
From: Kerris Lee  
Date: July 19, 2014 at 4:35:54 PM CDT 
To: marci dodds   
Cc: John Bambenek, Ginny Holder ,  "David B. Sholem" ,  "u4boe" <>,  "Judy Wiegand" <>,  "Neil Strack 
()" <>,  "" <>, Husband Honey <>,  "Joe Petry ()" <>, Alan Nudo <>,  "kip Pope ()" <> 
Subject: Re: Community: Partnership 

Hi Marci, 
 
Thank you! Here are some responses to your email: 
 
I agree with you that the list you have below is important to our community, but I don’t agree that 
education isn’t a part of that. I could see where it might  not have been mentioned, but it should have 
been. Our schools help make 1-6 possible, not only in terms of the future but also in terms of making our 
community an attractive place to live and stay. Good schools make for good recruitment and retention. 
Good schools make for good futures. 
K: I basically said the same thing in my previous email. Education is the driver of this and is an 
important aspect in our community. I am not sure were you are disagreeing with me here. 
 
Upfront, I do not like Dodds Park as a site. The Park district has spent decades and millions of dollars to 
systematically fill in needs and gaps in the City’s park system. Consequently, it has become one of the 
City’s most popular parks. It makes no sense to suddenly dump it. There is nothing to replace it - and it 
would take years and millions to replace it.  It’s unique in that it is both a specific, programmed park and 
general park that is heavily used that happens to be near Parkland. The benefits of working with Parkland 
are not geography dependent. Unit 4 already works with Parkland. And, If the benefits of Parkland to Unit 
4 ARE geography related, then the students at Centennial will suddenly find themselves at a terrible 
disadvantage the minute the new Central opened. I doubt it is Unit 4’s intent that only kids at the new 
Central get to work with agriculture and the entrepreneurship program. That argument is a straw dog. 
K: I understand your reasons for not liking Dodds and respectfully disagree. I am sure the Park 
District has put money and energy behind Spaulding too and should not be a factor on why we 
shouldn't build there if urban sprawl is something you hope to negate. Also, "Dump" is a strong 
word I would prefer "incorporate."  In terms of replacing and equity that is why it is up to us to be 
creative as you mentioned. How is looking at Doods park as an alternative option not 
creative?  All sites have their plus and minuses.  By saying that equity would not be the same if 
Central is located at Dodds.  You are also acknowledging that Centennial is at an advantage and 
Central a disadvantage with having students commute for some of their programming needs 
now.  We cannot ignore that a closer location to Parkland would not yield additional benefits 
.   I think your argument here is a bit of straw dog as well, but we are agreeing on something here 
and thats a plus.   
 
Some of the other items you mentioned seemed to be another discussion with city counsel and 
maybe our board with joint relations perhaps.  For the sake of our brainstorm I would like to focus 
on ideas centered around Central and I am happy to meet to discuss in person as well. (I can't 
speak for the board. I can only speak for me) 
 
For divergent thinking all options must be on the table. Thats my ask. Although, it would be great 
to have someone that has had kids in the school district. If they have ideas I welcome that.  They 
are still tax payers in our community and we will be coming to them as well as other members of 
the community to pass a referendum.  
 
Please leaders let me know if we can meet for coffee early this week to discuss ideas. I would love 
to discuss more of the ideas we brainstormed with.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Kerris   



 
Please pardon typos and grammar...I am at the lake 
 

On Sat, Jul 19, 2014 at 10:51 AM, marci dodds <> wrote: 
Kerris - 
 
Thank you for your thoughtful reply. 
 
I agree with you that the list you have below is important to our community, but I don’t agree that 
education isn’t a part of that. I could see where it might  not have been mentioned, but it should have 
been. Our schools help make 1-6 possible, not only in terms of the future but also in terms of making our 
community an attractive place to live and stay. Good schools make for good recruitment and retention. 
Good schools make for good futures. 
 
Upfront, I do not like Dodds Park as a site. The Park district has spent decades and millions of dollars to 
systematically fill in needs and gaps in the City’s park system. Consequently, it has become one of the 
City’s most popular parks. It makes no sense to suddenly dump it. There is nothing to replace it - and it 
would take years and millions to replace it.  It’s unique in that it is both a specific, programmed park and 
general park that is heavily used that happens to be near Parkland. The benefits of working with Parkland 
are not geography dependent. Unit 4 already works with Parkland. And, If the benefits of Parkland to Unit 
4 ARE geography related, then the students at Centennial will suddenly find themselves at a terrible 
disadvantage the minute the new Central opened. I doubt it is Unit 4’s intent that only kids at the new 
Central get to work with agriculture and the entrepreneurship program. That argument is a straw dog. 
 
