
Just the Facts 

Many of you do not have the time or desire to attend School Board meetings, or those of 
the Finance and Facilities committee.  This is very understandable, since they tend to be 
long and, quite honestly, boring.  But we thought we’d take just a moment and clue you 
in on where our district is headed. 

This Year’s Budget 

After last year’s 2.99% levy increase, and a 22.4% increase over the last three years, the 
school district may run short yet again.  While Business Consultant Emily Koczela has 
been trying hard to control costs, expenses are currently running higher than expected. 
But fortunately so far, these expenses are still under projected revenues, but there is not 
much breathing room.  Another major unexpected expense could send the budget into a 
tailspin.  

It is reported that the teacher negotiations are not going well.  The teachers, for their new 
contract, are rumored to be asking for a sizeable increase.  That kind of increase could 
force the district, once again, to pilfer the Reserve Fund.  That fund has already been 
tapped for over $2,000,000 over the past two years.  

As Rome Burns 

As money has been spent on employee raises and benefits, our buildings have been left to 
decay.  The costs of neglect are high, and some anticipated expenditures for next year 
are: 

• $700,000 to replace the roofs of the ASC and parts of the High School 

• $200,000 for boilers in the ASC and the Middle School 

• $2,300,000 to bring Dean School up to code 

Referendum 

RW Baird has calculated that the school district could borrow up to $4.6 million for 
referendum financing, without increasing the debt service payment.  This would include 
$1.1 million of a 0% stimulus loan.  As the existing debt service is scheduled to go down 
(from $584,000 in 2011, to $324,000 in 2026, to $0 in 2027), we could get a bargain and 
have our debt service payment stay at $590,000 until 2033.  In addition, it was presented 
that $15 million of financing (the maximum of three options presented) would increase 
the mill rate $0.98 per $1,000, meaning a $200,000 house would see a $196 increase in 
taxes (on top of any normal increase). 

Unexpected Tax Hike  

The explanation for the greater than expected hikes on our property tax bills (5.8% vs. 
2.99% for the school district; 4% vs. 2% for the village) was that nearly $25 million of 



commercial property vanished last year from the tax rolls.  Businesses closed or their 
values diminished to the extent that it doubled the amount pushed onto the average 
homeowner.  And this is a trend we see continuing, unfortunately, for the next few years.   

Who’s on Your Side? 

Emily Koczela attempted to gauge the mood of the Facilities & Finance Committee in 
order to begin preparing next year's budget.  What kind of property tax increase are we 
looking at? 

• Michael Bembenek (a School Board candidate) suggested a 5% increase. 

• Board member Kevin Wisth wanted to stay about 3%, and wanted to restore some 
fund balance if possible. 

• Kevin Klimek suggested a zero percent increase, especially in light of the need for 
a major building referendum in the next few years. 

• Ellen Schimenz and Dennis Murphy were concerned about what would need to be 
cut to achieve 0%. 

• Others seemed to stress a lower than “maximum” (as much as an 8%) levy 
increase. 

With declining commercial values within the village, much needed building repairs, 
referendums on the horizon, and the inability to stay within budget, there is only one 
clear choice – elect, on April 6th, candidates who have your pocketbook and the welfare 
of our schools in mind. 

 

  

 

 


