MARKET ACTION

A Publication of RMLS™, The Source for Real Estate Statistics in Your Community

RESIDENTIAL REVIEW: Metro Portland, Oregon

March Residential Highlights

This March’s climb from the typi-
cally muted winter listing activity is
a bit slower than that of March
2001. The Portland metro area did
not have as many properties put on
the market. New listings dropped
8.1%. The number of offers accepted

First Quarter Report

The first quarter of 2002 has a
tough act to follow. The first quar-
ter of 2001 was the best ever, judg-
ing by RMLS" statistics (see Year To
Date rows in table below). Never-
theless, a comparison shows that
2002’s first quarter managed a slight

March 2002 Reporting Period
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Available Inventory in Months

for those properties that were on the increase in the number of closed 2000 20012002
market also fell, down 5.9%. Closed sales, up 1.3%. At the same time, January 10.1) 8.5 6.4
sales dropped as well, down 11.7%. new listings fell by 9.1% and pend- ~ February 8.3 8.1 6.1
All percentages compare March ing sales dropped 8.3%. The only March 6.3 49 49
2002 to March 2001. Reported to- other measure to drop was average  April 7.2] 54
tals for each of the categories are market time, which fell by sixdays.  May 6.4, 4.8
shown in the table below. Appreciation June 6.2| 4.5
Unsold inventory fell compared Average and median sales price  July 7.4 5.0

to the previous. The area’s current show small appreciation whencom-  August 6.3 4.7
number of residential listings (9,956) paring the twelve months ending September 6.4 6.1
would last 4.9 months, given therate March 2002 to those ending March  october 6.6 5.4
of sales in March, which isidentical 2001. Both climbed 1.3% and 1.5% November 69 62
to last March. respectively. December 64 57

Residential Market Highlights

etro Portiana New | Pending | Closed | Average Median Average
Oreqgo Listings | Sales Sales |Sales Price| Sales Price |Market Time*

THIS | March 2002 3,710 2,582 2,052 203,100 172,000 75

YEAR | vearTo Date 10970 | 6874 | 5383 | 202700 [ 172,000 76

LAST | March 2001 4036 | 2,743 | 2323| 197,500 [ 169,900 80

YEAR | vearTo Date 12067 | 7495 | 5313 | 196400 | 168,000 82

* Due to possible reporting inconsistencies, Average Market Time should be used to analyze trends only.



