Strong Classrooms ¢ Safe Schools

Prior Lake-Savage Area Schools, November 3, 2026 Referendum Election
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Understanding the Ballot Questions and Need for Fiscal Stability



Laker Pride

STRONG CLASSROOMS
SAFE SCHOOLS




AP Scores Continue to Rise

7

Five-year snapshot of AP success at PLHS:
Eﬂ o 2022: 73% (548 students) scored 3, 4 or 5
o 2023: 74% (587 students) scored 3, 4 or 5
8 4 0/0 o 2024:80% (710 students) scored 3, 4 or 5
o 2025: 82% (710 students) scored 3, 4 or 5

o 2026: 84% (949 students) scored 3,4 or 5

of PLHS students taking AP courses
chieved scores of 3, 4, or 5 on their AP
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/ exams making them eligible to receive

college credit.
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MCA Results: Progress and Priorities

2026 district results

Math Science Reading

From 2025 to 2026, math Science proficiency held relatively Reading results will be released

proficiency increased 2.7 steady. Grade 5 improved later this fall following the

percentage points districtwide markedly, while secondary results transition to the MCA-IV

and 2.9 points in elementary declined. assessment.

schools as statewide proficiency

declined slightly. Priority: Strengthen use of Next step: Use the results with
adopted, standards-aligned local reading data to target

The gains follow three years of
consistent implementation of
new elementary math resources.

resources, especially in secondary instruction and student support.
classrooms.

WHY LEVY FUNDING MATTERS

Math gains followed sustained implementation of new resources. Levy funding would help protect that progress and
give staff the support needed when students are not yet meeting grade-level expectations.




International Recognition for Financial Excellence

For the 2025-26 fiscal year, PLSAS earned both

the ASBO International Meritorious Budget r

Award (MBA) for the second consecutive year
and the ASBO International Certificate of
Excellence (COE) in Financial Reporting
2024-25 fiscal year for the 17th consecutive
year.

This national award recognizes clear,
transparent and well-communicated budget
practices and financial reporting.

Budget and Annual Comprehensive Financial
Reporting documents are reviewed by
experienced school finance professionals for

\ .
EXCELLENCE IN MERITORIOUS
FINANCIAL REPORTING BUDGET AWARD
1-31 1-4
Minnesota school districts Minnesota school districts
recognized for FY2024 recognized for FY2025
Eastern Carver County, Rosemount Apple-Valley
Eagan, Burnsville-Eagan-Savage, and PLSAS
ASBO INTERNATIONAL ASBO INTERNATIONAL
Certificate of Excellence Meritorious Budget Award for
in Financial Reporting J Excellence in School Budgeting

accuracy, comprehensive financial planning and
accessibility for the public.

The recognition reflects PLSAS' ongoing commitment to

responsible financial stewardship and open
communication with students, staff, families and
taxpayers.




Community Feedback

2026 Annual Stakeholder Survey Results

e Students: Responses ranked in the 85th percentile nationally, placing PLSAS
among the top-performing school systems in the country.

e Families and Caregivers: Satisfaction remained strong at 3.96 out of 5, reflecting
continued trust and confidence.

e Staff: Employees report a strong sense of purpose, clear expectations, and
positive relationships with their supervisors.

e Atthesame time, respondentsidentified areas for growth, including concerns
about budget pressures, class sizes, student behavior, and a desire for more
consistent communication about student learning. These insights will help guide
our ongoing improvement efforts.
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A world-class district centered on students, driven by results

OUR PRIORITIES

ACADEMIC
EXCELLENCE

Students receive
challenging, rigorous,
and relevant instruction
for their unique learning
needs and goals, and to
develop essential skills
to be successful.

CORE BELIEFS

Accountability: We are
transparent, take responsibility
for actions and decisions,
answer to our community, and
uphold commitments and
standards of excellence.

MISSION

Inspire and empower each student to reach their full potential
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OPTIMIZE
RESOURCES

Prioritize efficient and
effective use of fiscal,
human, and capital
resources through
excellencein
governance,
administration, and staff.

Respect: We appreciate the
value, feelings, and rights
of others, fostering an
environment of mutual
understanding and
consideration.

S)

POSITIVE LEARNING
ENVIRONMENTS

Foster a welcoming,
inclusive, and safe
learning environment,
where staff are
valued, and students
can fully engage in
learning.

Unity: We support each other,
cultivating a sense of belonging,
and collective strength,
ensuring everyone is seen,
valued, and heard as we pursue
our common goals together.

COMMUNITY
PARTNERSHIPS

Develop a culture of
engagement through
shared responsibility,

and collaboration
among students,
staff, families, and
community partners.

