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BACKGROUND
During the fall of 2018, the PES District 115 Board of Education asked the voters in the school
district to consider a referendum to build a new elementary school and renovate some of the
existing schools. That referendum was not approved.
To help determine whether or not to propose a new referendum that could be voted on in
March 2020, the Board of Education decided during their March 2019 meeting to undertake a
scientific Community Survey of registered voters to better understand the reasons for and
against the November 2018 referendum and to seek community input about a possible new
referendum. The Board of Education asked us to assist with this Community Survey, which was
conducted during May-July 2019.
We considered four different modes of administration for the Community Survey – face-to-face
interviews, the internet, mail, and telephone. After considering the cost, time, and personnel
required to administer each of these types of surveys and in consultation with the PES
Superintendent and President of the School Board, we decided that a mail survey would be the
most efficient and economical mode of administration and that it would generate credible and
useful results.
A mail survey uses a printed questionnaire that is sent out to a scientific sample of respondents
who are asked to complete the questionnaire and then return it by mail. A cover letter
explaining the purpose, sponsorship, and importance of the survey and a stamped and
addressed envelope for returning the questionnaire are usually provided. In addition, an
incentive is often included and has been shown to help increase response rates. Mail surveys
are relatively easy and straightforward to implement. However, an important concern is the
typically low response rate. Consequently, we designed the methodology of the Community
Survey as described below to help generate as high of a response rate as possible.
It is our understanding that the results from the Community Survey will be combined with input
from a community advisory group and other community feedback to help guide the Board of
Education’s decision-making process and engage the community in resolving the aging buildings
issue. The Community Survey methodology and results are described below.
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METHODOLOGY
Population of Interest
The sample selection process began by identifying the population of interest as all registered
voters in PES District 115 because they were the ones that would have the opportunity to
consider any future referendum. Consequently, a list of all registered voters in PES District 115
was obtained by the PES Superintendent from the Bureau County Clerk’s office in April 2019.
This list contained 8812 registered voters.
Sample Size
Sample size was determined using standard sample size calculations which included setting the
confidence level at 95% with a confidence interval of +/- 5% (metrics considered standard and
appropriate for a survey like the Community Survey). Using these parameters, we determined
that a sample of at least 368 responses from a population of 8812 would generate overall data
at a 95% confidence level though subgroup data (defined by sex, age-group, residence, etc.) –
depending on the size of the subgroup – would be less precise. To take into consideration nonresponse typical in a mailed community survey, we rounded the 368 to 400 and multiplied that
number by three to yield a final sample size of 1200. Our goal was to obtain at least 400
completed questionnaires (a 33% response rate).
Sample Selection
We used the list of 8812 registered voters ordered alphabetically by name to select a
systematic sample of 1200 registered voters using a random start. All registered voters had an
equal probability of being selected.
Questionnaire Development
We developed a draft questionnaire based on our expertise and input from the PES Board of
Education, the PES Superintendent, and a review of similar questionnaires (including the
questions used by the LaSalle-Peru High School District in 2016 to guide their decision about
school renovations and upgrades). The PES Board of Education approved the draft
questionnaire on May 8 after making wording changes to Q8 and Q9. Unfortunately, the
changes made to Q9 made the data from this question difficult to interpret.
A copy of the final questionnaire is in Appendix A. It contains 11 questions. Questions 1-4
assessed sex, age group, whether or not the respondent had children or grandchildren
attending PES District 115 schools, and home ownership status. Questions 5 and 6 assessed
whether or not the respondent voted in the November 6, 2018 election and whether or not the
respondent voted in favor of or against the PES District 115 referendum. Questions 7-9
assessed reasons for voting in favor of or against the referendum and features that would
influence support for a new referendum. Question 10 assessed how the respondent would
most like to learn about a new referendum. Question 11 provided an opportunity for
respondents to offer qualitative comments for the PES Board of Education to consider.
To make sure that the data reflected the most important and highest priority concerns or issues
of each respondent and thus was most useful to the PES School District Board of Education,
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respondents were asked to select only one response to each question. While this was
potentially difficult for some respondents particularly with respect to questions 7-9, nearly all
managed to comply with this request. For the very few respondents who selected multiple
responses to a question, we randomly selected one of their responses as the response of
record.
Confidentiality
The Community Survey was a confidential survey. This means that responses were not linked
to the names of the respondents. The data file has no identifying information in it. The
Community Survey was NOT an anonymous survey. By definition, in an anonymous survey no
one knows the names or other identifying information of the respondents at any point in the
survey process. Obviously, it is not possible to do an anonymous mail survey since names and
addresses are necessary to get the questionnaire to potential respondents.
Questionnaire Numbers
Following standard survey administration procedures for confidential surveys, we stamped a
number from 1 to 1200 on each questionnaire. We used this number solely to track which
questionnaires were returned since we expected from the start to do multiple mailings and we
wanted to avoid sending multiple questionnaires to people who already responded. This would
have been an unnecessary burden to them and an unnecessary expense to PES District 115.
The tracking of responses was done solely by us, not by anyone on the PES District Board of
Education or at the PES District Office. We never shared the list of respondents or nonrespondents with the PES District Board of Education or PES District Office. This would have
been both unethical and a violation of the trust placed in us by the PES Board of Education and
the respondents to conduct a scientific, high-quality confidential survey. We destroyed the list
of respondents and non-respondents once data analysis was completed consistent with
standard survey administration procedures.
Unfortunately, 18 of the 453 (4.0%) respondents cut-off or marked out the stamped number on
their questionnaire. While their responses were recorded like all other responses in the data
file, when the second mailing was done, they received an unnecessary second questionnaire
because we were unable to exclude them from the second mailing list. This meant that these
18 respondents could have potentially responded twice. We believe the likelihood of this
happening was minimal and such a very small number of duplicate responses would not have
biased the data in any meaningful or significant way anyhow, but we felt it was important to
acknowledge the possibility of this happening.
Raffle
Based on standard survey administration procedures, a raffle was used to incentivize and
encourage participation. The raffle was for three $100 Princeton Chamber of Commerce gift
certificates. These gift certificates were donated by a supporter of PES District 115. No tax
dollars were used. Information was included about the raffle when the questionnaire was
mailed to potential respondents. They were asked to fill out a separate form with their name,
telephone number, and address and either mail it back to the PES District Office in a separate
envelope from the one used to return the questionnaire or to drop it off at the PES District
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Office (Appendix B). This process was used to keep the questionnaire responses separate from
the identifying information on the raffle form though many respondents returned the raffle
form along with their questionnaire in the same envelope. The total number of raffle forms
returned was 213. Three were randomly selected out of a large bucket on July 15, 2019 by PES
District Office staff and the winners were notified shortly thereafter.
Survey Administration
The first mailing occurred on May 23, 2019. Each potential respondent received a cover letter
signed by the President of the Board of Education and Superintendent (see Appendix C), a copy
of the final questionnaire, information about the raffle, and a stamped and addressed envelope
for returning the questionnaire. Respondents were asked to return their completed
questionnaire by June 10, 2019. A total of 370 responses were received from the first mailing.
The scientific literature indicates that a second mailing is typically necessary and can help raise
response rates. Consequently, on June 18, 2019 a second mailing was sent to all sampled
registered voters who had not yet returned a completed questionnaire. Respondents were
asked to return their completed questionnaire by July 2, 2019. A total of 83 responses were
received from the second mailing.
From May 28 through July 15, 2019, we visited the PES District Offices every few days to pick up
survey-related materials. This included completed questionnaires, raffle forms, and
questionnaires returned by the post office because the addressee no longer lived at the
address. PES District staff did not open or view any of the survey-related mail.
A total of 92 questionnaires were “returned to sender” and were then considered ineligible
respondents. Because most people do not notify the County Clerk’s office when they change
addresses, it is not surprising that there were some inaccuracies in the sampling frame. The
ineligible respondents were subtracted from the original sample size of 1200 for a final sample
size of 1108.
Response Rate
The response rate for the survey was calculated by dividing the number of returned
questionnaires (n=453) by the number of eligible respondents (n=1108) and then multiplying by
100. Thus, the final response rate was 41% - a very good response rate for a mailed survey such
as this. Indeed, the scientific literature suggests that a typical response rate from a mailed
survey similar to this one typically ranges from 30% to 35%. We exceeded that expectation as
well as our goal of a 33% response rate.
Data File and Analysis
We included all returned questionnaires in the data file. No questionnaires with any
quantitative or qualitative response were excluded. We entered the data on a flow basis and
then re-entered all the data to confirm accuracy. Data analysis was conducted using Epi Info
7.0. Epi Info was developed by the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) and is
available at no cost for analysis of survey data.
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Percentages and 95% confidence intervals were calculated for all variables. The 95%
confidence intervals provide a measure of the precision or stability for each percentage. Most
confidence intervals based on cell sizes exceeding 200 are within plus/minus five percentage
points of the estimate which was the level of precision the sample was designed for and a level
of precision standard for this type of survey. However, the confidence intervals around
subgroups with less than 200 members exceed plus/minus five percentage points. Data for the
very smallest subgroups with <20 members are not shown, because of the lack of stability of
these estimates.
Confidence intervals also were used to identify statistically significant differences between
subgroups of registered voters. Only statistically significant differences between subgroups are
highlighted in this report. Note that in some instances small cell sizes limit the ability to detect
statistically significant differences even when estimates are disparate.
Weighting
Based on standard survey data analysis procedures, the data were weighted to adjust for
differences in the final sample and the available known population parameters. More
specifically, the data were weighted by sex (male/female) and the results of November 6, 2018
referendum vote (in favor of/against). All percentages presented in this report are weighted
values. All subgroup sizes (n) are unweighted values.
Generalizability of Results
Because of the scientific sampling processes, the high final response rate, and the weighting
process, the results of the Community Survey are representative of the registered voters in PES
District 115.
Qualitative Results
Questions 7-10 each included a response option that asked respondents to provide comments
and question 11 provided an opportunity for respondents to provide any additional comments
they wished to share with the PES District 115 school board. These qualitative responses are
provided verbatim in Appendix D.
Non-Sampled Questionnaires
Because of the community’s interest in the referendum issue and to make sure that all
community members that wanted to be heard had a chance to be heard, the PES District Board
of Education and Superintendent decided prior to the first mailing that any registered voter in
the PES District who was not selected as part of the scientific sample could come by the PES
District Office to pick up a questionnaire or ask to have one mailed to them. These
questionnaires were printed on yellow paper to make sure that they were easily distinguished
from the questionnaires mailed to the scientific sample. They also did not have a number
stamped on them. Otherwise, they were the same as the questionnaires mailed to the
scientific sample. A total of 12 of these extra yellow questionnaires were submitted. The
responses from each of the 12 questionnaires were included in their own data file and analyzed
separately from the responses from the scientific sample. This was necessary to avoid
5

