 
substantially misaligned with surrounding communities in terms of property tax rates.  The proposed 
$0.10 increase per $100 of EAV would produce an initial revenue influx for the Village of approximately 
$2,450,000.  Based on historical property value information, staff forecasts EAV within the Village to 
increase by an average of 5% on an annual basis beginning in FY08.  Thus, the initial revenue increase of 
approximately $2,450,000 is forecasted to increase at an annual rate of 5% as well.  Over the course of the 
twenty year model, this $0.10 increase in property taxes will result in a revenue allocation to stormwater 
of approximately $81,000,000.  Moreover, according to the thirty year model, the property tax increase 
will result in a total revenue allocation of approximately $163,000,0002.   
 
In considering a property tax levy increase, the impact on homeowners must be considered.  The current 
median value for a home in Downers Grove is $389,000.  Utilizing this information, the staff has created 
the chart below to illustrate the impact of the $0.10 increase on a resident living in a home at the Village’s 
median property market value of $389,000.  For comparison purposes, the impact on a home with a 
market value of $600,000 is also shown. 
 
Market home Value  $                         389,000.00   $                    600,000.00  
EAV  $                         129,666.67   $                    200,000.00  
Current Annual Property Tax Paid to Village  $                                492.73   $                          760.00  
Annual Property Tax with $0.10 Increase  $                                622.40   $                          960.00  
Annual Increase  $                                129.67   $                          200.00  
Monthly Increase  $                                 10.81   $                            16.67  

 
2.  Allocate Home Rule Sales Tax Revenue 
The Village could allocate a portion of the existing revenues generated from the ½ cent Home Rule Sales 
Tax specifically to stormwater improvements.  Based on historical revenue data, the Village is expected to 
receive approximately $4,600,000 of Home Rule Sales Tax revenue in 2007.  Further, the Home Rule 
Sales Tax is expected to increase by 3% on an annual basis.  Staff feels that the Village could initially 
allocate $1,000,000 of Home Rule Sales Tax revenues to stormwater improvements with the remaining 
funds continuing to fund other capital needs (such as roads.)  The initial $1,000,000 allocation could then 
be increased by 3% on an annual basis to reflect forecasted Home Rule Sales Tax increases in subsequent 
years.  According to the twenty year projection model, such an allocation would result in approximately 
$25,500,000 being directed towards stormwater.  The thirty year model forecasts a total of approximately 
$44,200,000 of Home Rule Sales Tax revenues being allocated to stormwater improvement funding.   
 
3.  Increase Home Rule Sales Tax  
The Village could implement a Home Rule Sales Tax increase of ¼ cent and devote the additional 
revenues generated from the increase to stormwater improvements.  As mentioned earlier, based on 
historical revenue data, the Village is expected to receive approximately $4,600,000 of Home Rule Sales 
Tax revenue in 2007 with a ½ cent tax that is projected to increase by 3% on an annual basis.  Thus, a ¼ 
cent increase in Home Rule Sales Tax for stormwater improvement purposes would result in an initial 
increase in revenue of approximately $2,300,000.  The initial $2,300,000 allocation would then increase 

                                                 
2 Property tax revenue estimates are in 2007 dollars and have not been discounted to account for inflation. 
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by 3% on an annual basis to reflect forecasted Home Rule Sales Tax increases in subsequent years.  
According to the twenty year projection model, such an allocation would result in approximately 
$63,600,000 being directed towards stormwater.  The thirty year model forecasts a total of approximately 
$112,600,000 of Home Rule Sales Tax revenues being allocated to stormwater improvement funding.   
 
4.  Allocate Capital Fees Collected via Water Sales 
The Village could allocate a portion of the capital fees collected via water sales specifically to stormwater 
improvements.  Currently, the Village has approximately 16,000 water customers.  The annual revenue 
collected via the sale of water to these customers totals approximately $7,300,000 per year.  Historical 
trends have indicated annual water revenues to remain relatively stable, except in years with exceptionally 
little rainfall, when revenues typically increase due to increased usage among residents.    
 
