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ollege Rols|c| T . ) ) :

Trustee E]R: § S| T | & | What arethetop 3 needs of Lone Isthe $420 million bond issue too much or | DiScusSyour views on LSCSfunding | Discuss the correct approach for

=| s 3| %] 5 | gar coll ege Systerm? too little? sources and the amount of funds that teaching the various views of the

Candidates >0|= z : ’ should come from each source. origins of lifeat LSCS.

I would not spend adime until | have solid Mx;;u;ﬂ;%‘mofﬂ?a%eéggo in The strengths, weaknesses and
v Ered Integrity, financial management and | Market studiesindicating the usifiable Sd braians grams Lo Shoul% b% positions of all of the theories should
r #3|100% |68%23% . Y, th Aty in all utilization of any funds. The 80 member dream expected fr%r%(t)l?ition and a oreater be explored to the fullest extent. The
Blanton Improving the quality In al arees. committee is not a sound means of p g ultimate decisions and positions rest
e o ) share of the state budget should be h P
determination of need, rather political whims. Alocated solely with theindividual.

Stephanie Marquard | #3 14% 45% Did Not Respond Did Not Respond Did Not Respond Did Not Respond

Jerry Albrecht #3 14%| 14% | Did Not Respond Did Not Respond Did Not Respond Did Not Respond

Robert Gandy #3 14%| 14% | Did Not Respond Did Not Respond Did Not Respond Did Not Respond
Better financial management, better Work directly with the business
communication with the communities, Not until | see an in depth study on exactly how | community to develop courses that All views must be presented to our

/ Ter ry | 86% | 459 36% and develop career paths for students. the bond would be spent. Our district needs to mee their needs. They are willing to students, then let the student decide

Morton g 0 Work with our business community to develop strategic budgets backed up by hard pay well for people that aretrained in based on their respective upbriging and
develop careers that meet our needs as numbers and real estimates with no emotion. their respective fields plus this gives values.
well as our students. our students a solid career path.

| believe that an amount higher than $420
(1) Affordability for students (2) Qualit million would have increased our tax rate, and Ig;’;lg?gﬁh;ﬁ%rg,gm dtif:]e | believe that the various views of the

Robert Adam #4/9% | 14945%| 18% of Education (33/ Accessibilit Y therefore, would have been a political mistake. SOUrces to give an opinion | wo%l dbe origins of life should be taught,
essbility So, in balancing all needs, | believe the $420 giveanop including the Biblical view.
- : comfortable with.

million proposal is reasonable.
Partner with government and prlv.ate Hard to say, currently the bond is expected | 2530 9 from tuition and fees, 25-35% | | pelieve that creationism /
entities.. to accommodate growth; to fund projects for the next 4.5-5 years, from state, 10-15% from private intellioent desian should be

\/ Jason 46| 77% |14955%| 5% Evolve relationship with foundation | Should other fiscal conservatives like me donations and grants; and about 45- all owgd asan algt ernative view to

Roper to include capital projects thus be put on the board we may be able to 50% frqm the ad v_alorum_. Any excess the Darwinian model. No view
reducing need for taxpayer funds... | stretch that out to 6-7 years before in funding should immediately go to <hould be Suopr. ‘

Get in the Legislature's face considering a new bond reduce property tax. PPressed.
First need is to pass the bond election. .
Second, the districts policies and | believe $420M addresses most identified | Thekey isto direct spending so it gﬂ;g]’t';?rf Srlqoizdbfogalé::r;gdgij;ethe

Alan Quintero #6 14%36%| 21% | procedures must be updated. Third, the | needs without raising taxes, so it'stheright | impactsthe primary purpose of the jobsof the Zfste‘émtury by teaching
district needs to revisit itslong-term amount district: education. sound science in science classrooms.
strategic plan.

Bob Wolfe #6 18%| 11% | Did Not Respond Did Not Respond Did Not Respond Did Not Respond
?ro""th“’\é';‘:g,g e CO”S‘WC";"” Itislikely that the full amount is not All theories of the origins of life
P an.stre nComrﬁ Crl:.rt 'f‘_g;ojsw ere needed. The only way to determinethisis | Funds from private endowments, | should be explored equally

\/ Gail 49| 919% |64%279%| 0% pos?t a;' busi u Ia}r/t '; more to commission professional marketing state funding, & grantsneed to be | alowing the students to make

Stanart psrto (ljent—e— Dus' Zless partner 'ps.'th high studies to evaluate future student growth at | increased. Programs must be their own persona decision. Both

u evelop programs with hig theindividual colleges. Resourcesshould | reevaluated according to priorities. | strengths and weaknesses of all
schools so that students are better . : :
prepared be focused where thereis real demand. theories should be explained.

Joe Williams #9 9%445%| 16% | Interviewed with no questionnaire Interviewed with no questionnaire Interviewed with no questionnaire | Interviewed with no questionnaire
Overhaul Qi stance Ie_!arni ng and ypdate The amount' is I_udi crously hjgh. Theincreasing Asaonetime student at LSCS, | took
technologies ... Assist studentsin enrollment in distance learning and con-current aclassin the philosoohy of rdligion. It

Jean Iverson #o|5% | 1494279%| 5% finding work to help them finance their students, while onsite enrollment actually I'd like to do more research before | try was amind ef andinp Zx erien?:e I

° ° own education. Do abetter job of declines leaves me to believe the district has to address this question. think diversit pand to?erar?ce brin .s
including the community in formulating grossly overstated its need for new construction understan diny t0 anv equation 9
plans for the future growth of thedistrict. | ... 9 Y& ’

Diane Porter #9 5% | 16% | Did Not Respond Did Not Respond Did Not Respond Did Not Respond

PriscillaKelly #9 5% | 16% | Did Not Respond Did Not Respond Did Not Respond Did Not Respond

Note: These are the understood views of candidates as understood by panel members based on interviews with candidates, public info, & questionnaires received. All contested candidates were invited. Some had schedule conflicts. The purpose of this publication is to
inform local voters. It is not a political advertisement, but a compilation of information gathered by and opinions expressed by this panel. It is not issued at the direction or expense of any political party or any other organization.