invalidating the scientific sample. A summary of all the results from these non-sampled
questionnaires are included in Appendix E.
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RESULTS
Demographics of the Respondents
Overall, 52.8% of the respondents were female and 47.2% were male (Table 1). This
distribution is consistent with the distribution of females (52.9%) and males (47.1%) in the
sampling frame of all PES District 115 registered voters. More than 75% of all respondents
were 45 years of age or older and 42.4% of all respondents were 65 years of age or older.
Overall, 88.3% owned the place where they currently lived and 73.2% did not have children or
grandchildren attending PES District 115 schools. Age group, residence, and having children or
grandchildren attending PES schools did not vary significantly by sex.
Voted in Favor of or Against the Referendum
Among those who voted in favor of or against the referendum in the November 6, 2018
election, overall 47.8% voted in favor of the referendum and 52.2% voted against it (Table 2).
This distribution is consistent with the results from the November 6, 2018 election in which
48.1% of voters voted in favor of the referendum and 51.9% voted against the referendum.
Registered voters 25-44 years of age (67.9%) were significantly more likely to vote in favor of
the referendum than those 45-64 years of age (43.4%) and those 65 years of age or older
(42.5%). Registered voters who had children or grandchildren attending PES schools (63.9%)
also were significantly more likely to vote in favor of the referendum than those who did not
(41.5%). Voting in favor of or against the referendum did not vary significantly by sex or
residence.
Most Important Reason for Voting in Favor of the Referendum
Among those who voted in favor of the referendum, overall 25.2% of registered voters selected
“the existing buildings do not provide an adequate educational environment for today’s
students” as the most important reason for voting in favor of the referendum (Table 3).
Further, 23.1% selected “the cost to renovate existing buildings was more than the cost of the
referendum” and 21.0% selected “a new school would have been good for the economic and
long-term growth of our community” as the most important reason for voting in favor of the
referendum. These three response options were selected as the most important reasons for
voting in favor of the referendum by nearly every subgroup.
Most Important Reason for Voting Against the Referendum
Among those who voted against the referendum, overall 54.5% of registered voters selected
“the increase in property taxes was excessive” as the most important reason for voting against
the referendum (Table 4). In addition, 21.0% selected “some other reason” as the most
important reason for voting against the referendum. A review of the qualitative comments
provided by 39 of the respondents who selected “some other reason” reveals that many
comments referenced a cost-related concern (Appendix D). None of the other response
options were selected as the most important reason for voting against the referendum by more
than 6% of the respondents overall. This pattern of responses was consistent across all
subgroups.
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One Feature Having the Biggest Influence on Support for a New Referendum
Overall, 24.7% of registered voters selected “I will not support it” as their response to the
question asking about the one feature of a new plan that would have the biggest influence on
their support of a new referendum (Table 5). This response option was selected more often
than any other response option by both males and females, those 45-64 years of age and 65
years of age or older, by those who owned or rented the place where they live, and by those
who did not have children or grandchildren attending PES schools. Unfortunately, possibly
because of the change in question wording, the response option “something else” was selected
by 19.6% of registered voters overall as the one feature of a new plan that would have the
biggest influence on their support of a new referendum. A review of the qualitative comments
provided by 82 of the respondents who selected “something else” reveals that many comments
refer to a tax increase or other cost-related issue (Appendix D). Overall, 16.2% of registered
voters selected “the cost for any new land needed” as the one feature of a new plan that would
have the biggest influence on their support of a new referendum. This pattern of responses
was the same for males, females, those aged 45-64 years of age and those 65 years of age or
older, those who owned the place where they live, and those who did not have children or
grandchildren attending PES schools.
How to Learn About a New Referendum
Overall, nearly half (47.1%) of registered voters most preferred to learn about a new
referendum through newspaper articles (Table 6). This was true not only overall but also for
males and females, those 45-64 years of age and 65 year of age or older, those who owned the
place where they live, and those who did and did not have children or grandchildren attending
PES schools. Overall, 16.3% of registered voters and 15.1% of registered voters most preferred
to learn about a new referendum through flyers and brochures and through social media,
respectively.
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SUMMARY
In summary, the Community Survey indicated that:
• 47.8% of registered voters voted in favor of the referendum and 52.2% voted against
the referendum. Registered voters 25-44 years of age (67.9%) were significantly more
likely to vote in favor of the referendum than those 45-64 years of age (43.4%) and
those 65 years of age or older (42.5%).
• Registered voters who had children or grandchildren attending PES schools (63.9%)
were significantly more likely to vote in favor of the referendum than those who did not
(41.5%).
• Voting in favor of or against the referendum did not vary significantly by sex or
residence.
• Among those who voted in favor of the referendum, “the existing buildings do not
provide an adequate educational environment for today’s students,” “the cost to
renovate existing buildings was more than the cost of the referendum,” and “a new
school would have been good for the economic and long-term growth of our
community” were the most important reasons for voting in favor of the referendum.
• Among those who voted against the referendum, “the increase in property taxes was
excessive” was by far the most important reason for voting against the referendum.
• About one quarter of registered voters selected “I will not support it” as their response
to the question asking about the one feature of a new plan that would have the biggest
influence on their support of a new referendum.
• Nearly half (47.1%) of registered voters most preferred to learn about a new
referendum through newspaper articles.
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Table 1: Percentage of respondents by sex, age group, residence, and whether or not they had children or grandchildren attending PES schools
Sex
Total (%)
Female (%)
Male (%)
Total
52.8
47.2
(48.1-57.3)1
(42.4-51.7)
[n=282]
[n=162]
Age Group
18-24 years
2.7
3.0
2.5
(1.6-4.6)
(1.2-6.1)
(0.8-5.5)
25-44 years
19.4
19.4
19.3
(15.9-23.2)
(14.4-25.0)
(14.1-25.2)
45-64 years
35.5
35.7
35.4
(31.1-40.0)
(29.5-42.1)
(28.6-42.0)
65 years or older
42.4
41.8
42.9
(37.9-47.0)
(35.2-48.2)
(36.0-49.8)
Total
100.0
100.0
100.0
[n=448]
[n=282]
[n=162]
Residence
Own
88.3
87.3
89.7
(85.1-91.0)
(82.1-91.1)
(85.0-93.6)
Rent
8.0
8.8
6.8
(5.7-10.7)
(5.3-13.0)
(3.7-11.0)
Neither own or rent
3.7
3.9
3.6
(2.2-5.7)
(1.8-7.2)
(1.4-6.8)
Total
100.0
100.0
100.0
[n=448]
[n=281]
[n=162]
Had children or grandchildren
attending PES schools
Yes
26.8
28.1
24.9
(22.7-30.8)
(22.2-34.1)
(18.8-31.0)
No
73.2
71.9
75.1
(68.9-77.1)
(65.9-77.8)
(68.5-80.7)
Total
100.0
100.0
100.0
[n=449]
[n=282]
[n=162]
1
95% confidence interval.
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Table 2: Among those who voted in the November 6, 2018 election, the percentage who voted in favor of or against the referendum, by sex, age group, residence, and
whether or not they had children or grandchildren attending PES schools
Voted in favor of
Voted against the
the referendum (%)
referendum (%)
Total (%)
Total
47.8
52.2
100.0
(42.8-52.6)1
(47.1-57.0)
[n=387]
Sex
Female
48.3
51.7
100.0
(41.2-55.7)
(44.3-58.8)
[n=235]
Male
48.4
51.6
100.0
(41.1-55.8)
(44.2-58.9)
[n=148]
Age Group
18-24 years
----2
-----[n=10]
25-44 years
67.9
32.1
100.0
(56.4-79.2)
(20.8-43.6)
[n=71]
45-64 years
43.4
56.6
100.0
(34.8-52.1)
(47.1-64.5)
[n=132]
65 years or older
42.5
57.5
100.0
(35.1-50.2)
(49.8-64.9)
[n=173]
Residence
Own
45.6
54.4
100.0
(40.4-50.8)
(49.2-59.6)
[n=347]
Rent
65.0
35.0
100.0
(44.3-82.8)
(17.2-55.7)
[n=28]
Neither own or rent
------[n=12]
Had children or grandchildren
attending PES schools
Yes
63.9
36.1
100.0
(54.5-73.2)
(26.8-45.5)
[n=113]
No
41.5
58.5
100.0
(35.6-47.4)
(52.2-64.1)
[n=274]
1
95% confidence interval.
2
Subgroup <20 members. Data not shown.

11

Table 3: Among those who voted in favor of the referendum, the percentage of registered voters who selected each option as the most important reason, by sex, age group,
residence, and whether or not they had children or grandchildren attending PES schools

Total
Sex
Female
Male
Age Group
18-24 years
25-44 years
45-64 years
65 years or older
Residence
Own
Rent
Neither own or rent
Had children or
grandchildren
attending PES schools
Yes
No

(%)

(%)

8.2
(4.6-13.1)

21.0
(15.0-27.2)

The cost to
renovate existing
buildings (around
$40 million) was
more than the cost
of the $35 million
referendum (%)
23.1
(17.0-29.6)

5.5
(1.8-12.1)
6.8
(2.5-13.8)

7.0
(2.4-13.5)
9.5
(3.9-16.6)

16.4
(9.3-25.2)
25.7
(16.8-35.5)

21.9
(13.7-31.2)
24.3
(15.8-34.3)

17.2
(10.2-26.4)
14.9
(7.8-23.2)

0.8
(0.0-3.9)
0.0

100.0
[n=128]
100.0
[n=74]

---2

---

---

---

---

---

---

34.1
(20.4-48.4)
21.4
(11.6-34.4)
22.3
(13.1-33.1)

9.2
(2.3-20.0)
7.3
(2.0-17.3)
3.7
(0.3-9.6)

12.2
(3.5-22.7)
8.2
(2.0-17.3)
4.7
(0.9-11.5)

15.8
(6.1-27.8)
26.6
(15.8-40.3)
20.7
(12.0-31.6)

16.3
(6.1-27.8)
25.8
(14.4-38.4)
26.4
(16.4-37.6)

12.2
(3.5-22.7)
10.7
(4.0-21.9)
21.3
(12.0-31.6)

