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Referenda Alert
“My, what big eyes they have!”

BARRINGTON PUBLIC LIBRARY

“Proposition to Issue
$34,300,000.00 Library

Bonds of the Barrington
Public Library District,
Cook, Kane, Lake and

McHenry Counties,
Illinois…”

The Library Board has indicated
that this expansion will add $85
to $90 to the annual property tax
bill for a $500,000 home. This
“Improvement Plan” will add
53,000 sq. ft. to the existing
60,000 sq. ft. and will provide
some of the following:  multi-pur-
pose rooms and expanded meet-
ing rooms, more space for books,
DVDs, CDs, and more computer
equipment and access.  Gardens
in many different forms will occu-
py much of this new addition.
There will also be additional
parking spaces and 24-hour drive-
up service.  These are only a few
of the items in the board’s
Improvement Plan.  Taxpayer/vot-
ers should weigh the following:

• Do you believe these 
extensive improvements are
necessary?

• Do we know the cost break-
down by area? Example:  how
many sq. ft. of actual book
space, garden space, parking
deck, etc.?

• Will this library improvement
require the hiring of more
staff, which in turn would 
create more payroll, pension
and other benefits?

COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
DISTRICT #512

“Proposition to Issue
$153,600,000 Community

College Bonds”

The Board of Trustees of William
Rainey Harper Community
College are requesting additional
bonds to be issued in order to
build, equip, alter, renovate,
repair and demolish, build and
equip additions to community
college buildings, and improve
and equip land for community
college purposes.  

The Board has stated it is a “no
tax rate increase” bond referen-
dum.  Since 2000 the College has
been aggressively paying off
bonds from an $88.8 million refer-
endum.  The early pay down of
these bonds will allow Harper to
borrow the additional monies
without increasing the current
tax rate.

Does this mean our property
taxes will not rise?  There is a dif-
ference between a tax rate
increase and borrowing addition-
al funds and repayments.  Since
taxes would go down without this
referendum, this would be a tax
increase.

LAKE COUNTY FOREST 
PRESERVE DISTRICT

“Proposition to Issue
General Obligation Bonds 
of the Lake County Forest

Preserve District in an
Amount Not to Exceed

$185,000,000.”

The Lake County Forest Preserve
District wants to borrow money
and issue bonds to acquire and
improve forest preserve lands,
trail and greenway corridors, wet-
lands, prairies and forests, etc.
Lake County Forest Preserve
intends on paying off some older
bonds later this year.  According
to Bonnie Thomson Carter,
President of the Lake County
Forest Preserve, “This gives us a
unique opportunity to replace
those older bonds without
increasing taxes.” 

Is this really necessary at this
time? Since taxes would go down
in 2009 without this referendum,
this would be a tax increase.  

A NO VOTE is perfectly justified for these three referenda. 

Conclusion
The cost of these three referenda
totals $372,900,000 (that’s mil-
lions!).  

Is no one paying any attention to
the rising cost of gas, food, cloth-
ing, utilities, sales taxes, real
estate taxes, and just about every-
thing else in this world?  Is no one
paying any attention to the rise in
bankruptcies and home foreclo-
sures?  If the powers that be were
paying attention taxpayers would
not be asked to pay more in real
estate taxes.  This is a matter of
wants versus needs and taxpayers
NEED to keep what little they have
left!

 



Illinois Public Act 095-0675
(School Facility 
Occupation Tax)

Effective October 17, 2007, Public
Act 095-0675 School Facility
Occupation Tax (the Act) became
a reality with the CUNNING
Springfield politicians.  What the
majority of taxpayers do not
know is that subject to individual
county submission to the voters,
each county (excluding Cook
County) may impose a County
School Facility Occupation Tax
(Sales Tax) of up to 1% in 1/4%
increments on retail sales and
sales of service as defined in the
Act. The total net Sales Tax rev-
enues for each county will be
allocated to individual school
districts on the basis of enroll-
ment, excluding students not
residing in the subject county.
The resulting net Sales Tax rev-
enues are to be used “exclusively
for school facility purposes” as
defined in the Act. 

A school district may issue
bonds, which will not be subject
to referendum, to finance expen-
ditures for school facility purpos-
es.  Such purposes are very

broadly defined.  The security for
the bonds would be the future
net Sales Tax revenue stream
expected to be received by the
respective school district.  Such
bonds will generally not be
regarded as or included in any
computation of indebtedness for
the purpose of any statutory pro-
vision or limitation.