In May 2007, the Village received a rebate of $3,012,957 from the DuPage County Water Commission.  
The Village could utilize those funds in FY08 for stormwater improvements (or a combination of water / 
stormwater projects that are geographically related).  Annually, thereafter, the Village could direct 
revenues from the Water Fund to stormwater capital projects.  For discussion purposes, staff recommends 
an allocation amount for each subsequent year of $1,000,000.  According to the twenty year projection 
model such a plan would result in a total of $22,000,000 being allocated for stormwater.  The thirty year 
funding projection plan forecasts a total of $32,000,000 for stormwater.   
 
Currently, the cost per unit of water is $2.72 with residents billed for water consumption on a bi-monthly 
basis.  The average water bill per resident based on usage levels is summarized in the table below: 

          
Units of Water Consumed  

(over 2 months) 
Current Bill @  
$2.72 per unit 

5 $13.60 
20 $54.40 
50 $136.00 

 
Utilizing the current water fee of $2.72 per unit, the Village generates approximately $7,300,000 on an 
annual basis.  To generate the additional $1,000,000 for stormwater improvements, the increase in the cost 
of water could be distributed across the Village’s 16,000 water customers as a flat fee.  This would result 
in Village residents paying an additional $10.42 per bi-monthly water billing cycle.  The additional 
revenue generated by this $10.42 flat fee would be allocated solely for stormwater improvement purposes.    
There are multiple scenarios that could be considered relative to this option, such as a tiered fee approach 
that is tied to consumption levels which would effectively lessen the residential burden while shifting it to 
large water customers, i.e. commercial and industrial users. 
 
5.  Telecommunications Tax Increase 
The Village could increase the telecommunications tax by 1%.  The Village currently levies a tax of 5% of 
the gross charges for all interstate and intrastate messages in Downers Grove.  This tax includes charges 
for home phones, cellular phones, internet and pagers.  The annual revenue generated by this tax is 
approximately $3,900,000.  However, due to competition between various telecommunication providers, 
this revenue stream is forecasted to decrease by 1.5% on an annual basis in future years.  The Village is 
allowed, by law, to levy a maximum tax of 6% on telecommunication charges.  Thus, the Village has the 
ability to legally increase the telecommunications tax by a maximum of 1%.  The result of such an 
increase would be an initial revenue influx of approximately $820,000.  This initial influx is forecasted to 
decrease by 1.5% on an annual basis.  The twenty year model forecasts a total telecommunications tax 
allocation to stormwater of approximately $14,300,000.  The thirty year funding projection predicts a total 
of approximately $20,000,000.   
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6.  Hotel Tax Increase 
The Village could increase its current revenues collected via the hotel tax and allocate this revenue solely 
to stormwater improvements.  The Village currently levies a 4.5% tax on individuals renting, leasing or 
letting a hotel room within Downers Grove.  At this 4.5% tax rate, the Village is expected to collect 
approximately $900,000 in hotel tax revenue in 2007.  However, due to a combination of increased hotel 
competition in surrounding communities; as well as a predicted general downturn in room rentals, this 
revenue stream is expected to decrease in subsequent years.  Thus, revenue forecasts indicate the Village 
will collect a reduced revenue amount of approximately $850,000 in hotel taxes in future years at the 4.5% 
rate.  Should the Village increase the hotel tax rate by 1%; this would result in approximately $189,000 in 
additional revenue for the Village.  This additional revenue would then be allocated solely to stormwater 
improvements as outlined in the Final Report. Based on these revenue projections, the twenty year model 
forecasts a potential total hotel tax allocation to stormwater of approximately $3,800,000.  The thirty year 
funding projection predicts a total of approximately $5,700,000. 
 
7.  Create a Stormwater Utility 
The Village could consider establishing a Stormwater Utility or participate in the proposed DuPage 
County Stormwater Utility, should it be enacted.  Either of these alternatives could be considered for 
future years as the lead time to develop / enact / implement a stormwater utility could be in excess of 14 
months.  Attached is detailed information from DuPage County regarding the process to date and 
composition of their proposed Stormwater Utility. 
 