0.0

1.0
(0.0-4.9)

--[n=7]
100.0
[n=50]
100.0
[n=63]
100.0
[n=82]

24.2
(17.6-31.5)
---

6.6
(3.1-11.3)
---

8.4
(4.4-13.7)
---

21.5
(15.4-28.8)
---

24.3
(17.6-31.5)
---

14.5
(8.9-20.3)
---

0.5
(0.0-2.3)
---

---

---

---

---

---

---

---

34.4
(22.8-46.3)
19.7
(12.4-27.5)

5.7
(0.9-12.4)
6.4
(2.5-12.1)

8.5
(2.4-16.3)
8.0
(3.6-14.3)

16.3
(8.4-27.1)
23.8
(16.1-32.3)

24.1
(14.1-35.4)
22.5
(14.6-30.4

9.9
(3.3-18.2)
19.7
(12.4-27.5)

1.1
(0.0-5.3)
0.0

The existing buildings
do not provide an
adequate educational
environment for
today’s students (%)
25.2
(18.9-31.9)1

My security and
safety concerns could
not be adequately
addressed in the
existing buildings (%)
6.1
(3.0-10.4)

I liked the idea of
reducing the number
of existing buildings
in the school district

31.2
(22.0-41.6)
18.9
(11.3-28.2)

A new school
would have been
good for the
economic and
long-term growth
of our community

Investing in
education is
almost always a
good thing (%)
16.0
(10.8-21.8)

Some
other
reason

(%)
0.4
(0.0-2.0)

0.0

Total (%)
100.0
[n=202]

100.0
[n=173]
--[n=20]
--[n=9]

100.0
[n=76]
100.0
[n=126]

1

95% confidence interval.
Subgroup <20 members. Data not shown.
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Table 4: Among those who voted against the referendum, the percentage of registered voters who selected each option as the most important reason, by sex, age group,
residence, and whether or not they had children or grandchildren attending PES schools

Total
Sex
Female
Male
Age Group
18-24 years
25-44 years
45-64 years
65 years or older
Residence
Own
Rent
Neither own or rent

The
increase in
property
taxes was
excessive

The purchase
of land was
unnecessary

The safety
and
security
features
were not
sufficient

I was
uncomfortable
with having
grades 3-8 in
the same
school building

The
existing
buildings
were good
enough

I did not
like the
location
that was
proposed

I did not
have enough
information
to support
the
referendum

4.0
(1.7-7.7)

I was
opposed to
demolishing
any of the
existing
school
buildings (%)
1.1
(0.1-3.6)

(%)

(%)

(%)

(%)

0.7
(0.0-2.7)

2.1
(0.5-5.0)

3.7
(1.4-7.0)

0.0

1.0
(0.0-3.7)
5.5
(1.7-11.5)

6.7
(2.3-12.8)
1.4
(0.0-5.6)

(%)

(%)

54.5
(42.1-61.3)1

2.8
(0.8-5.7)

The cost
for the
new land
was too
much (%)
5.3
(2.4-9.0)

55.8
(45.7-66.1)
53.4
(42.7-63.2)

2.9
(0.2-7.2)
2.7
(0.2-7.2)

6.7
(2.3-12.8)
4.1
(1.1-10.1)

1.4
(0.0-5.6)

2.9
(0.2-7.2)
1.4
(0.0-5.6)

---2

---

---

---

---

---

32.6
(13.9-54.9)
50.4
(38.9-62.4)
61.8
(50.8-70.9)

10.1
(1.1-29.2)
3.0
(0.3-9.3)
1.0
(0.0-3.7)

6.0
(0.1-22.8)
5.5
(1.5-13.1)
5.2
(1.7-11.5)

0.0

4.2
(0.0-15.4)
2.5
(0.0-7.2)
1.4
(0.0-5.6)

0.0
1.2
(0.0-4.8)
5.2
(1.7-11.5)

55.7
(48.2-62.8)
---

2.9
(0.9-6.1)
---

5.6
(2.6-9.5)
---

0.7
(0.0-2.9)
---

2.2
(0.6-5.3)
---

---

---

---

---

---

1.8
(0.0-7.2)
0.0

Some
other
reason

(%)

(%)

4.9
(2.1-8.3)

21.0
(15.5-27.2)

Total (%)
100.0
[n=181]

1.0
(0.0-3.7)
1.4
(0.0-5.6)

4.8
(1.1-10.1)
4.1
(1.1-10.1)

18.3
(11.3-27.5)
24.7
(16.4-34.2)

100.0
[n=104]
100.0
[n=73]

---

---

---

---

8.4
(0.1-22.8)
0.0

0.0

6.2
(2.3-12.8)

1.2
(0.0-4.8)
1.4
(0.0-5.6)

8.4
(0.1-22.8)
4.5
(0.8-11.2)
4.7
(1.1-10.1)

30.4
(10.7-50.2)
29.8
(19.4-41.0)
13.1
(6.5-20.4)

--[n=3]
100.0
[n=21]
100.0
[n=68]
100.0
[n=88]

2.5
(0.6-5.3)
---

3.7
(1.5-7.5)
---

0.7
(0.0-2.9)
---

4.7
(1.8-8.2)
---

21.1
(15.6-27.7)
---

---

---

---

---

---

100.0
[n=170]
--[n=8]
[n=3]

Had children or
grandchildren
attending PES schools
Yes
No

40.9
(25.6-57.9)
57.8
(49.7-65.5)

8.2
(1.6-20.9)
1.4
(0.2-4.4)

8.2
(1.6-20.9)
4.6
(1.8-8.8)

3.4
(0.1-13.5)
0.0

2.4
(0.0-9.0)
2.0
(0.4-5.4)

2.8
(0.1-13.5)
3.9
(1.4-7.9)

4.8
(0.1-13.5)
3.8
(1.4-7.9)

0.0
1.4
(0.2-4.4)

11.0
(2.9-24.2)
3.4
(1.0-7.1)

18.4
(7.5-33.5)
21.6
(15.6-28.9)

100.0
[n=36]
100.0
[n=145]

1

95% confidence interval.
Subgroup <20 members. Data not shown.
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Table 5: Percentage of registered voters who selected each option as the biggest influence on their support for a new referendum, by sex, age group, residence, and whether
or not they had children or grandchildren attending PES schools
The design and
The number of
layout of the
The location of
The cost for any
grades that
classrooms and
Safety and
I will not
the new school new land needed
would be in the
other facilities
security
Something
support it (%)
(%)
(%)
new school (%)
(%)
features (%)
else (%)
Total (%)
Total
24.7
9.4
16.2
10.0
8.3
11.9
19.6
100.0
(20.8-29.0)1
(6.8-12.3)
(13.0-20.0)
(7.4-13.1)
(6.0-11.2)
(9.0-15.2)
(16.0-23.6)
[n=429]
Sex
Female
21.9
10.3
17.3
12.2
8.0
12.4
17.7
100.0
(16.6-27.8)
(6.6-14.9)
(12.6-22.9)
(8.1-17.0)
(4.8-12.4)
(8.4-17.5)
(13.0-23.4)
[n=273]
Male
26.8
8.5
14.8
7.6
8.3
11.5
22.2
100.0
(20.7-33.6)
(4.8-13.0)
(9.8-20.2)
(4.0-11.8)
(4.8-13.0)
(7.2-16.7)
(16.5-28.7)
[n=151]
Age Group
18-24 years
---2
--------------[n=12]
25-44 years
7.0
6.9
12.7
15.9
12.6
23.8
21.0
100.0
(2.0-13.5)
(2.0-13.5)
(5.9-21.0)
(8.6-25.3)
(5.9-21.0)
(14.4-33.4)
(12.4-30.8)
[n=86]
45-64 years
25.5
10.4
16.6
12.4
5.6
7.4
22.0
100.0
(18.6-33.1)
(5.7-16.0)
(11.1-23.6)
(7.3-18.3)
(2.3-10.2)
(3.7-12.7)
(15.6-29.5)
[n=151]
65 years or older
32.5
8.3
18.2
5.8
7.7
10.3
17.2
100.0
(25.6-39.8)
(4.3-12.8)
(12.6-24.3)
(2.7-10.0)
(3.9-12.1)
(6.1-15.4)
(11.6-23.0)
[n=179]
Residence
Own
25.8
9.1
17.1
9.4
6.8
11.3
20.4
100.0
(21.4-30.2)
(6.6-12.4)
(13.6-21.2)
(6.8-12.7)
(4.6-9.7)
(8.4-14.8)
(16.5-24.6)
[n=376]
Rent
21.2
8.4
12.1
20.6
17.9
11.3
8.5
100.0
(8.7-37.9)
(0.7-19.7)
(3.3-27.4)
(8.7-37.9)
(6.8-34.5)
(1.9-23.7)
(0.7-19.7)
[n=36]
Neither own or rent
----------------[n=16]
Had children or
grandchildren attending
PES schools

Yes
No

7.3
(3.1-13.4)
31.0
(26.0-36.2)

9.3
(4.3-15.5)
9.4
(6.6-13.1)

20.4
(13.2-28.7)
14.7
(11.0-18.8)

11.4
(6.2-18.7)
9.5
(6.6-13.1)

13.6
(7.6-20.8)
6.4
(4.0-9.3)

19.7
(12.5-27.8)
9.0
(6.0-12.3)

18.3
(11.1-25.8)
20.0
(15.9-24.7)

100.0
[n=120]
100.0
[n=309]