AREA REPORT e 3/2002
Metro Portland, Oregon

RESIDENTIAL commerciaL|  LaND | MuLTIFAMILY
Current Month Year-To-Date Year-To-Date | Year-To-Date | Year-To-Date
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ESEPL-'AND 240| 123| 41| 113| 21.5%| 108[137,000| 62 | 403| 299| 30.6%| 239|141400135500] 9.0%| 3 |211,100] 7 | 53,200] 10]201,700
NE PORTLAND | 631| 360| 98| 276| 5.7%| 209|201,300| 50 |1,057| 730| -0.79%| 539|192,000/165,500 8.7%| 10 |251,300| 16 | 87,200] 21 |205,800
SE PORTLAND | 896| 459| 166 330| -0.3%| 237|158.200| 54 |1,265| 855| -8.9%| 679|162,200(147,000] 83%| 7 |247,000| 24 | 67,700] 32 {241,300
$§§8¢§X’(E 760| 309 | 121| 177 -2.2%| 125[170500| 80 | 832| 434|-10.1%| 345|175:300]165,000] -0.1%| 2 | 92,500] 35 | 71,900 12 {178,600
g'_;v\éilmils 742| 266 100| 177|-17.7%| 117 [198.400| 82 | 778| 420|-14.0%| 325|200.300[180,000| -0.1%| 2 |320,000] 29 | 82,900 8 {229,800
8EI\EIBG$N CITYL | s97| 109| 77| 112|-15.8%| 101 |[195.900| 89 | 572| 304|-10.9%| 246|198:800(184.000] 4.0%| 2 |112,500] 19 |118,500| 3 |181,200
\';\'IA;SET?_IS’\YKIEGO/ 832| 245| 82| 157|-15.6%| 109 (336,600 93 | 729| 428| -85%| 302|320.200[251,500| -3.2%| 1 |235.000] 6 |165.200] 2 {297,100
\F/>VCI)E:'ITLAND 791| 307 | 111 220 -1.8%| 191[273700 72 | 891| 580| -6.0%| 456|291,100[238,000] -3.0%| o0 nal 14 [105,500] 4 276,300
\’;‘viR(T:g\GVI\EIg 366| 145| 34| 96|-11.1%| 110(262,700 70 | 247| 333| 15%| 279|266.100[229,000] 4.1%| 1 |270,000] 5 |165500] 1 {290,000
iEéX&RTON/ 628| 291 98| 230|-19.3%| 176 [194.600| 58 | 954| 620|-20.3%| 505|194,700175.600] 0.2%| o na| 12 [125,000] 16 {258,600
J\'/ﬁ_ggDN/WLLE 857| 318| 69| 256 -8.9%| 198|228.400 87 | 922| 666|-12.1%| 496|221300189,900| 33%| 2 |266,800] 22 [200,800] 6 {427,500
E(IJLIFEE?E?QIOVE 668| 221| 82| 190| 2.79%| 146 [178:300| 60 | 742| 478l-11.3%| 372|180,600[166,400] 53%| 1 |240,000] 12 [367,200] 17 {211,500
’\CA,IMI-IL?\/(\IDIIEDI;/I%%V 89| 20| 10| 16/1000% 14|172,200{112 | 64| 48| 33.3%| 42|154,600/141,800| 18.2%| 1 | 70,000| 8 | 62,800| o NA
COLUMBIA
COUNTY 62| 118| 39| 71| 29%| 71|137.800{142 | 360| 206| 18.4%| 180|144,100[138:300| -1.0%| o nal 20 | 81,400 1 {125,000
YAMHILL
L7 i =147 i , -1.07 ) ) )
COUNTY 623 186| 65| 91| 1.1%| 88|170500{109 | 497| 239| -7.4%| 202|159500142,000] -15%| 5 |457.000] 28 |147,200] 4 {137,900
ggs:\ﬂ}l@om 308| 80| 47| 43|-23.2%| 29(142,800108 | 249| 135| -8.2%| 112]139,800130,200| -03%| 1 | 25,000] 18 |108,200| 3 {244,700
ggUﬁ?ﬁESSTAL 376| 63| 23| 27|-27.0% 23|145300{117 | 208| 81| -47%| 64|152,600]143,800|-15.9%| 1 |5000000] 14 | 72,800] 1 {170,000

* Due to possible reporting inconsistencies, Average Market Time should be used to analyze trends only.

**Percent change in number of pending sales this year compared to last year. In Monthly section, comparison is March
2002 with March 2001. Year-To-Date compares January through March 2002 with January through March 2001.

*** Appreciation percents based on a comparison of average price for the last 12 months with 12 months before (04/01/01
-03/31/02 with 04/01/00 - 03/31/01.)
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PENDING SALES
Metro Portland, Oregon

This graph represents monthly accepted offers in
the Portland, Oregon metropolitan area over the
past two years.

JAN

ACTIVE LISTINGS

Metro Portland, Oregon

This graph shows the active listings offered
through RMLS™ for all property categories
this year, with a comparison of the residential
active listings last year.
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AVERAGE SALES PRICE
Metro Portland, Oregon
This graph represents the average sales price
for all homes sold in the Portland, Oregon

metropolitan area.
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- Previous Year - Current Year

DAYS ON MARKET
Metro Portland, Oregon

This graph shows average days on market for sales in

the Portland, Oregon metropolitan area. (See
footnote on page 1.)
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MEDIAN SALES PRICE CLARK
March 2002 COUNTY
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CLARK COUNTY, WA
NEW LISTINGS &
CLOSED SALES