There are the issues of traffic and storm water, which I won’t go into now. But both count, particularly for 
the residents of Garden Hills and, with storm water, Garden Hills and everyone who lives downstream 
along the Copper Slough (which is to say, Southwest Champaign). 
 
I do like both the Spalding idea and re-using Central. But whenever both of those come up, opponents 
cite that neither fits Unit 4’s “programming” needs. And that may be the crux of the issue. I have no 
problem with athletics, band rooms or theatre areas. I like them. I also like outlets in the walls where 
computers can plug in. Wifi is a wonderful thing. So is air conditioning. I have kids who attend and 
attended Central, Kerris. I have been there recently. I know what Central is lacking -and what it 
has.  What is has is amazing heart and a strong sense of community. What is lacks is up-to-date 
classrooms (and air conditioning.) But “programming” seems to mean everything other than classrooms. It 
seems to mean that everything has to built at one time, in the same place, with two of everything for 
athletics, music and theatre, and a huge parking lot. In all the discussions swirling around Central, those 
seem to recur as the non-negotiables. And, while important, I don’t think those are what should be the 
non-negotiables. Non-negotiables should be quality classroom space, state-of-the-art classroom 
amenities, guidance counsellor space, group space - internal school spaces that help both the star athlete 
and the lonely, scared kid; the smart kid and the one in danger of being left behind. 
 
Keeping a school central isn’t just about aesthetic. It’s about equality, sustainability and looking at the 
future. It’s about defining what kind of community we are. The future isn’t only Wifi in schools; it’s also 
providing choices in transportation so that, for example, lower income families aren’t eating up more of 
their income than necessary in automobile costs. It’s about valuing what we have in terms of short 
commute time, clean air, ease of access to schools and parks, rich farmland, pretty architecture, and a 
vital core. It’s about creating a community where people who think on the cutting edge - such as are at 
the research park - see that the larger community does, too. And part of the cutting edge is looking at 
creatively using the spaces we have. North Prospect is Anywhere, USA. It could be Bourbonnais. It could 
be Normal. Sticking a high school out past the Wal-Mart in the cornfields is putting a big-box school out 
there, next to a big box store. It does nothing to differentiate Champaign.  
 
But you asked for solutions, so here’s one. It’s the one I can think of that doesn’t rob more from the 
community as it gives back (Dodds park and North options) yet may still fit the unspoken non-negotiables 



(athletic fields, practice athletic fields, build it all now, parking lots): Clearview. It has infrastructure 
(including sidewalks!), it is near another school, it can handle the traffic, it has drainage. Nothing has 
been built there for years; nothing is slated to be. I have no idea if it’s for sale, but it's a white elephant 
site. Putting the new high school there would not fix something that isn’t broken and actually make 
Clearview a useful addition to the City. 
 
I also like the idea of one large school. And your ideas, Kerris and David, of a magnet at Central and a 
smaller high school at Spalding. Those are interesting ideas that fire people up and make them excited 
about their schools. The Big Box school does not.  
 
Regards to all, 
 
Marci 
 
PS - Btw: I didn’t send any e-mails to anyone, but I can’t see the big deal about it. With a “to” and “cc” list 
this large, did anyone really think this was secret? Did anyone think “good faith” meant it SHOULD be? 
 
Marci Dodds, RN 
  
 

From: "Peter B. Fox" <> 
Date: July 18, 2014 at 6:30:08 PM CDT 
To: Kerris Lee <> 
Cc: John Bambenek <>, Ginny Holder <>, "David B. Sholem" <>, "u4boe ()" <>, "Judy Wiegand ()" <>, 
"Neil Strack ()" <>, "" <>, "Cody Sokolski ()" <>, "Marci Dodds ()" <>, "Joe Petry ()" <>, "Alan Nudo ()" <>, 
"kip Pope ()" <> 
Subject: Re: Community: Partnership 

I would convene a group of respected thoughtful individuals. 5 to 7 and ask them to consider all issues 
and then submit a brief report to your board. Set timeline of one month August 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
Peter fox 
 
On Jul 18, 2014, at 6:16 PM, "Kerris Lee" <> wrote: 

Hello all, 

  

There is a lot of good discussion around our site selection. Here is where we should start: 

  

Questions: 

 *Have you talked with the kids about what they need at Central? The parents? (Their voice has 

to matter the most. They have to go to school there.)  
   Has the question been asked about the vision for the school district? Where we need to go and 

why? 