Stewardship: We
responsibly manage
resources, ensuring their
sustainability, and ethical
use for the benefit of current
and future generations.
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Financial
Pressures
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State Mandates

MANDATES

Summer Unemployment Insurance e
Earned Safe and Sick Time e Paid Family

OU R Medical Leave e Increased Rates e

Cannabis and Substance Abuse

S P ECI F I C Education Programs e Additional

Graduation Requirements (civics class,
N E E DS personal finance, ethnic studies,
holocaust and genocide education,
READ Act) e Opiate Antagonists e
Menstrual Products e Paraprofessional
Professional Development

SPECIFIC
NEEDS

In 2023, the Minnesota
Legislature allocated
substantial funding for
schools, however, this
funding brought with it
dozens of new mandates
with revenue earmarked for
specific purposes. While the
new funding is widely
appreciated, school districts
still have to find ways to
cover some current and
historical mandates that are
underfunded or even
unfunded by the state.




Budget Pressures

Like many other school districts in
Minnesota and across the country,
PLSAS is facing serious budget
challenges. Our costs are
increasing faster than our revenue
is growing. This is mainly
because prices are going up
(inflation) and student
enrollment (revenue) has
slowed, mostly due to low birth

rates. Lower student enrollment = Revenues Expenses
less state and local funding.




Historic Funding Shortfalls

PLSAS Inflationary Shortfall of the General Education Formula Allowance, 2003-2026

$9,000
w

$8,500

$8,000

$7,500

$7,000 inflation gap

$6,500 (lost buying

e power)

$5,500

$5,000

$4,500
2003 2005 2007 2009 2091 2013 2015 2017 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 2026  Source: MN Depariment of Education June
2025 Infiation Estinates and Minnesola Laws

B State funding If adjusted for inflation | Actual state funding received a2

If state funding had kept pace with inflation since 2003,
we would have received $13+ million more last year alone.




Voter-Approved Operating Levy Comparisons

Operating Referendum Comparison (2026-27 Revenue Per Student)

Burnsville
Minnetonka
Shakopee
Carver County
ISD 196 $1,989.00
Farmington
Waconia
Lakeville
New Prague Zﬁfeﬁf,féf,ﬁe,!iggé’s
PLSAS $624.00

$0 $500 $1,000 $1,500 $2,000 $2,500
Source: MN Department of Education June 2025 Inflation Estimates and Minnesota Laws




Seven County Metro Area School Districts
Voter Approved Authority Per Pupil Unit FY 2026-27

Hopkins

Minneapolls

Richflsld

Bloomington

Edina

St. Louis Park
Westonka

Eden Pralrla
Minnetonka

Wayzata

Shakopee

Eastern Carver County
HMounds View
Burnsvllle
Robbinsdale

Osseo

Orono

Rosevllla

Wast St. Paul
Stillwater

South Saint Paul
Rosemount-Apple Valley-Eagan
Mahtomedl

South Washington County
St Anthony-New Brighton
St. Paul

Hastings

Lakevllle

White Bear Lake
Farmington

Waconla

Inver Grova Helghts
Fridley

Columbia Heights
Central
Ancka-Hennepin
Spring Lake Park
North St Paul-Maplewood-Oakdale
Centennial

Forest Lake

New Prague
Watertown-Mayer
Prlor Lake-Savage
Broaklyn Center

Salnt Francls
Randolph

Bolle Plalne

Jordan

$0 $500 $1,000 $1,500 $2,000 $2,500 $3,000 $3,500 $4,000 $4,500
| L s L s L | |
$3.317 $1,182
52,295 51,066
92.335 [EI1]
92381 $862
$2.204 $1.013
$3,240 $545
$2,2497 5225
§2.299 3538
— T
wVoter Approved Operating Referendum Per Pupil Unit mVoter Approved Capital Project Le: N
e 5 ? ? (PP Equpr\'ja\ent) 3 ? K E:EHLERS

Source:

Minnesota Department of Education Taxes Payable 2026 Levy Limitation and Certification Reports

Currently, PLSAS ranks
43rd out of 44 metro-area
school districts in
voter-approved operating
levy authority per pupil.

Approval of both
referendum questions
would move PLSAS to 29th,
bringing the district closer
to the middle of its
metro-area peers.




How We Spend Our Money

) THE, UNITED) STA

e A.__

THIS NOTE IS LEGAL TENDER
FOR ALL DEBTS, PUBLIC AND PRIVATE

E 80680986 G
| 2 o Casticts Gotint,

|
81¢

Salaries, Benefits & Supplies

Source: MN Dept of Education - District/Site
Level Expenditure Report

Prior Lake-Savage Area Schools
15¢ 2¢ spends most of its budget in areas
Purchased  School that directly affect students.