8.  Local Motor Fuel Tax 
The Village could increase its current revenues collected via the Local Motor Fuel Tax and allocate this 
revenue solely to stormwater improvements.  At present, the Village levies a tax of $0.025 per gallon of 
gas sold within Village limits.  Thus, the increasing price of gasoline does not influence Local Motor Fuel 
Tax revenue.  The Village allocates 1 ½ cents of this tax to fund capital improvements including:  street 
construction and rehabilitation, curb and gutter work, storm sewer, sidewalks and other street related 
improvements.   The remaining 1 cent of the Local Motor Fuel Tax is allocated for the transportation fund, 
which includes funding the bus system.   
 
In 2007, the Village is projected to receive a total of approximately $450,000 in revenues from the 2 ½ 
cent tax Local Motor Fuel Tax.  Budget projections indicate this revenue stream to remain relatively stable 
in subsequent years due to a combination of factors including the closing of two local gas stations in 2007, 
individuals being forced to buy less gas as petroleum prices increase, stable population and the trend of 
citizens purchasing more fuel efficient vehicles.  For discussion purposes, a hypothetical increase in the 
Local Motor Fuel Tax of $0.01 is predicted to generate an additional revenue stream of approximately 
$173,000 per year.  Assuming this revenue stream remains stable, an additional tax of $0.01 on gasoline 
would produce a total increase in revenue of approximately $3,400,000 over a twenty year period.  
According to the projection model, the additional revenue expected over a thirty year period would be 
approximately $5,200,000. 
 
9.  State Motor Fuel Tax Allotment 
The Village could allocate a portion of the State Motor Fuel Tax allotment to stormwater improvements.  
The State of Illinois levies and collects a tax on each gallon of gasoline sold within state limits and 
redistributes this revenue to municipalities according to a population-based formula.   Currently, the State 
of Illinois charges a tax rate of $0.19 per gallon of regular unleaded gasoline and a tax rate of $0.215 per 
gallon of diesel.  The monies collected via this tax are then distributed from the State of Illinois to 
municipalities according to formula based on each municipality’s population.  The Village then allocates 
these funds to capital projects.   
 
In 2007, the Village is projected to receive approximately $1,495,000 in Motor Fuel Tax allotments from 
the State of Illinois.  As the Village’s population is expected to remain relatively stable in subsequent 
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years, this revenue stream is forecasted to stay constant in future years.  Thus, the Village is expected to 
receive a State Motor Fuel Tax allotment of approximately $1,500,000 per year.  Over a twenty year 
period the total revenue forecasted to be collected from this revenue stream is approximately $30,000,000.  
Over thirty years, the projected total revenues are expected to be approximately $45,000,000.  
 
10.  Detention Variance Fees 
Pursuant to the Municipal Code, the Village currently collects and could allocate Detention Variance Fees 
(essentially a stormwater impact fee) toward stormwater capital expenditures.  The Detention Variance 
Fee is charged by the Village for the construction of impervious surfaces which contribute to the 
production of stormwater run-off.  The Detention Variance Fee is $0.565 per square foot of impervious 
surface development.  This fee was established previously to address the development of properties which 
do not allow rainwater to permeate ground-soil which compounded stormwater issues.  Typically, 
developments such as houses, businesses, churches and schools are constructed with non-permeable 
materials, such as brick, wood or concrete, which force rainwater to run-off the property to other adjacent 
locations, rather than be absorbed by the ground-soil.  In many cases, the alternate locations are unable to 
adequately compensate for the additional stormwater water run-off caused by these developments, and 
flooding often occurs as a result.   
 
At present, the Village’s stormwater run-off account has accumulated approximately $1,254,713 over the 
past several years.  In 2007, the account has generated $82,677 through August 31, which equates to 
roughly $10,000 per month.  Based on these trends, the Village is expected to generate approximately 
$120,000 in stormwater impact fees on an annual basis.  By transferring the balance of the account and 
allocating any future revenues collected in this fund to stormwater improvements, the Village would 
produce a total of approximately $3,534,713 in the twenty year funding model and a total of $4,734,713 in 
the thirty year model.  
 