   Have you been to Central recently? Seen the issues with an 100-year-old building? 

  

I ask these questions so that we are all on the same page for the sake of discussion. All of you, as 

leaders in the community, have become leaders by being a game changer in our community. So 

I know you all understand that when someone tells you it could not be done or that it was too 

hard to do, you, as leaders, didn't mind the adversity and that you made the decision to go 

forward. This board is no different. 



  

In terms of game changers, I have heard these things talked about in our community through 

MICROURBAN, UIUC, EDC, and other factions.  All factions that I have participated in say 

that the following are important in our community: 

  

1) Medical 

2) Business 

3) Entrepreneurship 

4) Airport/Travel 

5) Health foods 

6) Nightlife/Entertainment 

  

It’s true that all of these are important. It’s also true that education is seldom mentioned. 

Education is the resource you allocate to create these things.  

 

Many of you are champions of education and have provided resources to help. I sincerely, 

thank you!  More than ever, our kids really need us to come together and make a school for 

them. As much as you have given, failure should not be an option for kids. I would like to 

believe our community is better than that. 

  

There are too many brilliant people on this email list on which can brainstorm and come up with 

viable solutions rather than focus energy on issues. We know the top performers are going to do 

great. We are trying to bring up our kids in need. That, for us, is moving the needle. 

 

Look, our investments make the most sense when they come with resources tied to our 

kids. As governmental representatives, we have to get over the fact that 

community revitalization cannot be built off aesthetics alone. Resources have to be tied to them.  

 

Locations:  

 

Infills: GAMECHANGER 

Dodds makes a lot of sense from a programmatic sense. There is a wealth of resources that we 

can begin to tap into for our students curriculum. One of those things that I find a strength is 

agriculture. We have food drives and banks for our community that are at the poverty line. The 

great thing about this community is that you can drop a tomato seed in your background and 

forget to water it and it will still grow (might not be able to stop it) that is how great our soil is. 

Detroit has contemplated bulldozing their city because they realize how valuable their soil is. 

They now have the largest for-profit urban farming operation. (We should give them a run for 

their money.) Imagine how that can help supply health foods to our impoverished community, 

schools, and beyond. Our students could be apart of that working with Parkland students (some 

from this community) on their agriculture dept. Perhaps, we can get UIUC extension on board to 

augment this program. Students could simply walk over to Parkland for AP classes or electives. 

The T-building for the trades is another benefit for our kids getting involved into the trades and 

certainly Parkland's and soon Unit#4 entrepreneurship program. Talk about a smart workforce 

and a smart decision. The list goes on.... 

 



*Can we challenge these brilliant minds to make this happen in time of need?  

  

Spaulding: Infill is there, but not sure it meets our programmatic needs. The aesthetics may be 

there, but does it provide resources to our kids? How can we augment their experience here? 

That is why we want an infill school correct? We will wait to hear more in our life cycle 

analysis.  

  

Greenland: GAMECHANGER 

Interstate gives us programmatic needs, some of the missing resources are space to do band 

practice. The more space and athletics is important to kids. They also act as a carrot for some 

students to maintain 3.0 GPA. That is a game changer for some of our students. I will not 

discount that and we should not as well. 

 

We talked a lot about Central, but this is a package deal. It includes Centennial, which is long 

overdue for a makeover. Like Bottenfield, a makeover could really reinvigorate that 

neighborhood. That neighborhood is in proximity to Kenwood elementary, which I and others 

have focused on a K-5 computer programming curriculum. This was done because we thought 

we could make Kenwood a school of the future. Now, kids have Banana Republic donating 

uniforms, UIUC GISLIS # 1 in the nation giving computers away there, computer workshops, 

and kids are building their personal robots with the use of Raspberry Pi. The teachers, admin, 

and kids have done so much to change their culture completely around. As those kids move 

forward, we owe it to them to have a proper high school in place to accommodate their 

knowledge. They will in fact change and augment what UIUC CS department will teach by the 

time these kids reach high school. Kenwood was 86% free and reduced lunch when we started. 

