Below you will find different iterations of the argument against additional bonds/spending for various school
districts in LD3. Please feel free to cut and paste, modify, and adjust as you feel necessary.

Vote NO

| oppose the school bond due to its unfair financial burden on taxpayers and lack of clear benefits. The high cost
would strain residents and transparency is lacking, raising doubts about fund use. Past mismanagement raises
spending concerns. Proponents lack evidence justifying improvements.

Burdening taxpayers is unjustifiable; responsible budgeting and exploring alternatives are needed. We must
prioritize the community's financial well-being and ensure wise use of taxpayer dollars. The school bond in is an
unnecessary and unjust expense that burdens taxpayers.

Transparency, accountability, and alternative solutions are essential to avoid excessive debt.

Opposing the school bond is vital to uphold responsible budgeting in government. Implementing the bond
ignores fiscal prudence, burdening taxpayers with needless debt. Responsible budgeting necessitates considering
resources and prioritizing spending.

The district should optimize its current budget by evaluating expenses, reallocating funds, and seeking cost-saving
measures. Thus, the district can meet needs without burdening taxpayers or transferring financial obligations to
future generations. Relying on a bond undermines financial management accountability. The district must
demonstrate effective fund usage, transparent reporting, and clear success benchmarks.

Opposing the bond aligns with responsible budgeting, ensuring long-term financial health and avoiding undue
future obligations.

Please vote No to increasing taxes.

| oppose the school bond due to its unfair financial burden on taxpayers and lack of clear benefits. The high cost
of the bond would further strain residents struggling to make ends meet. Transparency and accountability are
lacking, leaving doubts about efficient and effective use of funds for student and educational improvements.

Past mismanagement raises concerns about responsible spending. Moreover, proponents fail to provide
sufficient evidence justifying the proposed improvements. Without a clear rationale, burdening taxpayers with
this financial commitment is unjustifiable.

Instead, the district should focus on responsible budgeting and exploring alternative solutions to address pressing
needs. We must prioritize the community's financial well-being and ensure wise use of taxpayer dollars. In
conclusion, the school bond is an unnecessary and unjust expense that burdens taxpayers. Transparency,
accountability, and alternative solutions are essential to avoid excessive debt.

Please vote NO!




Opposing the school bond is crucial for upholding responsible budgeting principles in government. Implementing
the bond disregards fiscal prudence and burdens taxpayers with unnecessary debt. Responsible budgeting
requires careful consideration of available resources and prioritization of expenditures.

The district should focus on optimizing its existing budget by evaluating spending patterns, reallocating funds, and
exploring cost-saving measures. By doing so, the district can meet its needs without burdening taxpayers. Taking
on additional debt through a bond unfairly transfers financial obligations onto future generations who have no say
in the matter.

It is essential to consider the long-term impact of financial decisions and ensure sustainable practices. Relying on a
bond undermines the need for accountability and oversight in financial management. The district must
demonstrate effective utilization of existing funds and establish transparent reporting and clear benchmarks for
success.

Opposing the school bond aligns with responsible budgeting principles, prioritizing the community's long-term
financial health and avoiding unnecessary obligations for future generations.

Please vote NO on this bond.

Oppose the proposed School Bond. It's an unnecessary expense burdening taxpayers with high property tax rates.
Insufficient evidence justifies the improvements, lacking transparent assessment of needs.

The bond lacks accountability, risking inefficient fund use. Past mismanagement highlights the need for a
comprehensive plan with measurable outcomes. Focus on responsible resource allocation, not unnecessary debt.



