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Task Force Role

Advise the THPRD Board

1. Should the board refer a replacement bond request to voters 
in May 2026?

2. What's the right mix for replacement versus new projects in 
the bond?

3. Are the proposed categories and the project mix correct?



Vision for 2026 Replacement Bond

Use our guiding documents and 
asset inventory to prioritize projects 
that meet the community’s needs 
and balance environmental and 
financial sustainability.



Goals for Tonight

1. Review Recreation Center / Pool Comparisons 

2. Discuss if a new facility makes sense in the bond package

3. Follow Up Discussion Items from Meeting # 1 
• Measure 47 / 50 History
• Compression 
• 1994 Bond Measure Information
• Review Historical Voter History/Measure Information

4. Review/Discuss Bond Categories 



Agenda Items # 1 & # 2
Reviewing Rec Center and Pool Facility Comparisons 
Discussion Items
• Who did we compare THPRD to? Cities of Hillsboro & 

Portland; and Bend & Tacoma Park & Rec Districts

• What did we compare?: # of Recreation Centers and 
Pools

• What is included in the comparisons? Senior Centers 
and Nature Centers

• What is NOT included in the comparisons? Historical 
buildings, single purpose sport facilities (tennis, 
pickleball, arts centers, etc.)  



How many Rec Centers does THPRD have 
compared to peers?

Population divided by # 
of Recreation Centers:​

• Hillsboro: 22,067​
• THPRD: 45,000
• Bend: 54,254​
• Tacoma: 55,700​
• Portland: 70,638

Summary: 
THPRD is comparatively
well situated for # of 
centers per population.* Data is comparing recreation centers not other types of spaces like dedicated arts centers, 

historic buildings, or single purpose sports buildings (swim centers, tennis, pickleball etc.)



How many pools does THPRD have compared 
to peers?

Population Divided by 
# of Pools

• THPRD: 33,750
• Bend: 36,170
• Tacoma: 44,560
• Hillsboro: 55,170
• Portland: 57,795

Summary: 
THPRD  is comparatively
well situated for # of 
pools per population.



What’s THPRD’s year-round pool capacity 
compared to peers?

Population Divided by 
# of Year-Round Pools

• THPRD: 45,000
• Bend: 54,254
• Tacoma: 74,266
• Hillsboro: 110,331
• Portland: 158,937

Summary: THPRD is 
comparatively well 
situated for # of pools 
per population.



Does a new facility make sense in this bond?

Rec Center & Pool Comparisons: Data doesn't 
indicate need.

Existing Capital Replacement Needs: Current 
needs exceed $280 million projection.  (Current 
capital needs exceed $300 million) 

Operating Funds do Not Exist:  2024 levy did not 
contemplate operating a new facility in next 10 
years.

Public Support is for Repair/Replace:  Levy Task 
Force recommendation and early polling info.

Staff do not advise we consider 
a new facility as part of the 
2026 replacement bond

We can continue discussion on other ideas 
for future NEW facility funding.



Agenda Items # 1 and # 2 Review 

Questions or Comments

Rec Centers or Pool Comparisons 

Why staff are recommending we not 
consider a NEW facility in the bond 
measure



Agenda Item # 3

• Measure 47 / 50 History

• Compression 

• 1994 Bond Measure Information

• Review Historical Voter History/ 
Measure Information

Follow Up Items from Meeting #1



1990's Property Tax Changes

Tax Reform Measures

• Pre-Measure 5: Pure levy system. Each govt. Calculated tax 
levy based on budget need.  Assessed on RMV no concept of 
AV. Levies limited to 6% growth.  More than 6% required 
voter approval.

• Measure 5 (1990) Limit $10 per $1K of RMV for general govt. 
Taxes & $5 per $1K of RMV for schools. Cut tax rates an 
average of 51% from 90-91 levels.

• Measure 47 (Nov 96) Repealed before took effect

• Measure 50 (Nov 97) Legislative Fix to 47



Measure 50 Changes

Source: https://www.oregon.gov/DOR/programs/gov-
research/Documents/303-405-1.pdf

• Goal: Reduce property taxes in 97-98 and control future 
growth.