Last stats has showed it was now 56% (game changer). That neighborhood is directly in 

alliance with the park district, which built a beautiful, indoor athletics gym (where both of my 

sons currently practice basketball). Centennial, bundled in the referendum, would only add to 

that neighborhood property value. We are also looking to bundle Dr. Howard, which is one of the 

many buildings we need to overhaul from health life safety. Each year we wait, these things 

become more expensive and if we cannot work together to make this happen we fail on all of 

these things.  

 

Our kids are worthy of investment all day every day!  We should not, as adults, allow politics 

and location get in the way of our kids’ needs. We talk about what we need in the community. 

Now, lets do it.  

  

I look forward to your reply. However, for a response, I ask that you present a solution to any 

issue that you mention. 

 

I did not leak our conversations, but for the person that did. Please leak this too. 

  

Thank you all for reading this email.  

  

Sincerely, 

  

Kerris  



  
 

On Fri, Jul 18, 2014 at 4:43 PM, Alan Nudo <> wrote: 

Nor have I. 
Alan 
  
From: Neil Strack [mailto:]  

Sent: Friday, July 18, 2014 3:01 PM 
To: David B. Sholem; John Bambenek; Ginny Holder 

Cc: u4boe (); Judy Wiegand (); Peter Fox; Neil Strack; ; Cody Sokolski (); Marci Dodds (); Joe Petry (); 

Alan Nudo (); kip Pope () 
 
Subject: RE: City of Champaing Growth Patterns and School Siting Options/Timeframes 

  

John, 

Nor have I. 

  

Neil 

  

  

  

-------- Original message -------- 

From: "David B. Sholem" 

Date:07/18/2014 12:33 PM (GMT-06:00) 

To: John Bambenek ,Ginny Holder 

Cc: "u4boe ()" ,"Judy Wiegand ()" ,Peter Fox ,Neil Strack ,,"Cody Sokolski ()" ,"Marci Dodds 

()" ,"Joe Petry ()" ,"Alan Nudo ()" ,"kip Pope ()" 

Subject: RE: City of Champaing Growth Patterns and School Siting Options/Timeframes 

  
John: 

 

I have not provided any of our emails on these topics to any reporters. Perhaps someone else did so, but your 

statement that my discussions with you have not been in good faith is very disappointing. 

 

David  

________________________________________ 

From: John Bambenek [] 

Sent: Friday, July 18, 2014 12:21 PM 

To: Ginny Holder; David B. Sholem 

Cc: u4boe (); Judy Wiegand (); Peter Fox; Neil Strack (); ; Cody Sokolski (); Marci Dodds (); Joe Petry (); Alan 

Nudo (); kip Pope () 

Subject: Re: City of Champaing Growth Patterns and School Siting Options/Timeframes 

 

I was just contacted by the News-Gazette.  It appears that some measure of these emails found their way into their 

hands as well as other documents.  This has been an ongoing issue. The following statements have been made by 

Mr. Sholem: 

 

"all the errors in the curent analysis will be made public. I expect FOIA requests to be made even sooner and the 

school board and Unit 4 Administration are going to look foolish. " (below) 

 



"all the errors in the analysis will be made public (I expect FOIA requests to be made even sooner) and the school 

board and Unit 4 Administration are going to look foolish" (an earlier email from Mr. Sholem to me) 

 

and a similar message was sent to Dr. Wiegand. 

 

I am inclined to conclude that these conversations have not been going on in good faith and I see no value in 

continuing them. 

 

j 

 

On 7/17/2014 4:18 PM, Ginny Holder wrote: 

Totally agree with David! If this is on November ballot it will lose, and we all lose! Be wise with this process! 

Ginny 

 

Sent from my iPhone 

 

On Jul 17, 2014, at 3:58 PM, "David B. Sholem" wrote: 

 

Laurie: 

 

I was disappointed with your comments in today’s News-Gazette which imply you are ready to place a school bond 

referendum on the November 2014 bond ballot. Unit 4 is not even close to developing a viable plan to sell passage 

of a referendum to the public. You need to start over with your school renovation cost analysis and fairly consider 

both the Spalding Park and Central HS sites.  The Spalding Park construction analysis and Central HS remodeling 

analysis are both grossly flawed and even can be characterized as ridiculous with respect to Central HS. Everyone 

who hears the figure $114MM to renovate the existing high school laughs at me when I say that is really the 

estimate which the school board used in ruling out the existing high school site. With respect to the Central HS site: 

 

 

1.       Masonry load-bearing walls do not be moved at Central HS. A new addition can be constructed north of 

Central HS on Park Street and on the faculty parking lot to add classrooms and from the information I have gleaned, 

those new classrooms would solve the problem associated with overcrowded classrooms in the existing Central HS. 