1

95% confidence interval.
Subgroup <20 members. Data not shown.
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Table 6: Percentage of registered voters who would most prefer to learn about a new referendum via each of the options by sex, age group, residence, and whether or not
they had children or grandchildren attending PES schools
Through flyers
At community
Through radio
Through social media,
and brochures
In newspaper Some other way
forums (%)
programs (%)
such as Facebook (%)
(%)
articles (%)
(%)
Total (%)
Total
12.8
1.8
15.1
16.3
47.1
6.9
100.0
(9.9-16.1)1
(0.8-3.2)
(11.9-18.6)
(13.2-20.1)
(42.6-51.8)
(4.8-9.6)
[n=443]
Sex
Female
11.7
2.3
15.4
16.9
48.5
5.2
100.0
(7.8-16.6)
(0.7-5.0)
(10.8-20.4)
(12.3-22.4)
(41.9-55.1)
(2.7-8.9)
[n=279]
Male
14.3
1.2
14.6
15.5
45.5
8.9
100.0
(9.6-19.6)
(0.1-3.5)
(10.0-20.1)
(10.5-20.7)
(38.2-52.2)
(5.3-13.5)
[n=160]
Age Group
18-24 years
---2
------------[n=13]
25-44 years
9.2
0.8
45.2
15.0
22.4
7.5
100.0
(3.3-16.0)
(0.0-4.2)
(34.6-56.4)
(7.4-23.1)
(13.9-32.3)
(2.6-14.6)
[n=89]
45-64 years
15.9
1.7
10.3
16.0
45.4
10.6
100.0
(10.2-22.2)
(0.2-4.6)
(5.5-15.5)
(10.2-22.2)
(37.2-53.4)
(6.0-16.2)
[n=155]
65 years or older
12.8
1.7
3.8
17.2
60.5
4.0
100.0
(8.0-18.0)
(0.3-4.6)
(1.5-7.6)
(12.1-23.4)
(52.8-67.3)
(1.5-7.6)
[n=185]
Residence
Own
13.6
1.5
12.0
17.0
48.8
7.2
100.0
(10.3-17.1)
(0.6-3.0)
(9.0-15.4)
(13.6-21.0)
(43.7-53.5)
(5.0-10.2)
[n=388]
Rent
5.6
6.0
35.7
14.9
35.1
2.7
100.0
(0.1-15.3)
(0.7-19.7)
(19.8-53.5)
(5.0-31.1)
(19.8-53.5)
(0.0-10.3)
[n=37]
Neither own or rent
--------------[n=17]
Had children or grandchildren
attending PES schools

Yes
No

11.6
(6.2-18.6)
13.2
(9.9-17.3)

0.7
(0.0-3.2)
2.1
(0.8-4.0)

27.5
(19.1-36.0)
10.8
(7.8-14.6)

15.6
(9.6-23.6)
16.6
(12.9-21.0)

35.2
(26.1-44.2)
51.3
(45.8-56.6)

9.3
(4.2-15.4)
6.0
(3.8-8.9)

100.0
[n=121]
100.0
[n=322]

1

95% confidence interval.
Subgroup <20 members. Data not shown.

2

15

Appendix A
Questionnaire
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Appendix B
Raffle Form
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In appreciation for your participation in the Princeton Elementary School (PES) District 115 Community
Survey a raffle for three $100 Princeton Chamber of Commerce Gift Certificates is being held.
To participate in the raffle, please complete the form below and mail or bring it to
PES District 115
506 East Dover Road
Princeton, IL 61356

Name ____________________________________________ Telephone Number __________________
Address ______________________________________________________________________________

All raffle forms must be received by June 14, 2019. The winners will be announced on June 21, 2019.