The most significant implications
of approving the Sales Tax are:

• Circumvention of the need to
submit bricks and mortar
projects to the voters of a
school district via referen-
dum.  This effectively elimi-
nates one of the few checks
and balances that remain with
the voters regarding the fund-
ing of local school districts.

• The formula for allocation of
net tax revenues to individual
school districts could result
in redistribution among areas
of the county as a result of
where the taxable sales origi-
nate within the county versus
the distribution of students in
the county.  District 220
would not get credit in the
distribution formula for stu-

dents not residing in Lake
County.

• Once enacted, the voters of a
county cannot require reduc-
tion or elimination of the
Sales Tax.

• Although some observers
have stated that the Sales Tax
could result in property tax
reductions, there are no pro-
visions in the Act to require
or consider such reductions.

• The proposed State of Illinois
Capital Plan includes funds
for school capital programs.
That Plan was the reason
given for the Governor’s veto
of the Sales Tax, later overrid-
den.

While the above is only a 
brief outline of the School 
Facility Occupation Tax, more
information and links can be
found on the BETA website
www.betaonline.us.

The purpose of the above article
is to make taxpayers AWARE of
this backdoor taxation approach.
While there is no Lake County
Sales Tax Referendum for School
Districts on the November 4th
ballot, it could potentially be on

There is a proposal on the
November 4, 2008 ballot
calling for a state constitu-

tional convention.  The last such
convention was held in 1969-1970
and a new Constitution was
adopted in 1970.  

By voting YES a constitutional
convention might be able to
restructure our tax system,
reorder our funding priorities and
restrict the ability of public offi-
cials to ensure their own reelec-
tion and control the election of
others.   

A YES vote will send a clear mes-
sage to the governor, legislature
and state bureaucrats that busi-
ness as usual in Springfield is no
longer acceptable to the citizenry
of Illinois.

A YES vote will give the citizens
of Illinois an opportunity to elect
a group of thoughtful, independ-
ent citizen-delegates to consider
structural changes in how busi-
ness is conducted in Springfield. 

A YES vote will demonstrate our
belief in democracy – we should
not bow to politics of fear.  If we
have a constitutional convention
and do not like the results, we
can still vote down any proposed
changes.     

State of Illinois Proposed Call For a
Constitutional Convention

Referendum           Danger Zone
“Coming to a neighborhood near you!”



the Spring Ballot of 2009 or any
future ballots.  We urge taxpayers
to keep a watchful eye for this
type of Lake County Referendum.
BETA does not support the
School Facility Occupation Tax
for Lake County and recommends
that taxpayers vote NO should
this referendum appear on any
ballot in the future.   

CASE FOR DENIAL OF 
CN PROPOSAL

The Surface
Transportation
Board’s draft
Environmental
Impact Statement
fails to give a realis-

tic picture of the damage that the
proposed CN purchase of the
EJ&E would bring to the outer
ring communities on the EJ&E
line.

The greater train length and the
number of trains per day would
increase the train miles per day
or traffic impact on the EJ&E by
more than nine-fold or 835% at
each of the eight Barrington Area
crossings.  This is based on the
study assumption that the num-
ber of trains per day would
increase from 5.3 to 20.3 or by 15
trains.  Also, the assumption is
made that the average train
length will increase from 2,590
feet to 6,321 feet.

It is likely that the number of
trains per day will eventually
increase by 20 rather than 15.
Also, over time, the average
length of trains could reach
10,000 feet rather than 6,321 feet
as now expected.  This would
mean that implementation of the
proposal would result in an 18-
fold or 1,700% increase in EJ&E
train miles per day impacting
each of our crossings.

Such horrendous increases are
difficult to comprehend in terms
of health, safety and welfare of
the citizens of the Barrington
Area.  Barrington is the hub of
the total BACOG Area and is the
center for banking, shopping,

commuting, church, library, med-
ical, cultural, and educational
activities.  Police, Fire and
Emergency Paramedic access
would be compromised by traffic
gridlock.  Commuters and school
buses would experience intolera-
ble delays.  The quality of life for
our entire community would suf-
fer.