 

2.       The $25MM cost for a temporary high school during construction can be totally eliminated by building the 

new addition which I described above (NW of existing Central HS) with the older wings renovated, one at a time, 

after the new wing is constructed. Classes would not be interrupted and $25M would not be needed for a temporary 

building. 

 

3.       Adjacent properties could be acquired near Central HS over time and there are houses available now on the 

south side of University Avenue which could be picked up relatively nominal sums. Unit 4 can take the same 

successful approach to land acquisition which Urbana’s school board has adopted. 

 

4.       No real estate other than the YMCA property is required if McKinley Field is continued to be used as it has 

been for over 70 years and  if many athletic practice needs are addressed off-campus. 

 

5.       Wi-fi solves the computer wiring issue which had grossly overestimated costs in your consultants’ analysis. 

 

If your current Central HS renovation analysis is not totally reexamined between now and the date of the vote to 

place the referendum on the ballot, all the errors in the curent analysis will be made public. I expect FOIA requests 

to be made even sooner and the school board and Unit 4 Administration are going to look foolish. 

 

I also have not seen cost estimates for consolidating the high schools into one school at Centennial Park. That 

approach will also be presented as a logical alternative to spending over $80M or whatever the cost estimate is for 

the northern high school. If one high school is created, Central HS could be remodeled for a middle school to 

replace Edison. I hope Unit 4 is prepared to answer economic cost questions about the single high school option too. 

While your committee recommended maintaining two separate high schools, they did so in a vacuum without 



considering the relative cost of their conclusion. 

 

Your statements about growth towards the north of the city are, in my opinion, also flawed. Although the City of 

Champaign Comprehensive Plan, prepared by the planners, contemplates multi-family and single family residential 

expansion north of Market Place, most real estate brokers and developers with whom I have spoken expect to see 

predominantly industrial and warehouse development in that area. The new east-west corridor will enhance access to 

I-74 in Urbana and I-57 in Champaign which should make those sites more attractive to national firms which 

consider locating their facilities in Champaign-Urbana. More growth will occur in the south and west where Savoy’s 

lower real estate tax rates are appealing, more existing SW Champaign and Savoy subdivisions exist and new 

residential construction is currently more plentiful. 

 

With respect athletic competition problems with respect to the one large high school concept, other downstate high 

schools will still compete against us if we are one large high school. Onlyin the football playoffs is the size a factor 

where IHSA would bump us to a higher class of competition  and that would be fair. Fewer kids could compete on 

the varsity level if we only have one high school, but there is no perfect solution. Intramurals and club teams can 

partially fill that need. 

 

There is no perfect site, but the site selected needs to be fairly compared against all alternatives.You are confusing 

what we would like to have with what we can afford and economically justify. Higher real estate taxes from passage 

of the bond referendum which you contemplate would be harmful to our city.Bottom line: Placing the referendum 

on the ballot in November will waste more taxpayers’ time and money, more of your time and will harm Unit 4’s 

administration’s and the Board of Education’s reputation. Please slow down and get it right. 

 

David Sholem 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Neil E. Strack, FAIA 

  
 

On Fri, Jul 18, 2014 at 12:21 PM, John Bambenek <> wrote: 
I was just contacted by the News-Gazette.  It appears that some measure of these emails found their way 
into their hands as well as other documents.  This has been an ongoing issue. The following statements 
have been made by Mr. Sholem: 
 
"all the errors in the curent analysis will be made public. I expect FOIA requests to be made even sooner 
and the school board and Unit 4 Administration are going to look foolish. " (below) 
 
"all the errors in the analysis will be made public (I expect FOIA requests to be made even sooner) and 
the school board and Unit 4 Administration are going to look foolish" (an earlier email from Mr. Sholem to 
me) 
 
and a similar message was sent to Dr. Wiegand. 
 