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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Appendix C
Cover Letter
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Appendix D
Qualitative Responses
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Q7 – What was the one most important reason you voted in favor of the referendum?
Response option - Some other reason.
These are the verbatim responses received by those respondents who selected “Some other
reason” and chose to write in comments. Note that only 4 (2.0%) of the 202 respondents to
this question did this.
Want new school that houses preK-8th with all the safety measures.
Also wanted to attract new people to community with new school.
1-Is it a building that provides an adequate educational environment? 4-I believe this is untrue - higher
taxes in Bureau County and Illinois have people leaving. 5-I would like to see something that would
substantiate these amounts.
This was hard to pick 1, they all were important to me.
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Q8 – What was the one most important reason you voted against the referendum?
Response option - Some other reason.
These are the verbatim responses received by those respondents who selected “Some other
reason” and chose to write in comments. Note that 39 (21.5%) of the 181 respondents to this
question did this.
Let's spend our money on education -- cut back on sports.
Increase in property tax was excessive. I did not have enough information to support the referendum.
Cost of new school -- excessive.
This referendum was, in my opinion, competing with the criminal justice center proposal, which is a higher
priority.
Have to wonder if there are other options available that would not be so costly.
I do not vote for any tax increases ever.
Money should be spent educating children, not building.
Total cost were way too much. Learn to live within your means. Ag and Business cannot continue to fund
your extravagant wants.
The increase in property tax and the purchase of land was unnecessary.
I do not feel you were accurate in your tax increase estimate.
Insufficient financial justification was given for the proposal. No information was given showing how this
need was prioritized over other needs and used to base a new building on.
The cost of the new land was excessive for the location that was proposed.
Total cost was too much! I was not willing to pay $1400/yr for higher property taxes.
Taxes, existing buildings were good enough; opposed to demolishing any of the existing school buildings.
Not - the cost of the land was too much; I was uncomfortable with having grades 3-8 in the same school
building; I did not have enough information to support the referendum.
Don't ask my opinion and limit me to the responses you want to hear.
Already taxed enough, once it was implemented would my tax obligation decrease after a set time or was
the tax permanent. When taxes go up they never go down.
The amount is ridiculous! No reason it should cost so much! Find a contractor who will probably do as
good or better job for half the money (maybe try non-union) and I will be your biggest supporter!
Tell Bonucci NO TO $25,000 an acre. Its farm land $5000-$10,000 an acre is what good farm land sells for.
That is what that land is. No need to purchase land. Tell Bonucci to piss-off with that overpriced land.
Plus it’s a damn flood zone!! They need to close all the schools and have a K-8 grade school combined.
Build on to Jefferson and update Jefferson to be Pre-K and add on with 2-4 and then 5-8 either on side or
behind. We did not need that land when PES owns the Jefferson school property!! We should not be paying
Bonucci that much for land when fair market for farm land is $5,000-$10,000 an acre. We should not be
paying Bonucci $25,000 an acre.
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I did not feel it was a complete solution as it only provided for some schools and did not address
transportation issues.
Taxing bodies in Illinois do not show themselves to be responsible with taxpayer's money.
1 Campus, 1 set of Administrators, 1 set of maintenance personnel.
Does not affect us since we invest in private schooling at PCA -- other tax increases for other projects could
benefit our family better.
I also thought the price for land was too high.
I feel we are taxed to death.
If a new building is constructed, I believe the most cost-effective long-term choice would be one building to
house all the elementary students.
Proposed new school excessive in size and cost.
I did not hear any plan how budgets would be structured to maintain the new buildings. Obviously, the
current budget structure was not properly designed to fund maintenance.
Maintain the existing facilities.
I voted no for more than one reason.
Growth (non-growth) in Princeton does not warrant the expenditures of a new building
The city offers business land for very little if I'm a prospective business. Let them make the same offer for
the school system. Is a good school not worth it?
Any new tax of any kind I'm against.
Increase in property tax; the existing buildings were good enough; I was opposed to demolishing any of the
existing school buildings.
The whole thing is unnecessary.
Property tax increase. Putting a large amount of money in Douglas School and then demolishing in a few
years.
Not one reason stuck out more than the others, but a combination of these answers
In reality, I see no evidence of any big business wanting to come to Illinois or this town. All I see is retired
people moving back and if you hit them with more taxes like the state is they won't stay. I know I'll be
leaving when I retire.
Not for one reason only, but for a combination thereof.
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Q9 – The Princeton Elementary School District 115 Board of Education may decide to propose
a new referendum for March 2020 that includes building a new school. What one feature of a
new plan would have the biggest influence on your support of the referendum?
Response option - Something else.
These are the verbatim responses received by those respondents who selected “Something
else” and chose to write in comments. Note that 82 (19.1%) of the 429 respondents to this
question did this.
The future and education of our children.
Cost.
How much taxes will be raised.
I am 85 with no Grand Children in the School District. I trust the school board and anyone else that is part
of the decision making to make the best decision taking all factors into consideration.
I will not support it if you raise property taxes, find some other way to pay for it.
How this will affect our taxes.
The whole project should be short-term and long-term economically efficient.
Taxes.
Comparison of cost to build new and maintenance and improvement requirements in original buildings.
Cost of new school and tax implications.
Concerned that if referendum passed and by the time construction began there would be increased costs
over the bid - then a decision has to be made use cheaper materials or forgo some of the features in plan
to reduce costs. All this is based on the current status of the economy (tariffs from China).
An explanation of how the planned improvements would enhance the quality of education provided by PES
District 115.
Overall cost must be much, much lower for me to support a referendum.
I will no matter what support the new school.
Cost to taxpayers - how much of an increase it would be.
Do not propose a tax increase.
Combine Princeton High and Elementary Districts for much less administrative costs.
Social Security does not support an increase in taxes.
We liked the previous referendum: spending $ to save $ down the line not patching obsolete buildings.
Liked phasing the project, liked providing state of the art facilities for students, which would attract the
best teachers.
I understand and support the need for a new school, but property taxes have become insurmountable! We
are on a fixed income!
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The efficiency of the plan. Will we renovate existing buildings that will eventually be demolished? Are we
spending the majority of our funds on necessary things?
As in question #7, the cost of the total new school being less than renovations.
Fiscal responsibility.
How much my taxes would go up.
A business-based reason to support a new building based on the master plans and financials when
presented.
The overall cost of building a new school.
Fundraising to pay for this without such a huge tax increase.
Please do not propose to spend "millions" refurbishing Logan Jr High and Douglas if they are to be
demolished shortly thereafter.
Clearer understanding of why the current facilities are inadequate.
I will support whatever the school district feels is necessary. I trust that the ones in charge have the best
interest of the students in mind. It seems ridiculous to put so much money into old buildings.
Merge districts (Elementary and High School).
Now days cost and security - safety.
Working toward fewer locations and ways to make usage more flexible when enrollment surges in a grade
or diminishes.
Total cost of the project.
Quality of education.
Research into what is best for the education of the students and what is best for the future of Princeton.
End timeframe for increased obligation and a plan to save for the future needs of the school district.
Location of new school (not in a swamp) and lower cost of construction (35 mil) is outrageous.
I'm hearing from teachers about crowding and other issues not conducive to the best educational
environment.
No new land purchase, build on existing Jefferson property. PreK-8 need to be all together. Sell off or tear
down all existing structures.
I will support it for all these reasons - location and land costs are not my top concerns.
What will become of the empty space (old schools)?
Cost with a longer-term solution.
The cost seems excessive
I will only support it if it’s a one campus solution.
I supported the first referendum. I will support the next.
Total cost is too much and should be reduced.
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Amount that taxes go up.
Tax increase.
More information to show a new school is needed. Not having children in school- this is a must for a "yes"
vote for me.
The cost and how it would be funded.
We are investing in our future.
Maintaining quality education for our future generation.
I like idea of a building for PreK and K, then a building for 1-8 grades, then high school. Princeton's young
kid numbers and enrollment is decreasing.
Size and cost.
All the above.
A budget to maintain the new buildings.
Taxes.
I believe we need the school and will vote yes. The cost to fix the current structures and the inability to
keep the students appropriately at what we have are reason to move forward.
I will vote yes because of 1) safety, 2) silly to pour money into old buildings, and I trust the current
administration to make the best decision for our town.
My trust of the people who are saying that we need the building.
Keeping taxes at a minimum.
Effect on my taxes.
Cost of land is important.
The cost of increased taxes.
I trust those in charge to plan and execute buildings.
How much it will affect property taxes.
However, the cost of renovation vs building new is very important as well.
What it is going to cost me in taxes for a new school.
Overall cost in general; cost to refurbish existing buildings that will eventually be torn down.
All the above.
Explanation of how this makes education better for our students now and in the future.
Overall benefit to community and reduction of operating cost by consolidating buildings.
Property taxes are already high.
Use the land Jefferson sits on.
Amount of property tax increase.
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We are being taxed to death. I don't like wasting money. I also believe elementary and high school should
be a unit district.
More communication for the taxpayers so we aren't rushed in our decision.
Leave the retired people out of it. Tax the big companies coming.
Can the town afford it? I would need proof.
Rethink community immersion in education.
The Board has sat on problems of our schools, patch here patch there for way too many years. Now that
unrepairable - new school is choice now. Should have been addressed too many years ago. I worked in
them and they failed!!
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Q10 – If the Princeton Elementary School District 115 Board of Education decides to propose a
new referendum for March 2020, how would you most prefer to learn about it?
Response option – Some other way.
These are the verbatim responses received by those respondents who selected “Some other
way” and chose to write in comments. Note that only 23 (5.2%) of the 443 respondents to
this question did this.
All the above.
Flyers and newspapers.
Does not matter will not support it.
Don't care about it.
I think all types of media should be used.
Social media, flyers, newspapers.
Community forums; through radio programs; in newspaper articles.
My daughter, husband, and family.
All of the above.
You all had a referendum the voters said NO.
Any way possible! Get the word out!
All these except radio.
I don't want to hear about it.
Face to face.
All of these.
All.
Through social media; in newspapers.
Direct mailing.
Not everyone has FB or gets the paper or listens to radio. Brochures are good, but how about a website
with forum to provide all information in one place.
You get honest feedback there if the board would bother to listen.
Public Q & A
Text on BCR Alerts
Public - quit wasting money on paper - like this!!
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Q11 – In the space below, please provide any comments you would like considered when the
Princeton Elementary School District 115 Board of Education decides whether or not to
propose a new referendum to support building a new school.
These are the verbatim responses received by those respondents who chose to write in
comments. Note that 219 (48.3%) of the 453 possible respondents to this question did this.
I was also concerned of what would become of the present sites. Seems like green spaces are not very
productive as far as taxable property income.
I went to school in the 80s (not locally). My educational environment was better than what my children
have today in Princeton. Majority of our teachers are fantastic. I encourage you to continue to move
forward to improve the learning environment for today’s student and all those to come. Water, space,
security, handicap accessibility are all concerns. Kids shouldn't have to have special classes in
closets/hallways.
In support of the referendum, please continue to comment on the cost to repair and renovate the outdated
current buildings.
If you do decide to propose this same referendum again, please make sure that we all know when and
where the vote will be. Also, it hardly seems fair that you keep bringing things like this up over and over
again until you get the response you want. We already voted it down once, and that should be sufficient.
I'm quite certain that if it had passed, you would not be considering another vote.
Please, please, please use land we already own to build the school on, instead of paying too much money
(per acre) for land at another site.
We have a wonderful district. I have had 2 children go through and I fully support. But as a single parent
tax increase would hurt the most. Hope it works out.
If the referendum was voted down once why does it have to be proposed again? Princeton taxes are high
and this new school will just add to our tax bills, which makes it hard for retired people living on a "fixed"
income. I think it would be better to re-model the schools instead of building new and remodeling then
tearing down the existing schools. Please think of all citizens and not just ones with kids in the schools.
The schools were good enough for mine -- why not now?
Re-use existing PES properties.
I think we need a new facility to provide a solid education for K-8 in one convenient location. I had
concerns over the cost of the land proposed at the last referendum.
I think it is a good time to try another referendum - the longer you wait the more it will cost.
Not raising taxes too high!
Back to Q9 - I feel that combining as many grades as possible in one location will lead to better safety and
security along with a layout that is conducive to learning and safety.
I am responding to only some questions. What I do as a voter is only my business. Hope you respect my
rights. Thank you.