The Surface Transportation
Board’s study only recognizes
that the proposal will result in a
loss in property values for homes
within 250 feet of the railroad.
This is patently ridiculous.  The
cumulative effect of this project
on the entire BACOG Area will
result in a huge loss in property
values.  The study basically mini-
mizes the deterioration of viabili-
ty of the business, shopping,
church, library, school, and emer-
gency and medical facilities as
well as the health, safety and wel-
fare of the citizens of the area.

It is estimated that the total value
of all properties in the BACOG
Area is at least $15 billion.  A loss
in value of 10% to 20% for the
entire BACOG Area would repre-
sent a conservative estimate and
amount to $1.5 to $3.0 billion.
Contrast this to the CN invest-
ment of $300 million for the pur-
chase of the EJ&E.

Three of Barrington’s EJ&E at-
grade crossings involve major
traffic arteries including Lake
Cook Road, Highway 59 and
Route 14.  They are within one
mile of each other and there are
no alternate routes.  Even if CN
were to provide the entire $200
million or more that would be
required for grade separation at
these crossings, the BACOG Area
would still suffer a huge loss in
viability.

BETA recommends that the com-
munity support the process to
deny this acquisition.

BARRINGTON PARK DISTRICT
On February 5, 2008, voters
passed a $12 million bond refer-

endum for the Barrington Park
District to renovate Langendorf
Park.  Please keep in mind while
voting on the aforementioned
three referenda if you live within
the Barrington Park District tax-
ing district, that your 2007 real
estate tax bill, paid in 2008 DID
NOT reflect the Barrington Park
District bond referendum.  Your
2008 real estate tax bill to be
issued in 2009 will reflect an
increase for these bonds.  

SCHOOL FINANCE 101
BETA annually requests the June
30th Financial Statement for
CUSD 220.  The Certified Financial
Statement is usually not ready
until October and therefore was
not available for the printing of
this newsletter.  However, after
numerous requests for data,
BETA finally received the unaudit-
ed results of Revenues and
Expenditures for the period July
1, 2007 through June 30, 2008.      

It is unfair to make any compar-
isons at this time due to the lack
of the certification of the
Revenue and Expenditures
report.  However, we can tell you
that for the school year July 1,
2007 through June 30, 2008, there
was an excess of revenues total-
ing $4.4 million (which could
potentially increase depending on
the accruals).  Adding these
excess revenues to the prior fund
balance gives the District a
reserve ending balance of $41
million.  BETA understands that
approximately $16 million will be
used to build a new Early
Childhood Learning Center which
would decrease the reserve fund
to approximately $25 million.
Remember this reserve fund
comes from taxpayer dollars
through the real estate taxes.  

There could be future referenda
once the Early Childhood
Learning Center is built and the
new Teachers Contract (which
expires July 2009) is negotiated.
Keep this in mind.



Consumers have known for a
while that we are in for
some tough economic

times. A recent survey by the
National Conference of State
Legislatures reported in the Wall
Street Journal that there is a $40
BILLION shortfall for states in the
current fiscal year and that this is
expected to continue through
2010.  States as well as local gov-
ernments must balance their
budgets by making the necessary
spending cuts.  If this does not
occur, public spending will con-
tinue to go up while our personal
incomes go down.  This is the
reality we are facing.  But can we
depend on our state and local
governments to cut spending?

Experience suggests that the
answer is no.  So how do we

ensure that local governments
and school districts do the right
thing?  One step in the right
direction is to insist on more visi-
bility into the details of public
spending.  A recent 10-part series
by the Daily Herald on school
finance exposed school board
spending in the Northwest sub-
urbs.  This series of articles,
including the multi-part annual
increases for teachers, raised
some disturbing issues about
spending.    Despite this series,
not much has changed and more
informative articles are needed.     

Since schools absorb most of our
real estate taxes, greater visibility
into public spending in our
schools is needed.  Local govern-
ments must also be more
accountable as their share comes

out of the real estate taxes as
well.  No visibility means it will
be business as usual in public
spending and taxes will continue
to rise, taking a larger share of
our shrinking incomes. 

It is time for the voting taxpayers
to hold accountable elected offi-
cials who control the public
purse strings.  Greater visibility is
needed to cut spending.

Citizens Need More Visibility into Public Spending
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