• Established Permanent Rates.
• Reduced property taxes to 90% of 95-96 rates for each 

property.
• Established AV for taxing purposes vs. RMV
• Limited the yearly growth of AV to 3% AND new area 

(annexation or development)
• Rolled ALL of the existing taxes into the new rate (so 

existing LEVY got into the new rate)

https://www.oregon.gov/DOR/programs/gov-research/Documents/303-405-1.pdf
https://www.oregon.gov/DOR/programs/gov-research/Documents/303-405-1.pdf
https://www.oregon.gov/DOR/programs/gov-research/Documents/303-405-1.pdf
https://www.oregon.gov/DOR/programs/gov-research/Documents/303-405-1.pdf
https://www.oregon.gov/DOR/programs/gov-research/Documents/303-405-1.pdf
https://www.oregon.gov/DOR/programs/gov-research/Documents/303-405-1.pdf
https://www.oregon.gov/DOR/programs/gov-research/Documents/303-405-1.pdf


Measure 50 History and Legacy

• Permanent Tax Rates Established: Created permanent tax rates for the 
roughly 1,400 taxing districts.

• Established "Operating Taxes": Tax system modified from the use of levy-
based system to a rate-based system to calculate taxes.  Property taxes 
now become known as “operating taxes” and are used to fund the general 
operating budgets of the taxing districts.

• Local Option Levies: Retained as they represent the only way for taxing 
districts to raise operating revenue beyond their permanent rate.  Measure 
50 envisioned local option levies as a “tool for local control” of tax rates.  



Compression Information

Affect of compression on levies and bonds 

Pre –2024 Levy compression ~ $15k

Post 2024 levy compression $700k+

So, not an issue for BTF work but an issue 
the district must watch for levies and 
annual operating budgets.



1994 Bond Measure Info/History

• $25.9 million

• 22 cents per $1k

• Built:
• Conestoga
• Athletic Center

• First bonds issued in 
1995; paid off by 2015



Election Timing Question

We looked at the past decade of $ measures in Washington County for 
even year elections.

39 measures total.  34 were approved. (87% passage rate)

• 13 were renewals of prior levies/bonds.  All passed.

• 7 were proposed increases to existing taxes.  All but 
one passed.  (Cornelius gas tax doubling failed.)

• 19 were NEW.  All but 4 passed.  (failures were 2 gas taxes, 
Tigard 1st effort at a levy, and Metro's transportation payroll tax (which 
had well-funded opposition).



Election Timing Question

May 2024 May 2022 Nov 2022 May 2020

• Banks School Bond
• Metro Zoo Bond
• Tigard Public Safety 

Levy
• THPRD Park Levy
• TVF&R Levy
• Banks Public Safety 

Levy

• Beaverton School 
District Bond

• Washington County 
Public Safety Levy

• Hillsboro Public Safety 
Parks Levy

• Forest Grove Public 
Safety, Parks and 
Library Levy

• Metro Parks Levy
• Tualatin Parks Bond
• Forest Grove School 

District Bond
• PCC Bond
• Beaverton School 

District Bond

• Washington County 
Library Levy

• Tigard Public Safety 
Levy

• Washington County 
Public Safety Levy

• Metro SHS Income Tax

Recent Examples of Levy / Bond asks on Same Election that ALL Successfully Passed in Washington County

What about a May election versus a November election?
May victories averaged 64.51% and November victories averaged 60.96%.  This is a 3.55% difference.



Agenda Item # 3 Review 

Questions or Comments

Follow up from Meeting #1 on:
• Measure 5 / 47 / 50 History

• Compression 

• 1994 Bond Measure Information

• Review Historical Voter History/ Measure 
Information



Agenda Item # 4

Connected 
Trails

Accessible 
& Safe

Environmental 
Stewardship

Buildings & 
Facilities

Recreation, Parks 
& Community 

Spaces

Proposed Bond Categories



Proposed bond categories
Connected Trails
Regional and other trails in natural or travel corridors



Proposed bond categories
Accessible & Safe 
ADA, safety, infrastructure, IT upgrades



Proposed bond categories
Environmental Stewardship 
Natural areas, sustainability/climate upgrades



Proposed bond categories
Buildings & Facilities 
Indoor spaces, including pools



Proposed bond categories
Recreation, Parks & Community Spaces 
Developed outdoor spaces including sports facilities



Agenda Item #4 Review

Questions or Comments

Bond Categories



Bond Task Force Questions

At the conclusion of these meetings, we need your 
thoughts on the following questions:

1. Should the board refer a replacement bond request 
to voters in May 2026?

2. What's the right mix for replacement versus new 
projects in the bond?

3. Are the proposed categories and the project mix 
correct?



Questions / Discussion
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