I think they should propose a new referendum.
Is there enough land around Jefferson to make it feasible?
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The postage on your envelope is good for bulk mailing of 500 or more pieces. Not good for individual reply
envelopes.
I felt the original plan was a good one and I supported it!
Feel like PES was negligent in upkeep and keeping any repairs completed when needed.
The cost of new taxes, prefer a sales tax increase.
Maybe forums on voters who did not vote.
I would support a new school that Princeton needs built in the Jefferson School area. Not a two story
building!! Space for buildings, office, playgrounds, ball fields and parking north of the school at a much
lower cost than original plans.
Go for it. If I can help in anyway please count me in.
Living here for 16 years, I didn't understand having so many grammar schools. But if they are old maybe
new schools should be built.
We own several properties in Princeton and as such our taxes would be increasing (as mentioned in our
survey answer, we have no children or grandchildren attending school in Princeton). Although we agree
our current buildings are in need of repair or perhaps need to be demolished -- we question the need of a
$30+ million-dollar school. Enrollments are down. Families are moving from Illinois. Businesses are
leaving Illinois. Once again is there a legitimate need - especially $30 million+?
Look at a new tax structure like trying to pass a sales tax increase instead of property tax. A lot of people
on social media said they would support a sales tax increase over property tax that was proposed.
I will support new school.
Build at Jefferson. All grades PreK-5 campus
35 million is way too much to spend on a new school. Let's learn to live with the money our taxes
generate. It seems like our school age enrollment is dropping. Our city has been hit with 2 increases of
sales taxes and now this. Also, families hit with tariffs and low grain prices.
That amount of money should not be on the property owner alone. There's to many people getting the
same education and not paying a dime maybe salaries and benefits should be cut.
I have no children or grandchildren in school. Not fair to make me support a school that I'll have no part
of.
I would consider looking into a land swap with the Princeton Park District to build a new school by the
existing Zearing park assets (baseball, softball, playground, etc) and turn the current elementary school
properties into neighborhood parks.
I believe that a new school would be extremely beneficial. Being a young individual in the community I
think it would attract more younger couples to stay in Princeton.
I would hope that you would try again with more informational programs about the new and old buildings.
I wish the above questions would of left me an option to explain myself further. I have 3 granddaughters
at PES and I would love nothing more than to support a new school, but I want to stay in Princeton. Taxes
too high….no new tax!
Please explore other ways of financing - bonds, etc. Our real estate taxes are just getting out of control.
Thanks
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Build on property you already own.
I think an analysis of what cost, pros and cons of using existing buildings vs cost of new one needs to be
shared. With the number of students decreasing, it is hard to get excited to see a new school being built.
The community needs detailed info on cost, the increase or decrease of student population that is
expected and the particular reasons that a new school is needed.
No tax increases. Building a new school will not bring people to the community, jobs will and lower tax
rates.
In Tiskilwa I'm paying a large amount of $ for taxes and everybody say that if a new school is built my
taxes will increase.
Retired homeowners on fixed income don't need higher taxes to worry about getting paid. Money only
goes so far. Maybe cut wages that are too high now for school teachers and especially the superintendent
and other administration. We could save money if the wages were cut and put in perspective.
I feel that having so many grades in one location is a good thing for the parents. The first time I entered
Logan East, I was appalled at how old and depressing the building was. Our children need a bright and
happy feeling atmosphere to learn in.
Newer isn't always better - then you have to make decisions to dispose of old buildings. I need a new
house, but I can't run a referendum for that, so I keep what I have in the best shape I can.
There are so many other taxes that we pay that people on Social Security can't afford it - it would mean a
$500 increase.
Being on a fixed income and homeowner I am concerned with the increase in taxes. It seems there is
plenty of room n Jefferson property. Too costly!
Use Logan or Jefferson space so schools are close in proximity for convenience of pick-up, drop-off, and
school activities. Even though inconvenient for a year, feel would save a lot of money over the years to use
existing locations. Also would save a lot on purchasing additional property even if purchase property of
current homes.
I currently teach in a newer addition that was added on to the elementary school in Spring Valley and it is
worth it. The climate control classrooms help students focus better!
We need to find an alternative method of finance because I don't believe a tax increase can be tolerated.
You are doing what is right for our community. Keep fighting the good fight and consider using the unused
land at Jefferson school - that might pass.
More centrally located, using land we already own.
I truly believe PES needs a new building to serve the educational needs of our children. I plan to support
the referendum no matter what because I trust our district leadership, but I also hear what others in the
community say about the previous plan. Many people didn't like the idea of putting money into buildings
that would eventually be demolished.
Hope new school buildings are in the future!
Tax something else to get it done. I am all for a updated school for when my future children attend but my
property taxes are almost the same (comparable) to bigger cities and I live in Tiskilwa. What happened to
building on the existing ground that’s already owned behind Jefferson School?
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I think a new school building should have K-8 in it. Also couldn't it be built on the Jefferson school property
thus saving the expense of purchasing more land?
The referendum needs to be repeated for the sake of the children. It is their educational future! Princeton
can and should do so much better.
Many of the original members of the community do not support the referendum -- take their concerns and
opinions. This can be done much cheaper. Also, it’s ridiculous for you to give away a prize for
participating, can you really afford that?
Please provide as much information as possible to the public. Also consider current land opportunities like
Jefferson and Washington/Logan.
What we need are a combination of several things listed in #7.
There is a need for a new school. Safety and security features need to be a focus. Pouring money into
antiquated buildings is a definite waste. It would be advantageous if the buildings or land could be sold
for other use, not sure that will be promising. Young families are attracted to good schools and facilities -Princeton needs to attract the young. The Sports Complex may help do that. Unfortunately, Illinois is
draining the people with taxes, but the school is needed to keep in step with safety and progress. Grants?
Good Luck!
We've had increased taxes for a new jail, an income increase in our sales tax, and now you want to
increase our taxes significantly for new school. First it was 60m, now 35m, and my trust in your planning is
quite low. We don't need to build the school if it will bankrupt a large segment of the retired community,
hurting the local economy.
I would favor renovation over a new building, but whatever is the most pragmatic is fine by me.
Keep cost as low as possible - location.
The school should house grades K-8.
Students are in school to learn, not be entertained or surrounded by unnecessary comforts. Stick to
designing a building that can support growth in technology, security, and safety. Many of the "extra"
features raise the price of the building and don't do anything to improve the education of the students.
On fixed income and cannot afford monthly medicine.
I would like to see teachers and students not have classrooms in closets. There is simply not enough
space!
Why not use Jefferson School land?
What is the real reason for considering a new building? This needs to be described in financial terms.
Example: The cost to maintain the 4 current schools will be X greater than the cost of buliding a new
school in 10 years. Also, what is the master plan of needs? I might suggest a few: attracting high quality
teachers, energy efficiency, and modern learning environments. As you can see "safety and security"
doesn't make my short list. Have you done a risk assessment for the Princeton area versus the other
needs? Calling this topic "safety and security" seems like a scare tactic to me.
We see our children as investment towards the future. Of course, budget is a big factor, but we also
recognize the longevity and long-term investment outweighs the immediate (short-term) costs. Educating
the community of this is important to passing a new referendum. I believe people see the big $ amount,
but don't truly understand long-term vs short-term costs.
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I hope that District 115 does decide to propose a new referendum to build a new school. The children of
this community deserve to have the best, most advanced and safe education possible. As residents of
Princeton, it is our responsibility to make it happen.
End date of tax increase, just like the jail did. Dates and cost for each of the proposed benchmarks.
Current operating cost analysis vs projected operating cost analysis. No open checkbook or permanent
increase in taxes.
Be sure it is updated as much as possible. Also, as safe and secure. Will support a good plan.
Please find a way to build a new school without affecting the taxes (property). A new building is needed
because of the state of the buildings.
Other purchase prices of land acquired by others for big projects to put it into perspective.
Property taxes are too high in Princeton.
A new school will have a positive influence on the future of our community. People looking to relocate
always check the school system as one of their first priorities. I hope this referendum will pass next time.
Need to stop taxing residents for everything or you won't need a new school because people will move out
of district. Need to get more creative in fundraising or grant writing to pay for this.
6-8th grades should not be with 3-5th grades.
I feel spending any more money to rehab a building that is to be demolished in short order, is a waste of
money.
I believe that keeping the plan simple will encourage "no" voters to reconsider. When there are so many
variables, it makes the plan difficult to explain to voters and also opens the door for more unexpected
expenses. Either renovate all current school buildings or put all elementary students in a new building and
turn the old schools into something else.
Please consider utilizing land already owned or contingent to the district property. I felt the cost for the
land was excessive and possibly unnecessary. Could a building be constructed on the Logan property while
utilizing the Junior High building but sending the 5th and 6th graders to Tiskilwa, or another location? This
would keep the school in a more central location and utilize district property. Could additional land near
Jefferson be used to build a new location for 3rd and 4th graders? Or could they be in Tiskilwa while
Lincoln is torn down and rebuilt for their use without increasing cost over the initial referendum? If at
Jefferson, additional access for pickups could be to the East.
Several children walk to and from school. I would like this to be included in the thought process when
looking and deciding on a location.
Consider carefully what features are necessary to support curricula which meets educational growth for all
students for the future, providing space appropriate to active learning. Of course, being frugal counts, but
safety, security and provision for adaptability for educational needs are "elemental" (Pardon the pun!)
I moved here in 2016 and don't know anything about the schools.
Build the new school and secure the funding by any means at your disposal.
Consider the taxes verses jobs available in local area. You can't pay those kind of taxes on a minimum
wage income, or social security.
The disinformation that was present on social media and the lack of understanding/explanation to people
concerns on said platform.
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The negatives I heard from friends and community members was mostly about the land purchase from the
Bonuccis. People thought the Bonuccis should have offered a better price and not forced the purchase of
more land than the school needed. Keep up the good work. You are appreciated Mr. Smith.
I appreciate all the work that has been done to prepare, research, and develop the plan for a new school.
There are a lot of people supporting this. I hope you will try again. Thank you! I would definitely
emphasize the age and condition of the existing buildings and the cost for upkeep. Building is such a
proactive choice.
Princeton Elementary needs to merge with Princeton High School District to cut costs. This needs to be
done before considering building a new school! There is no reason that a town of our size should have 2
separate districts. Merge first, cut costs, then build.
Creating a PES campus that allows for enrollment changes - in classrooms that are spaced and located so
they could change grade level when needed. Consolidated bussing so families travel together. My
thought, put windows above 6' in first floor classrooms so they provide light but not access to classrooms
by outsiders or persons with guns.
Taxation.
I would need to see the new proposal before I could support it. We live on a fixed income and new taxes
cause us financial hardship.
Local and State officials seem to think the people of Bureau Co and the State of Illinois are made of money
and want to keep increasing taxes. People are moving out of IL because of high taxes - wake up people.
Land taxes already go up significant amount yearly. With farm economy right now any tax increase is too
much. I do realize something needs to be done to buildings for safety and environment. Also not sure
about 3-8 in 1 area.
As a retired educator, I understand the importance of and the need for a new, improved safe and secure
facility.
Keep up the good work!
Property taxes on Illinois are excessive beyond reason -- should never have been presented by Board of
Education.
Maybe the Superintendent and Principal should not make six figures a year. Maybe retiring teachers
should not have salaries doubled. The money you take from me will never be enough. You always want
more. You are just like every government agency waste money and expect me to pay for it. If you want to
balance a budget you call me. I have to live within my means. You piss money away. Everyone knows the
tax increase will be 5 times what you said it will be. You complain about the state government and the
federal but you are no better. Government on every level are nothing but liars and thieves. I hope you
sleep well tonight after stealing my money. It will never be enough you will always be unclear word with
your hand out begging for more. If you want a new school then you pay for it.
My biggest concern is the Common Core curriculum being taught in the public schools, supporting
evolution, the homosexual and transgender agenda, and pro-abortion thinking. If I vote against the
referendum, it will be because of these concerns rather than monetary.
I would like to hear the opposing views in the newspaper, or recorded community forums.
I would like to see that preschool is held in a separate building and K-8 would be held in the new school. I
also like that I originally heard it would be built by Jefferson. I think you could utilize the grounds there
well. And in my opinion, it’s the best school we have right now.
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Use Jefferson property and expand existing building into new building. You have two entrances to the