Other Options 
Per Council request, staff has researched the possibility of entering into a “lease-buyback” arrangement 
with the private sector for the use of its stormwater infrastructure.  In a lease-buyback or lease-in/lease-out 
(LILO) agreement, the municipality leases its infrastructure (treatment plants, pipes, pumps, land, etc.) to 
a private company for typically 99 years. The private investor then immediately turns around and leases 
the existing infrastructure back (leaseback) to the municipality for some time period, usually 30 years. The 
private company is in most cases a large bank, insurance company and/or private (water, electricity) utility 
with substantial capital and long-term interests in the possible ownership of public infrastructure. The 
broker is a leasing company that negotiates the agreement under the counsel of a local law firm. The 
private company seeks to lease the public assets in order to take tax write-offs on the depreciation of those 
assets, depreciation that the city is unable to utilize because of its non-profit status. 
 
Upon investigation of a lease-buyback arrangement for the Village’s stormwater infrastructure, it appears 
that this may not be a viable option as the asset sale requires a substantial revenue component to be 
financially attractive to private sector purchasers.  In other examples of lease-buyback agreements, such as 
the Chicago Skyway, the leasing of the public infrastructure produced some revenue stream for the 
purchaser, such as highway tolls.  As the Village’s stormwater infrastructure does not currently produce a 
significant revenue stream, it is unlikely that private sector companies would be willing to enter into such 
an agreement.   
 
Should Council wish to investigate this possibility further, staff could conduct a study to determine 
whether some revenue stream could in fact be produced from the Village’s stormwater infrastructure.  
This study would require the Village to formalize its relationship with an outside consultant, and it is 
likely the investigation would take several months to complete.   
 



City of Naperville
Cumulative Sales Tax Comparison - General Merchandise plus Food & Beverage

As of September 6, 2006

Municipality County
State 
Rate

Muni. 
(1%) and 
Co. Rates

RTA 
Rate

DWC 
Rate

Add'l 
Co. 

Rates

Home 
Rule 
Rate

Non-
Home 
Rule 
Rate

Food & 
Bev.  
Rate

Bus. 
Dist. 
Sales 
Tax 

Total 
(w/(N)HR, 
w/o F&B)

Total Tax Rate 
Paid on Purchase 

of Food & 
Beverages

Evanston* Cook 5.00% 1.25% 0.75% 0.75% 1.00% 8.75% 8.75%
Oak Park* Cook 5.00% 1.25% 0.75% 0.75% 1.00% 8.75% 8.75%
Niles Cook 5.00% 1.25% 0.75% 0.75% 1.00% 8.75% 8.75%
Skokie Cook 5.00% 1.25% 0.75% 0.75% 1.00% 8.75% 8.75%
Des Plaines Cook 5.00% 1.25% 0.75% 0.75% 0.75% 1.25% 8.50% 9.75%
Elgin Cook 5.00% 1.25% 0.75% 0.75% 0.75% 8.50% 8.50%
Buffalo Grove Cook 5.00% 1.25% 0.75% 0.75% 1.00% 8.75% 8.75%
Elk Grove Village Cook 5.00% 1.25% 0.75% 0.75% 1.00% 1.00% 8.75% 9.75%
Hoffman Estates Cook 5.00% 1.25% 0.75% 0.75% 1.00% 2.00% 8.75% 10.75%
Park Ridge Cook 5.00% 1.25% 0.75% 0.75% 1.00% 1.00% 8.75% 9.75%
Rolling Meadows Cook 5.00% 1.25% 0.75% 0.75% 1.00% 2.00% 8.75% 10.75%
Schaumburg Cook 5.00% 1.00% 0.75% 0.25% 0.75% 1.00% 2.00% 8.75% 10.75%
Streamwood Cook 5.00% 1.25% 0.75% 0.75% 1.00% 8.75% 8.75%
Arlington Heights Cook 5.00% 1.00% 1.00% 0.75% 0.75% 1.25% 8.50% 9.75%
Mount Prospect Cook 5.00% 1.25% 0.75% 0.75% 0.75% 1.00% 8.50% 9.50%
Hanover Park Cook 5.00% 1.25% 0.75% 0.75% 0.50% 3.00% 8.25% 11.25%
Bolingbroook* DuPage 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 1.50% 1.00% 8.00% 9.00%
Aurora DuPage 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 1.25% 1.75% 7.75% 9.50%
Addison DuPage 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 0.25% 0.75% 7.50% 7.50%
Elk Grove Village DuPage 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 1.00% 1.00% 7.50% 8.50%
Saint Charles DuPage 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 1.00% 7.50% 7.50%
Schaumburg DuPage 5.00% 1.00% 0.25% 0.25% 1.00% 2.00% 7.50% 9.50%
Hanover Park DuPage 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 0.50% 3.00% 7.00% 10.00%
Warrenville DuPage 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 0.25% 1.25% 1.50% 8.00% 9.50%
Downers Grove DuPage 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 0.25% 0.50% 7.25% 7.25%
Wheaton DuPage 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 0.25% 0.50% 7.25% 7.25%
Lisle** DuPage 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 0.25% 6.75% 6.75%
Woodridge*** DuPage 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 0.25% 6.75% 6.75%
Lombard***** DuPage 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 0.25% 1.00% 1.00% 7.75% 8.75%
Lombard - Buisness Dist***** DuPage 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 0.25% 1.00% 1.00% 1.00% 7.75% 9.75%
Oak Brook Terrace DuPage 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 0.25% 1.00% 7.75% 7.75%
Carol Stream DuPage 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 0.25% 0.50% 7.25% 7.25%
Batavia DuPage 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 0.50% 7.00% 7.00%
Elmhurst DuPage 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 0.25% 0.25% 1.00% 7.00% 8.00%
Oak Brook**** DuPage 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 0.25% 0.25% 7.00% 7.00%
Naperville DuPage 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 0.25% 1.00% 6.75% 7.75%
Aurora Kane 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 1.25% 1.75% 7.75% 9.50%
Elgin Kane 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 0.75% 7.25% 7.25%