This graph shows the
new residential list-
ings and closed sales
over the past 24
months in Clark

County, Washington



]

Clark County

L™

RESIDENTIAL REVIEW: Clark County, Washington

March 2002 Reporting Period

Residential Market Highlights

March Residential Highlights

New | Pending | Closed | Average Median Average
Washington Listings | Sales Sales [Sales Price| Sales Price |Market Time*
THIS | March 2002 927 592 407 | 181,000 155,000 82
YEAR [ vearto Date 2674 | 1514 | 1,123 | 180,000 154,500 81
LAST [March2001 | 1012 | 592 | 433 174000 | 155700 | 91
YEAR [ vearTo Date 2883 | 1576 | 1,062 | 175,000 151,000 92

Available Inventory in Months

Compared to Clark County’s numbers for March 2001, March 2002 2001 | 2002
shows some substantial changes—except for the number of pending sales, January 110 | 90
which is exactly the same. New Listings, on the other hand, fell 8.4%. Februa 9'7 7' 6
Closed sales took its cue from new listings and also dropped, but only 6%. Marchry 6.9 6.7

Clark County has 2,743 active residential listings. Combine that with April 7'1 '
the number of closed sales reported in March and you arrive at the inven- Ma 6. s
tory measure of 6.7 (see table to right). This means that residential listings Y '
would last 6.7 months at March’s rate of sales, and is a good way to track June 61
how new listings and closed sales affect an area’s market. July 29
First Quarter Report ?eu%:;:ber z;

The first quarter of 2002 can be compared to the first quarter of 2001 Ociober 6:8
with the numbers in the Year To Date rows of the table above. They show November 76
that new listings fell 7.2% and pending sales fell 3.9%, but closed sales rose Decermber 7: o

5.7%.

AVERAGE SALES PRICE - Clark County, WA
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This graph represents the average sales price for all homes sold in Clark
County, Washington.
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This graph shows average days on market for Clark County, Washing-
ton properties from listing to accepted offer. (See footnote on page 1.)
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AREA REPORT ¢ 3/2002
Clark County, Washington

* Due to possible reporting inconsistencies, Average Market Time should be used to analyze trends only.

RESIDENTIAL COMMERCIAL|  LAND BUSINESS
Current Month Year-To-Date Year-To-Date| Year-To-Date| Year-To-Date
8% D e | 8 B 4

4= S| e 8 gl 8lSt|ls| . 8l8| .88
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02 _SBESq 25 Bu Balss] 250 25 80|82 | &85 |88 | 23| 253|829

55|33|98|5x| 28 (8% S |ca|EB|5e| 58|82 e 22|58 c2|8|lc2|8|ew

LI|IZzS|03|EH| £ OB = 6 2212381888k |68 =zH | =5 | &P |o|zH5|o| xS |o|=xH

\SAESESGI\_/ER 215| 55| 20| 50| 19.0%| 48 |127,200| 69| 176 | 118|-16.3%| 103|126,700126,000 2.1%| 6 |269,700] 0 NA| O NA

THE HEIGHTS 107 31| 12| 24| 41.2%| 16 |189,000] 55| 95| 60| 3.4%| 42(172,900 144,100 -7.1%| 2 |108,100| 0 Nal o NA

CASCADE PARK | 502| 192| 61 | 146|-22.3%|101 |182,300| 86| 581 | 412 |-11.4%| 345[170,600 152,000 3.2%| 6 |175,200] 8 | 99,900| 0 NA

gggm‘:gg/ 175| 89| 25| 65| 12.1%| 28 [144,000] 87| 246 | 153| -8.9%| 96|140,700 135,500 8.1%| o na| 1| 49,000] o NA

HAZEL DELL 182| 68| 27| 48| 4.3%| 42 [151,600| 62| 243 | 145| 9.8% 88|151,500[149,900 -1.0%| 1 [480,000| 12 | 57,500 0 NA