property and the building is the newest. If truly needed use land you already own.
Pickup/drop-off ease (not on city street). Building safety (bullet proof glass, one entrance, layout, bullet
proof glass doors with upgraded lockout system). Find cheap/donated land use sales tax and property tax.
Overall, I am in support for the school. I believe it may need a little more thought to the details.
Please try again. I would love to see a new, updated building for our kids.
I was in favor previously. Back to the drawing board hopefully turns out to be a good thing…we need to
move location from previously projected location in a swamp to land PES already owns and the cost must
come down. If these two things don't happen, you can count on a yes vote, to no.
Both my husband and I were in education before retirement. While working in Geneseo, we passed a
referendum on the second try. Don't give up! Try again!
Read all my comments. I speak for many of the citizens of Princeton. Again, Bonucci land too expensive,
and it's a flood zone. Utilize the land we already have.
I voted against the referendum because it appeared to be nothing more than a maintenance issue. There
was little information about improving the quality of education, class room size, or overall benefits to the
students. My vote of "No" for the referendum was also a vote of "No Confidence" in the Board of
Education.
Take a more conservative approach with much better justification of facilities and costs to include taxing
impacts.
The board needs better and more spokesmen next time. Tim is great but they need more people to speak
for the board than the silence in the last election. If State law prohibits the board then find past members
or other community members to carry the message. Door to door.
Concerned about the total cost. Concerned about their location. Concerned about the mixture of so many
students.
A safe, comfortable environment is absolutely necessary for students if they are to maximize their
educational opportunities.
1. A code number. How funny. You said it means nothing. New surveys sent to those who did not respond.
You don't know who get them? Insulting to any person. My first one on the refrigerator like the kid's art.
And I got #2 in the mail. Here’s feedback. 2. The daughter of a school board member is answering
questions. Not even local. Too funny. Stupid. It was funny. She don't live here and answers for daddy.
Daddy give her answers? Ha Ha Ha 3. Sex? Probly meant gender. None of your business. Why would it
matter? 4. Got to a forum. Awful. Awful. Awful. Mr. Smit is terrible. Boring person. In back of room,
couldn't read anything. The video and speaker put my group to sleep. 5. We saw no teachers, they must
be not for it. Silent city officials. 6. the arkitect put us in a coma. We can’t pay a guy this bad. 7. you act
like politicians with your answers. My friends like nice clear answers fast. 8. trust lacking in school admin.
40 million and looks like no details and poor answers...Trust us! Ha Ha Ha 9. Rick Martin? Good he
answers for you 10. to answer all questions TRUST.
A school should not house K-8, unless it is two separate buildings w/out access unless adults give it.
There are already far too many taxes to be paid for our towns other needs. A new tax for a new school
building is beyond my current abilities to pay.
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Illinois has the 6th highest average property tax in the country - people are leaving our county and state
because of high taxes. Where has all of our tax money gone?
1. Is the board deciding how to manage reasonably the funds and also the improvement for the kids if
purchase of land is necessary work w/a farmer who would be willing to take tax contribution of donated
land and for significantly reduced cost/acre. I'd prefer the land to be purchased from a smaller farmer. 2.
If wanting more grades it needs to be so the older kids could not access the area of the K-5 area.
Princeton residents cannot continue to absorb tax increases from school districts, city, county and state
entities. As I am reaching retirement age I cannot afford to see more of my money go to projects where
there does not seem to be any thought given to conserving expenses at school districts or city offices. I do
not have the luxury of a state-funded pension for retirement so my decisions must take into account
present and future costs.
My taxes right now are outrageous! There's no need for a new school. My children went through this
school system and did just fine. This school board is out of touch. People are leaving this state in droves.
There is not enough industry to bring jobs to Princeton let alone the state of Illinois. Why do you think
people are leaving! Outrageous taxes and now the new governor wants to add more taxes. Enough is
enough!
The first referendum was solid plan. Don't make too many changes. Maybe try to negotiate a better price
on land.
My taxes increased 50% this year. I am on a fixed budget. My income is not increasing as fast as the
expenses. I simply cannot afford another tax. PS - I do not think a new school is a bad idea. I just hope
you can find another way to pay for it.
Tim Smith said the cost to maintain the current buildings was extreme at $250,000 per year. At this rate it
would take 140 years of current maintenance to equal the cost of the new building. I also don't believe
that the cost to renovate the existing buildings would actually be $40 million. My assumption is that this
number is an inflated wish list, not the necessities since no one seems to be able to provide a legitimate
breakdown of this number. I don't want my property taxes to go higher and I feel an increase in taxes will
drive all our property values down. It should be paid by everyone, not just those that own homes.
I'd like to hear pro and con in regard to consolidating grades, especially as far as educational outcomes. I
also have concerns about traffic impact.
I own a home in Princeton and farmland in Wheatland township. Unless the total cost of the project goes
down or the percent I will pay on my farmland, I will not vote "yes" next time. Farmers have enough
problems at this time. They do not need higher property taxes too!
You just ran a referendum and the people said NO! Taxes are high enough as is. The existing buildings are
great.
Those on limited incomes should have a tax increase. Many are struggling now. Those who do not feel
our current facilities (with some upgrades) are adequate should look for other means to fund their grand
desires.
It would probably pass if you find a way not to raise taxes.
Stop hiding behind the auspices of the community, believing "all" questions have been answered. School
board officials (and all those affiliated parties) should be subject to direct Q&A! PS - Possibly indebting my
community to the tune of 70 million dollars is not my idea of responsible leadership considering this town
is already 28 million in the hole as well as having a "pathetic" 80% graduation rate.
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Please be careful to plan for everything so that the building won't go above budget but that the school will
be good for many years.
Taxes are too high now.
Too many taxes locally and statewide in a short amount of time are creating unhappy voters. Could the
school tax be distributed over a 2, 3, or 4 year period of time?
I and my husband are on a fixed income. We voted in favor of the jail and for the tax increase for streets.
Putting another Big Project on the town at the same time is a lot to ask. Maybe wait a few years.
I think we residents of Princeton pay enough property taxes. All Princeton wants to do is tax us to death -I don't need it and can't afford it.
I voted in favor for all reasons/choices listed in Q7. I appreciate all the time and energy put into this. I am
hopeful that the new referendum will pass. I personally loved the previously proposed location and the
idea of 3-8. Best of luck - you have my vote.
My land taxes are so high now I can't afford another raise.
Do not let the landowner hold you captive to buying more land than is needed. Try to locate school in the
more central area of city. Be as "Green" as possible.
I think our kids deserve a new school.
Education for future citizens is a critical responsibility of our community. We should provide the best
education possible.
I believe the referendum was not marketed correctly. You should emphasize 20th Century buildings are
not adequate for 21st Century students. Also, the buildings are not air conditioned and that resulted in
early-outs due to heat.
I think it will be good, but it will probably raise taxes for the residents of Princeton, ILL.
A good school system only benefits any town.
I feel that waiting longer to build will only increase the cost. I would like for options for mixed financing to
be explored.
I am all in favor of building onto Jefferson to make a Pre-K through 8 building. Maintaining fewer
buildings in the future leads to lower costs over time. A new building/addition increases security by
concentrating students in one place. A new building also lets visitors and potential parents know
education is a long-term investment that PES 115 values. Like it or not, the buildings reflect on the amount
of support the community gives to education.
I am definitely opposed to paying an exorbitant price for any new land. I am also opposed to putting all
the monies into brick and mortar. I think teaching materials and better teacher salaries are more
important. I do agree Logan is beyond repair and should be demolished.
Expensive land and new buildings do not educate one student. Well trained and motivated teachers
educate students. I would like to see the board concentrate more on this.
Explain how a good school system will bring in new business for growth of our community. Good
businesses want good schools.
My concern is old buildings being torn down there could be other uses for them.
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Maintaining multiple buildings is very costly. Needs to decrease to one or two buildings. I was involved in
meetings in past.
Already have existing buildings need to use, which are just fine. Board needs to spend our tax money more
efficiently.
Quality of education for each type of student
Future growth for Bureau County looks grim at best. Therefore, building a new school with bells and
whistles seems wasteful. Be realistic, build what you need and what the taxpayers can afford and you may
gain my support.
Location and cost of land. Scale back on luxury items - basics only. Add items when money is available.
Many people would like new things - can it be afforded and repaired when needed?
How did you get my name? How I vote is private.
Examine how library proposal was passed because there were nay-sayers then -- was approach different -how did it pass?
I believe it would be foolish to demolish any of the old buildings, including old Logan and Washington.
Idea: Why not try to buy the four homes on south corner of that school block, add a new building to use in
conjunction with Logan, Washington, Logan gym, and the remaining school yard. Also, area around
Jefferson school available. I would like to know who served on the advisory committee. NAME AND
PHONE NUMBER PROVIDED.
I'm 100% in favor of it -- and I trust Steve and Tim's judgment.
Your hard work at providing a better learning environment for students will pay off. Thank you for your
hard work and dedication to this cause. Safety and cleanliness is so important for our kids.
No increase in property tax. Find another source of income to fund schools. We are taxed to death.
How about using the land by Jefferson? Not a big fan of all the grades in the same school.
No more taxes.
Due to the reducing numbers of students I just don't want to see over build of a school that would put a
burden on the school district and/or tax payers.
Please continue in your efforts to push for a new school. We are very proud of the town we live in and part
of that stems from the excellent schools and educators. We choose to live here because of the
opportunities and safe community for our children and we drive over an hour every day to work. Thank
you.
Purchase small amount of land around Jefferson school if needed move all to that school including
administration. Sell off land if schools are demolished don't upgrade buildings to tear down later be
realistic in what your proposing.
Have you looked at the declining number of students when proposing all of this.
I am somewhat concerned that Princeton is taxed at a high rate already. I am also thinking that our area
has a trend of lower class, non-taxpaying citizens moving into the area, while stable tax payers are moving
out, that may lead to higher taxes on people with fixed incomes.
No new taxes or increased taxes.
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As a former educator I appreciate the idea of a new, state of the art building - but with enrollment
declining in our area it seems silly to spend so much money. Though our buildings are old they have been
maintained well. I would rather see our tax dollars increasing the benefits of the teachers and improving
our educational programs. New buildings do not make a good school system -- teachers and great
programs do.
New schools should be outside of city for traffic reasons. School taxes should be charged to families with
children in schools. There should be an amount per child so someone with 1 or 2 kids is paying for theirs
and the families with 12 & 13 kids get all the breaks. Senior citizens without any grandkids or great grandkids should not have to pay.
The expense of having to bus more children to schools for grade sites rather than allowing many to walk to
neighborhood schools has been a concern for several years. It occurs to me that even more children will
have to be bussed if everyone attends one school. It will be interesting to see a comparison of expenses
between elementary grades 1-4 attend neighborhood schools, bussing to grade sites, and bussing to one
school. I want to know that the cost of a new school is less than updating the old schools since either will
affect my taxes. Convince me that one big school is best for all - socially, emotionally, psychologically,
academically, and economically.
I put in a lot of time and thought filling out the first survey, mailed it back, and now I get another one?! Is
it because you're tracking my number with my name? I ripped the number off and will do again. You've
wasted paper, ink, postage on me and others who responded without the numbers left on. If you didn't
get them back the first time, you should have picked another group. Wasteful money use when wanting to
increase taxes. Honestly, now I've totally lost faith in this board and what they propose when they can't
even do a survey correctly. And who is paying the money for the raffle winners? Once again, wasteful
spending.
Communication to public is key.
My reasons for a "No" vote were that I did not feel sufficiently informed and that I was doubtful that all
options were considered.
Our students deserve a passed referendum! Keep up the hard work!
I did vote in favor, but hesitantly - tax cost serious concern for seniors - also need to get more parents
involved. If they aren't concerned why should we be?
If Waltham can build a new building why can't PES? You would be replacing 2 buildings. How long before
you want another 35mil to replace the others? I have no problem with K-8 in one building. MY school did.
Cost of project.
Don't raise my taxes - willing to spend $100 a month in raffle tickets. Don't raise my taxes.
I am not opposed to a new school or even tax increase. All of the board should act as if they are paying for
itself. We all would like to drive a Cadillac but many of us cannot. A good household saves for the day
when they have to replace their roof - how much have we saved?
At my age it is difficult living on a fixed income. Higher taxes will not help.
Location & price -- $20000 an acre not good money management. Is population going down? What size
school do we really need? Since defeat of Ref we have seen increases in taxes and fees to home/property
owners/businesses in school district. Not good! State income tax up. What is it going to cost tax payers if
base salary of teachers goes to $40,000? Can you make it work all at Jefferson school or acres at Logan?
Be conservative. We are all going to be in a world of hurt with new governor.