I am inclined to conclude that these conversations have not been going on in good faith and I see no 
value in continuing them.   
 
j 



On 7/17/2014 4:18 PM, Ginny Holder wrote: 
Totally agree with David! If this is on November ballot it will lose, and we all lose! Be wise with this 
process! 
Ginny 

 
On Jul 17, 2014, at 3:58 PM, "David B. Sholem" <> wrote: 

Laurie: 
  
I was disappointed with your comments in today’s News-Gazette which imply you are ready to place a 
school bond referendum on the November 2014 bond ballot. Unit 4 is not even close to developing a 
viable plan to sell passage of a referendum to the public. You need to start over with your school 
renovation cost analysis and fairly consider both the Spalding Park and Central HS sites.  The Spalding 
Park construction analysis and Central HS remodeling analysis are both grossly flawed and even can be 
characterized as ridiculous with respect to Central HS. Everyone who hears the figure $114MM to 
renovate the existing high school laughs at me when I say that is really the estimate which the school 
board used in ruling out the existing high school site. With respect to the Central HS site: 
  

1.       Masonry load-bearing walls do not be moved at Central HS. A new addition can be constructed 
north of Central HS on Park Street and on the faculty parking lot to add classrooms and from the 
information I have gleaned, those new classrooms would solve the problem associated with 
overcrowded classrooms in the existing Central HS. 

2.       The $25MM cost for a temporary high school during construction can be totally eliminated by 
building the new addition which I described above (NW of existing Central HS) with the older wings 
renovated, one at a time, after the new wing is constructed. Classes would not be interrupted and $25M 
would not be needed for a temporary building. 

3.       Adjacent properties could be acquired near Central HS over time and there are houses available 
now on the south side of University Avenue which could be picked up relatively nominal sums. Unit 4 
can take the same successful approach to land acquisition which Urbana’s school board has adopted. 

4.       No real estate other than the YMCA property is required if McKinley Field is continued to be used as 
it has been for over 70 years and  if many athletic practice needs are addressed off-campus. 

5.       Wi-fi solves the computer wiring issue which had grossly overestimated costs in your consultants’ 
analysis. 

  
If your current Central HS renovation analysis is not totally reexamined between now and the date of 
the vote to place the referendum on the ballot, all the errors in the curent analysis will be made public. I 
expect FOIA requests to be made even sooner and the school board and Unit 4 Administration are going 
to look foolish. 
  
I also have not seen cost estimates for consolidating the high schools into one school at Centennial Park. 
That approach will also be presented as a logical alternative to spending over $80M or whatever the 
cost estimate is for the northern high school. If one high school is created, Central HS could be 



remodeled for a middle school to replace Edison. I hope Unit 4 is prepared to answer economic cost 
questions about the single high school option too. While your committee recommended maintaining 
two separate high schools, they did so in a vacuum without considering the relative cost of their 
conclusion. 
  
Your statements about growth towards the north of the city are, in my opinion, also flawed. Although 
the City of Champaign Comprehensive Plan, prepared by the planners, contemplates multi-family and 
single family residential expansion north of Market Place, most real estate brokers and developers with 
whom I have spoken expect to see predominantly industrial and warehouse development in that area. 
The new east-west corridor will enhance access to I-74 in Urbana and I-57 in Champaign which should 
make those sites more attractive to national firms which consider locating their facilities in Champaign-
Urbana. More growth will occur in the south and west where Savoy’s lower real estate tax rates are 
appealing, more existing SW Champaign and Savoy subdivisions exist and new residential construction is 
currently more plentiful. 
  
With respect athletic competition problems with respect to the one large high school concept, other 
downstate high schools will still compete against us if we are one large high school. Onlyin the football 
playoffs is the size a factor where IHSA would bump us to a higher class of competition  and that would 
be fair. Fewer kids could compete on the varsity level if we only have one high school, but there is no 
perfect solution. Intramurals and club teams can partially fill that need. 
  
There is no perfect site, but the site selected needs to be fairly compared against all alternatives.You are 
confusing what we would like to have with what we can afford and economically justify. Higher real 
estate taxes from passage of the bond referendum which you contemplate would be harmful to our 
city.Bottom line: Placing the referendum on the ballot in November will waste more taxpayers’ time and 
money, more of your time and will harm Unit 4’s administration’s and the Board of Education’s 
reputation. Please slow down and get it right. 
  
David Sholem 