FELIDA 109| 46| 14| 24| 200%| 16 [185,100| 70| 112 | 67| -8.2% 46/176,400/160,400] -5.0%| 2 [282,000| 7 | 54,000 0 NA

SALMON CREEK | 238| 74| 29| 60| 17.6%| 34 |183,200| 87| 224 | 128| 4.9%| 92|213,500/189,900 -2.7%| 1 |375,000] 15 | 72,600| © NA

\i/AA,\gﬁg(JGAL 433| 101| 33| 58| -9.4%| 45 |208,700(108| 330 | 156| 4.0%| 106|240,700211,000] 6.9%| 4 |146,200] 64 | 69,500| 0 NA

52%?<TNZFC{)¢\JR|E/ 192| 50| 31| 40| 17.6%| 23 [217,200| 79| 144 | 85| 7.6% 65|229,600 1950000 -1.6%| o NA| 28 | 93,700] 0 NA

E/IAD(?EEI\IIZTIEEIE%D/ 151| 30| 12| 16| 0.0%| 11 [333,500| 100 119 | 44| -2.2% 33|277,400198,000 1.7%| 1 [125,000| 13 |100,400] 0 NA

BATTLEGROUND | 236| 127| 34 | 36| 0.0%| 26 (197,600 60| 262 | 87| -1.1%| 62|185,400 169,900 4.3%| 1 |179,000{ 9 | 78,200| © NA

('\:‘(BEFL'("(/:SLEJNTY 63| 21| 7 4|-55.6%| 5 [187,300| 49| 48| 19(-20.8%| 19/170,000{145,000 -1.3%| 1 [117,000| 4 | 78,500 0 NA

WOODLAND 64| 15| 3| 10| 66.7%| 9 (235100/153| 42| 24| 60.0% 19|174,400 144,000 35.8%| o NA| 5 | 63,700| 0 NA
COWLITZ

COUNTY 76| 28| 11| 11|120.0%| 3 [100,200] 92| 52| 16| 0.0%  7[105,000 112,000 19.4%| 0 NA| 2 | 42,300] o0 NA

**Percent change in number of pending sales this year compared to last year. In Monthly section, comparison is
March 2002 with March 2001. Year-To-Date compares January through March 2002 with January through March 2001.

*** Appreciation percents based on a comparison of average price for the last 12 months with 12 months before
(04/01/01-03/31/02 with 04/01/00-03/31/01.)
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RESIDENTIAL REVIEW: Lane County, Oregon March 2002 Reporting Period
Residential Market Highlights

Lane County New |Pending | Closed | Average Median Average
Oregon Listings | Sales Sales |Sales Price| Sales Price |Market Time*

THIS | March 2002 498 350 296 | 153,900 134,700 81
YEAR [ vearTo Date 1528 | 1,001 754 | 152,700 133,800 84
LAST [March2001 | 691 | 408 | 286 | 154400 | 134900 | 92
YEAR [ vearTo Date 1,903 087 675 | 152,700 132,000 92

March Residential Highlights First Quarter Report
Comparing market activity for the month of The first three months of 2002 exhibited substan-
March 2002 to March 2001, new listings are down tial changes from the first three months of 2001 (see
a dramatic 27.9% for the Lane County area. Pend- Year To Date row of table above). New listings show
ing sales also fell, down 14.2%. However, market a significant drop, down 19.7%. Closed sales show
activity has not dropped across the board. Closed a significant climb, up 11.7%. Pending sales were a
sales rose by 3.5%. less changeable, shifting up only 1.4%.
Currently, Lane County has 1,613 active resi- Year-To-Date Trends
dential listings. With March'’s rate of closed sales Comparing the twelve months ending March 2002
(see table above), those listings would last 5.5 to those ending March 2001, average sales price ap-
months. preciated 3.4% and median sales price 2.3%.
AVERAGE SALES PRICE - Lane County, OR DAYS ON MARKET - Lane County, OR
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This graph represents the average sales price for all homes sold in Lane This graph shows average days on market for Lane County, Oregon
County, Oregon. properties from listing to accepted offer. (See footnote on page 1.)