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No new taxes. The taxes here and in this state are overbearing.
People on a fixed income cannot afford to have their taxes raised. Maybe those who have children in the
school system should pay more, not those who do not.
What would become of the old schools that would no longer be used?
We need to upgrade our environment for education - the building we have are too costly to maintain and
do not keep up with the possibilities of education. All of us Grandparents upgrade our homes and cars for
a simple reason. It is better than the old one we grew up with. Good Luck - We need it.
Cost/taxes is another major impact for me and many others. Can a new building be done any cheaper?
What repairs are needed on existing schools? They seem to be in good locations.
Consider using building and land at Jefferson location. No purchase of land. Investigate ways to deal with
routing traffic/and congestion there to make it work.
Provide total transparency of location and construction plans vs renovation costs/plans of current
buildings prior to placing the referendum on the ballot.
Don't raise our taxes please.
Finding other ways to pay for a new school other than the taxpayers coming up with all the money for a
new school.
I have a granddaughter who will be in Kindergarten and my grandson who is up and coming. I'd like to see
that my grandchildren will be safe and sound and properly taught with a great education and care.
We are in our 80s.
How it will be paid for - any grants available? What happens to current school buildings if they are no
longer needed?
Thank you for your hard work!
Consolidating into new state of art building is necessary for growth of community. But would like more
insight into disposition of retired assets. They represent large amounts of land and buildings that could be
sold and repurpose at a value not presented in previous referendum.
How will the cost affect taxes? Should renovations to existing schools be looked at more closely?
A cleaner overall plan and lower cost of needs.
My current tax bill for property in town totals $4040. With an expected increase of $675 this amounts to a
12% increase. In comparison, to the $1600 I pay to support PES #115, this amounts to a 70% increase. My
understanding is that several years ago, additional land was acquired on the Jefferson School campus
designed to accommodate future necessary expansion of facilities as a add-on to the existing Jefferson
footprint. This is a significant amount of land that we taxpayers have been supporting for some time.
Why has this plan been set aside in order to acquire significant additional land in a flood plain, no less
rendering Jefferson facilities and land obsolete/surplus. If this is a logistics/street infrastructure issue,
what about the logistics part (which is ruled out now that the jail will occupy space in this vicinity)? What
about land north of I80 which the city has so graciously decided to forego/shuttle future industrial
opportunities in order to make the land available cheaply to private (non-industrial) interests? It is
precisely this lack of industrial development that puts this community at a competitive disadvantage
versus other communities who have tax base to support public development endeavors. Let's use
Annawan as an example. Hennepin lost a significant employer, yet has reinvented itself with industrial
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development opportunities. This plan represents a burden that cannot be supported by the tax payers
without causing significant harm to individual households. What will change my mind regarding a
referendum? 1) No additional land acquisition; 2) Scalable construction plan that includes use of existing
Jefferson facilities; 3) City commitment to an economic development plan that favors meaningful increase
to the industrial tax base (issue separate from the schools, I know, but related).
The amount property taxes are raised is the biggest issue. Unfortunately, we do not have the industry to
help the burden tax payers are being faced with. Not just local taxes, but state of IL taxes. People are
leaving because they can't afford to stay. I'm considering the same when I retire.
I would be willing to pay for books, supplies, benefits for teachers, better classes etc. I would not be willing
to pay for a new school.
I'd like to see the schools we have repaired and kept in use.
I trust you will use your resources wisely.
An upgraded school system is in the "beating heart" of a community allowing for growth and progression.
New school = latest security, upgraded curriculum in fewer locations.
I most support renovating and utilizing existing buildings and land already owned by the district. Perhaps
a smaller existing building with a smaller parcel of land could be sold. Thanks for the important work of
discernment and planning that you are doing.
Use land you already own, Jefferson. Purchase a very small tract of land by Jefferson if needed! Don't
upgrade existing schools then tear them down in a couple of years! Put the administrative building at the
school being proposed bring down the cost by adding on to what you own (Jefferson).
We are all for a new school. Our children need/deserve it. But so close to a massive jail housing some
pretty horrible people when the land Jefferson sits on is big enough to add on too! Use what the District
already owns before buying new. Try to get 1st-8th in a building by adding on to Jefferson.
There is more than one registered voter in this house. Make a survey for all, or don't do it at all. And don't
put tracking numbers on the form!
I think there is better property to consider -- maybe tech park? So as we don't fall into buying too much
like they did at Jefferson. This needs to be brought to the public with a plan & info as much as possible in
many ways. We can't rush this; we need options for the land and not to over extend our resources. We
need new schools, but we are taxed enough, it can't keep going up when this is becoming more of a
retirement comm & low-income families. I pray this works out for the community, administration and
most of all for the kids.
I believe we need to have good schools. I do not appreciate the lack of economical ways to achieve it. I do
not appreciate the lack of respect to the old community that has been shown through the previous
process.
I understand the need to narrow down the input for "No" votes to top priority reasons, however I think
many people had multiple reasons for voting against the new school Referendum. I don't think solving just
one issue will convert the majority of "No" voters. I think it will take the changing of a few different
aspects to get more "No" votes converted to "Yes" votes. Maye a more accurate portrait of the issues
could have been achieved by asking people to list their top three concerns in order of importance. Just a
thought. 1) security 2) prove the need for a new school w/a more detailed breakdown of needed
renovations for old schools 3) cost of proposed land for new building was excessive.
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Answer questions when asked. If you can't don't propose the referendum. Provide #s - have a budget and
show people.
Remember you are the ones that have waited too long for this matter and now schools are crap. Want a
new one then the board can pay for it!!!
It's not about the building, it’s about the community. Invest in educating the adults -- every single one -about their impact on a child's life. Once there is a community attitude of individual accountability and
involvement even the small percentage who think a new building is the answer to the problem may
reconsider.
No amount of security features will ever be in excess. The safety of the children cannot be compromised!
The board has to get it right this time!! Too much is at stake to mess it up. I supported it the first time
around and I will the second time but the third time would make me question my decision!
Build a new school and not renovate existing buildings. Design new building to easily accommodate
expansion in the future.
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Appendix E
Results from the Non-Sampled Questionnaires
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Twelve persons who were not a part of the scientific sample completed a questionnaire. Seven
of these respondents were female and five were male. One was aged 25-44, seven were aged
45-64, and four were aged 65 or older. Three of these respondents had children or
grandchildren attending PES schools, while the remaining nine did not. Eleven of these
respondents owned the place where they currently lived and one rented. All twelve voted in
the November 2018 election. Six of the respondents voted in favor of the referendum and six
voted against the referendum.
Among the six respondents that voted in favor of the referendum, two selected “the existing
buildings do not provide an adequate educational environment for today’s students” and two
selected “a new school would have been good for the economic and long-term growth of our
community” as the most important reason they voted in favor of the referendum. One selected
“I liked the idea of reducing the number of existing buildings in the school district” and one
selected “The cost to renovate existing buildings was more than the cost of the $35 million
referendum.”
Among the six respondents that voted against the referendum, three selected “the increase in
property taxes was excessive” and two selected “the purchase of land was unnecessary” as the
most important reason they voted against the referendum. One respondent selected “some
other reason” and wrote in “The socioeconomics of this area can't support the project that was
planned. In addition, if the District was willing to purchase unneeded, very expensive land, it
made me question costs thru the whole project.”
Two respondents selected “the location of the new school” and two respondents selected “the
design and layout of classrooms and other facilities” as the one feature of a new plan that
would have the biggest influence on their support of the referendum. One respondent selected
“the location of the new school,” one respondent selected “the number of grades that would
be in the new school,” and one respondent selected “safety and security features” as the one
feature of a new plan that would have the biggest influence on their support of the
referendum. One person did not respond to this question.
Five respondents selected “in newspaper articles” as the way they would most prefer to learn
about a new referendum for March 2020, three selected “at community forums,” and two
selected “through flyers and brochures.” Two respondents selected “some other way” and
wrote in “both forums and newspapers” and “a multiple communication method; you must
match the diverse community.”
Ten of the twelve respondents provided comments for the PES District 115 Board of Education
to consider:
Use the land at Logan and Jefferson only, because the locations are more centralized and more children
could walk and ride bikes to school safely.
Again, the community has to be able to support this financially and not lose anymore population in the
process. Available land at Logan, Washington, and Jefferson could be used. Nobody disagrees that we
have old buildings - but if we put all we have + even more, then what is left for the educators in the future.
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I think this is a poor survey. I do not believe anyone voted for or against for a single overriding reason.
Communication of referendum must be improved and use all the available methods to reach our diverse
community. Share all the data, decision making process, have a clear method for feedback. Social media
can be a double edge sword. Official responses dealing with facts should come from a single
spokesperson. Facts not opinions. Thank you.
I believe the community needs to know, in detail, the cost of maintenance if nothing is done, in order to
compare and make informed choices on whether or not to spend money on a new building.
Citizens before us built these schools. Now it is our turn to educate our young people with a facility that is
suitable to them and the needs of the future.
It is hard to choose only 1 reason for voting in favor of a new school or what would have the bigger
influence in supporting a March 2020 referendum, because there are many reasons, I supported it before
and will support it in the future. Sufficient space for therapy services for children with special needs, safe
pickup and drop-off at all school locations with adequate handicap parking that does not require crossing
in front of traffic.
I would like to hear about the plans for the existing schools that would be replaced with the new school.
The idea of supporting Washington/Jr High, Jefferson, and Lincoln schools in addition to a new building
holds no appeal. But I do strongly agree a more efficient and modern school is necessary.
Use existing school owned property to build a new building for all grades. Several story building built on
existing land would be more cost effective, than buying additional land.
With all forms of taxes increasing significantly in our area - such as R.E. taxes, sales tax, gasoline tax, etc -each public body must operate as efficiently as possible. The district should consider a multi-step plan
spreading the cost over several years. Researching state grants that may not have existed a couple of
years ago may be an opportunity. Building on district owned land may decrease the overall project cost.
Once a plan is decided on and communicated, family of Board Members should stay off social media!
Their involvement during the 1st referendum created hard feelings and "No" votes.
I want to emphasize that I believe our children are worth the best education and a comfortable
environment for their learning. However, I want to mention some things regarding the past and possible
future referendum about the new school building. Comparing my 2018 real estate tax bill to my 1993 real
estate tax bill (25 years) I found a number of items to be considered by you for the local taxpayers who will
be obligated to pay for the new construction proposed. My current tax bill shows a PES tax rate of
3.15458% compared to the 1993 rate of 2.4176% which is an increase of .73698% or put another way an
increase of 30.48%. My 1/3rd assessed valuation (after the owner-occupied exemption) over the 25 years
increased from $16,030 to $29,644 for a total increase of $13,614 or 84.93%. Total tax paid for PES is now
$935.14 compared to $387.54 in 1993. This is an increase of 141.36%. The total tax for PES represents
34.74% of the total real estate tax paid for 2018. With a $250 annual increase pertaining to the new
school this will increase to 41.50%. The PES portion of the 1993 tax was 29.54%. I know this may not
sound like a lot to some people but it is very significant for retirees and those living on fixed incomes.
Please note the following points:
1. Have you factored in future assessment increases? See preceding comment.
2. How will this tax increase affect property valuations? Normally tax increases will decrease
property values.
3. After 20 years of increased real estate taxes will there be another reason to keep these taxes in
place such as more construction? Who is going to remember that these taxes should then be
abated? I'm sure no one on the school board now will be on the board then.
4. What will happen if the state determines that the local school districts should pay more for the
teacher’s pensions? There is talk of that possibly happening and if so real estate taxes will have
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to be increased again which will be out of the hands of the school board. The school board will
blame the state and we taxpayers will just have to foot the bill!!
5. What increases other taxing districts might want to levy for unforeseen causes?
6. My experience is that once a tax is implemented, rarely does it get abated.
7. Local taxpayers are now on the hook for a county sales tax and a city sales tax for quite a few
years. I doubt if those will be abated 10 to 20 years from now.
8. The state just increased the motor fuel tax by 19 cents a gallon which we will have to pay. This
tax will never go away and will be indexed for inflation so it will always increase.
9. Any school buildings not used by the district if a referendum passes should be sold to help
defray the costs of the new construction and to return these properties to the assessment roles.
Thank you.

50