Hoffman Estates Kane 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 1.00% 2.00% 7.50% 9.50%
Saint Charles Kane 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 1.00% 7.50% 7.50%
Batavia Kane 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 0.50% 7.00% 7.00%
Joliet Kendall 5.00% 1.25% 0.50% 1.25% 1.00% 8.00% 9.00%
Aurora Kendall 5.00% 1.25% 0.50% 1.25% 1.75% 8.00% 9.75%
Buffalo Grove Lake 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 1.00% 7.50% 7.50%
Joliet Will 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 1.25% 1.00% 7.75% 8.75%
Bolingbroook* Will 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 1.50% 1.00% 8.00% 9.00%
Aurora Will 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 1.25% 1.75% 7.75% 9.50%
Woodridge*** Will 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 0.25% 6.75% 6.75%
Plainfield Will 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 6.50% 6.50%
Naperville Will 5.00% 1.25% 0.25% 0.25% 1.00% 6.75% 7.75%
Rockford** Winnebago 5.00% 2.25% 1.00% 7.25% 8.25%

*Bolingbrook, Evanston, and Oak Park levy a food & beverage tax rate of 4.00%, 6.00%, and 2.00%, respectively that is only applied to liquor sales. 
**Non-Home rule community therefore unable to levy a city home rule sales tax rate.
***The Cook County portion of Woodridge is a right of way and not representative of the municipality & therefore excluded from the comparison.  Woodridge is a home rule community.
****Oak Brook passed a 0.25% sales tax rate by referendum on March 16, 2004.  Oak Brook is non-home rule.
*****Lombard rates are effective January 1, 2007



V I L L A G E    O F   D O W N E R S   G R O V E

C O U N C I L   A C T I O N   S U M M A R Y

INITIATED:         Village Manager                   DATE:        September 18, 2007               
                    (Name)

RECOMMENDATION FROM:                                                                 FILE REF:                
(Board or Department)

NATURE OF ACTION:

    Ordinance   

    Resolution 

 X   Motion 

     Other  

STEPS NEEDED TO IMPLEMENT ACTION:

Motion to accept the Watershed Infrastructure
Improvement Plan Final Report and provide direction
related to the preparation of the recommended FY
2008 budget including establishment of a stormwater
improvement fund to include revenues from sources
including but not limited to property tax, home rule
sales tax, water fees and detention variance fees.

SUMMARY OF ITEM:

Adoption of this motion shall accept the Watershed Infrastructure Improvement Plan Final
Report and provide direction related to the preparation of the FY 2008 budget.

RECORD OF ACTION TAKEN:
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