IViIiaarxrizxet Actiox

© Copyright RMLS™ 2002. All Rights Reserved.



AREA REPORT « 3/2002
Lane County, Oregon

RESIDENTIAL MULTIFAMILY | COMMERCIAL |  LAND

Monthly Year-To-Date Year-To-Date | Year-To-Date | Year-To-Date
Q% S 3 8 8

Ao lo |28 (LBl 2| Lol 28| B2 [8LE|5|.8 [8].8
$E|sE1225s £5 |Bs| D5 |Bu|z2\ce|Bs(Ts 5|2 (B S| BT [B] T
221285283 58 |63/ =25 |2E5[28185 0828 | 2512 |ol=83 15128 |S5[28
| NORTH GILHAM 50 | 9| 5| 5|-61.5%| 11 |259,100| 48| 39| 26| 22|245600216,500| 1.4%| o0 NAl 0 NA | 5 129,000
FERRY ST.BRG 101 | 28| 14 | 38| 26.7%| 35 | 181,000/ 58 | 108 | 91| 70|170,000149,500| -23%| 3|2025500| o NA | 136,000
[EASTEUGENE | 83 [ 38| 7 | 34| o7l 26 [177.700] 98| 106 | 84| 5419100415000 9.1%| 2| sa000| 1 _14_5,505 I _3 _10_1,5;00_
SW EUGENE 133 | 46 | 22 | 35 | -18.6%] 27 “1_53T7o_o_ 63 | 146 | 17| 8_3“1;3,_80_0 1_59;050_ “1aw| 1|17s.000] 1 _17_0505 _25 _84_,650-
WEST EUGENE 39 | 12| 4| 9| -43.8%| 12 [126,200) 81| 39| 30| 25|126,700122,000] 2.6%| 3|163,300| o0 Y NA
[DANEBO | 133 | 35 | 20 | 31| -31.1%) 23 |113.900 75 | 135 | 85| 60 |124,300125.000] 23%| 2|177.000] 0 |  wa| 1[e7.000
RIVER ROAD 46 | 24| 3| 20| 111%| o9 |142,300| 55| 66 | 40| 26|130,600125,600] 25%| 0 NAl o NA | 140,000
SANTA CLARA 103 | 35 | 14 | 19 | -54.8%| 25 |166,300| 85 | 115 | 86| 70[163,200154,700| 4.4% | 3|371,700{ 0 NA| 360,500
SPRINGFIELD 164 | 58 | 15 | 32 | -23.8%| 38 |121,600| 91 | 169 | 107 | 99 |119,000110,000| 2.6% | 9|139,000| 0 NA | 7| 38,400
THURSTON 106 | 52 | 15 | 43 | 59.3%| 17 |109,400| 41 | 122 | 91| 55|127,100130,000{ -2.0% | 4|158,300| 0 NA | 461,000
COBURG I-5 44 | 9| 1| 4| -556%| 6 | 89,000 50| 41| 20| 19[130,200110,000] 25%| 0 NAl 1 | 48,000| 397,800
MOHAWK VALLEY | 26 70 3] 2| 00% 1 |315000317| 14| 7| 8243800255000 -7.8%| 0 NAl 0O NA | 2|110,300
MCKENZIEVALLEY | 65 | 19 | 4 | 8| -33.3% 5 |278,900] 93| 41| 18| 13|185,500145,000/ 12%| o0 NAl O NA | 3101700
| PLEASNTHLLIOAK Jus0 | 30 | 7 | 17| 00%| o |136600] 143 | 89 | 41| 32)128509103500] 38%) of _ MAf o | _ naf 1]11e000)
SOUTH LANE 217 | 46 | 28 | 42 | 61.5%| 28 |134,400| 103 | 154 | 96| 60(142,800130,600| 9.6%| 4|146,400| 1 |250,000| | 64,100
VENETA/ELMIRA 90 | 25| 10 | 2| -88.2%| 9 |201,000 126 | 67 | 19| 16/197,100169,500 7.6%| o0 NAl 0 NA | 452200
JUNCTION CITY 77 | 23| 14 | 9| -50.0%| 15 |149,600| 83| 73| 43| 41|145100123,800| 7.0%| 0 NAl 1 | 55000| 344,500
[FLORENCE | 6| 2| o o] oow o o of 4] of 1] a000d 30000 -4ee%| of mal 0| wa| o] wa

* Due to possible reporting inconsistencies, Average Market Time should be used to analyze trends only. **Percent change in number of pending sales
compares March 2002 with March 2001. *** Appreciation percents based on a comparison of average price for the last 12 months with 12 months
before (04/01/01-03/31/02 with 04/01/00-03/31/01.)
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This graph shows the new
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closed sales in Lane

County, Oregon
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4. Douglas & Coos Counties _i&

RESIDENTIAL REVIEW: Douglas & Coos Counties, Oregon

Residential Market Highlights

March 2002 Reporting Period

Douglas County New Pending | Closed Average Median Average
Oregon Listings Sales Sales Sales Price | Sales Price Market Time*
THIS March 2002 177 109 72 131,000 114,700 108
YEAR | vearToDate 524 276 190 129,100 113,200 118
LAST | March2001 179 86 83 130,300 112,500 152
YEAR [ vearToDate 531 235 197 123,900 106,300 160
Coos County New Pending | Closed Average Median Average
Oregon Listings Sales Sales Sales Price | Sales Price Market Time*
THIS March 2002 85 63 55 106,600 95,000 156
YEAR [ yearToDate 262 150 130 105,200 95,800 143
LAST | march2001 95 52 40 119,800 107,000 132
YEAR [ veartoDate 321 144 88 112,100 100,000 144

Douglas County March Residential Highlights

Activity in Douglas County encompassed a shift
down by 13.3% in closed sales, a shift up by 26.7% in
pending sales, and a slight 1.1% drop in new listings,
when comparing March 2002 to March 2001.

Douglas County First Quarter Report

The first quarter of 2001, when compared to the
first quarter of 2002 shows an increase of 17.5% in
the number of pending sales. New listings and closed
sales fell by 1.3% and 3.6%, respectively.

Coos County March Residential Highlights

Coos County had an increase by 37.5% in the num-
ber of closed sales comparing March 2002 to March
2001. At the same time, the number for pending sales
grew by 21.2% and new listings dropped 10.5%.

Coos County First Quarter Report

Closed sales increased by 47.7% when comparing
the first quarter of 2002 to the first quarter of 2002.
New listings, meanwhile, fell by 18.1% and pending
sales rose 4.2%.
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Douglas & Coos Counties, Oregon

RESIDENTIAL COMMERCIAL] ~ LAND | MULTIFAMILY
Area Current Month Year-To-Date Year-To-Date| Year-To-Date] Year-To-Date
35, ) B, ® w|s52|8 o |3 © 3 )
Report 38| g2k 38 2I_E|8:]8 o2 [8] o2 8] o8
n n = N o £ =2 3¢ [T a |85 o A o o s
08 BB HE, 25 B Bal|es|_Slsn 25 184 8% |80 | 82|32 B% |2 B2 |3 8%
5% 5828|535 28 |85 2% |22|38|53 58 (822|835 25| 8 s |8 g% |8 es
L2585 3|85| 2 (o8| 2 S |22|128|88| S 68| z8 |=8 |27 |8 28 |8 =8 |5l 28
ROSEBURG
NORTHEAST 73] 20 5| 11| 57.1%| 4|155,200] 49| 59| 28| 12.0%| 20 |138,800/123,000 17.4%| 1|114,000| 1| 106,000 1| 87,000
ROSEBURG |~ | "1 """ T "1V "1V " T"1V """ I "1 """~ 1 "1 1 11 7
NORTHWEST 76| 19 5| 17| 70.0%| 19|163,400 110| 58| 43| 59.3%| 36 |157,500/136,000 -9.7%| 1 |1,000000| 8| 101,600] 0 NA
ROSEBURG | | T T "1 1 "V U 1 U0 1 1 ¢t "+ 1
SOUTHEAST 56| 12 3| 12]200.0%| 6| 86,300 110 | 42| 26| 73.3%| 14 [100,400| 94,500| -4.2%| 0 NA| 3| 24,900 © NA
RoseBURG | 1T T "1 T VT 1 "1 " 7T "1 " 1" 1" I""""T71 "711 7
SOUTHWEST 49| 15| 4| 7(-30.0%| 7(130,800| 47| 43| 21|-16.0%| 19 |152,300{147,900] 1.0%| 0 NA| 2| 135,000 1| 108,500
cLbEgEASTOE, | T [T "1 1 1TV 0TV 1 [ 1 [ " 1 || |
ROSEBURG 500 9 4| 3| 00% 3148800 51| 28| 11[175.0%| 9 [159,400(160,000/ -0.6%| O NA| 4| 90,600] 0 NA
SUTHERLNGN | | T [T " "1 "1V 1"V """ I"~"1" """+ 1" """ 1 T+ 7
of ROSEBURG 174 36| 26| 20| 11.1%| 7|141,500| 66| 107| 42|-12.5%| 27 |128,100|125,000[ 2.7%| 1|325,000| 7| 42,900 0 NA
wnstonesw | T T "t 1Tt T 1 "ttt |1 1
of ROSEBURG 88| 20 6| 11| 57.1%| 9|118,200 151| 51| 30| 57.9%| 19 [113,100/105,000/-11.6%| 0 NA| 3| 56,700] 0 NA
MYRTLE CRK & S
SE of ROSEBG 152| 31| 12| 20| 17.6%| 13|106,200{ 148 | 92| 52| 13.0%| 31(109,100| 92,000 15.0%| 2| 35,800| 9| 104,700| 0 NA
GREEN
DISTRICT 54/ 15 7| 8|-20.0% 4| 97,800 144| 44| 23|-11.5%| 15| 90,900/ 95,000, 6.8%| 0 NA| O NA| O NA
DOUGLAS CO.
TOTALS 772| 177 72| 109| 26.7%| 72|131,000{ 108 | 524| 276| 17.4%| 190 {129,100|113,200, 1.5%| 5|302,100| 37| 82,200| 2| 97,800
CO0S
COUNTY 462| 85| 36| 63| 21.2%| 55106,600 156 | 262| 150 4.2%| 130 |105,200| 95,800, 0.2%| 4 {175,000 19| 75,400 9| 217,800

*Due to possible reporting inconsistencies, Average Market Time should be used to analyze trends only. **Percents based on a comparison of
average price for the last 12 mos. with 12 mos. before (04/01/01-03/31/02 with 04/01/00-03/31/01.) *** Percent change in number of pending sales this
year compared to last year. In Monthly section, comparison is March 2002 with March 2001. Year-To-Date compares January through March 2002
with January through March 2001.
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Corporate

825 NE Multnomah, Suite 270
Portland, OR 97232
(503) 236-7657
Fax: (503) 230-0689

Southern Oregon

1604 NE Vine Street #2
Roseburg, OR 97470
(541) 673-3571
Fax: (541) 673-6581

Southwest Washington

1514 Broadway, Suite 101
PO Box 61776
Vancouver, WA 98666
(360) 696-0718
Fax: (360) 696-9342

Lane County

2139 Centennial Plaza
PO Box 171
Eugene, OR 97401
(541) 686-2885
Fax: (541) 484-3854

QUARTERLY CLOSINGS - Metro Portland, Oregon

The statistics presented in iggg -
Market Action are compiled 2000 I - |
monthly based on figures 6500 ]
generated by RMLS™, 6000 bl B e B R
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land, Oregon metropolitan 4500 |-
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This graph represents closed sales by quarter for the Portland, Oregon metropolitan area.
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