SerV|Ices Adm|:1|strat|on e Nearly 81% of the budget is
T : spent on areas related to
teaching and learning,
E 80680986 ¢ including salaries and
WasHNODaxD.G instructional supplies
r ' e 15% of the budget is spent on
purchased services such as
transportation, gas and

electricity
e 2% goes to pay for capital
| expenditures such as
2¢ equipment and maintenance
: e 2% is spent on central
Gapital administration and principals

Expenditures




Balancing Cost Efficiency & Student Needs

Prior Lake-Savage Area Schools

Amount Spent Per Student

District Administration  School Administration

PLSAS = $697 PLSAS = $440
State Average = $869 State Average = $624
Cost Difference = $172 Cost Difference = $184

Instruction & Support Student Transportation

PLSAS’ educational  sericestteachers,  pisas-s972
counselors, etc...) State Average = $1,167
COSt per Student is PLSAS = $11,055 Cost Difference = $195
Cost Diff o) Facilities, Operations &
0S Iirerence = e M H t
about $2,917 less Lons < 51 250

State Average = $12,391
State Average = $2,283

tha n the state TOTAL Cost Difference = $1,030

avera ge Our Co te 1 Student, Per Year = $14,417
tate Average = $17,33
Cost Difference = $2,917

Source: MN Department of Education 2025 Consolidated Financial Report

Our cost-per-student spending
is $2,917 below the state
average. While this shows we
spend tax dollars wisely, it also
highlights a challenge: we lack
the necessary funding to
address priorities identified by
many in our community, such as
improving safety measures in
our schools, enhancing
personalized learning
experiences and expanding
career pathway opportunities
for students.




Ongoing Budget Reductions

e Thedistrict has already made $12.25 million in net

budget reductions since 2024.

o 2024-25: $4 million in reductions that included District
Services Center department reductions, administrator
cost reductions

o 2025-26: $4.1 million in reductions that included
staffing/administration reductions, MNCAPS lease
eliminated, closing the Twin Oaks pool, Laker Online
eliminated, K-1 iPads & staff desktops reduced, fewer gr.
6-12 elective options

o 2026-27: $4.15 million in reductions that included closing
WestWood as a neighborhood school, changed K-5
attendance boundaries, eliminated MNCAPS pathways,
selling the District Services Center




Ongoing Budget Reductions: Spring 2026

FTE Subject Reduction Amount

-1.00 Principal (13475 Elementary

-1.00 TEA - DEAN (145,744) 1
-1.00 ADAST- Building (57,378) SChOOlS Mlddle SChOOIS

-1.00 ADAST - Lead (73,200) 4
-1.00 TEA - ENGLISH LEARNER (100,672) 59FTE

-1.00 TEA - 5TH GRADE retired

-1.00 TEA - 5TH GRADE retired

-1.00 TEA - 3RD GRADE retired
-23.875

(120,020)
(153,840)
(153,240)
(2,178,698)

$

$

$

$

$
-1.00 PARA - Media Support S (39,924) 23.8FTE $644,877

-0.9375 BUILDING SUB $ (41,752) $2.17 million
-0.9375 BUILDING SUB $ (41,752) :

-1.00 TEA - 1ST GRADE $ (74,196) ; -
-1.00 TEA - KINDERGARTEN $ (71,488) FTE Subject Reduction Amount
-1.00 TEA - 2ND GRADE S (72,033) -1.60 ATLAS S (204,092)
-1.00 TEA - 3RD GRADE 2 (78,857) -0.40 Communications S (74,566)
-1.00 TEA - 5TH GRADE (75,415)
-1.00 TEA - 1ST GRADE $ (72,022) 832 ::Ci i t:g;‘jg
-1.00 TEA - 4TH GRADE $ (86,155) -u. at ’
-1.00 TEA - 5TH GRADE $ (83,554) -0.50 Vocal/Instrumental S (13,198)
-1.00 TEA - KINDERGARTEN S (59,528) -0.20 phy Ed/Health $ (46,465)
-1.00 TEA - 5TH GRADE $ (85,955) 0.60|Sdenca $ (43,200)
-1.00 TEA - 5TH GRADE $ (71,488) . z
-1.00 TEA - KINDERGARTEN $ (59,529) -1.80 World Language S (106,148)
-1.00 TEA - 4TH GRADE retired  $ (147,481) -5.90 S (644,877)

$

$

$

$




Ongoing Budget Reductions: Spring 2026

Activities & Athletics * $114,096

Prlor Lake 9.3FTE Eliminate digital
High School $931,191 programs S (1,180)
Eliminate MS Girls Swim
FTE Subject Reduction Amount Program S (8,838)
Reduce 2 testing center Reduce stipend Baseball  $ (5,009)
-1.13 paras S (40,456) Reduce stipend Nordic
-1.00 Campus Supervisor S (39,151) Ski E (4,168)
-0.25 Business Edu $ (9,679) zfv‘:'r‘;“ stipend Boys 5 o
ol Communif:ations > {0.000) Reduce food expenses S (8:000)
-0.75 Core Studies S (109,170) = = e
-0.50 Vocal/Choir S (76,678) MS, Nordic Ski to Cleary,
-0.25 Phy Ed/Health $ (42,062) Baseball to Ponds/Ryan  $ (27,494)
-0.90 Science S (79,833) MS Shuttle $ (15,000)
-0.80 Social Studies S (82,636) Helmet Reconditioning S (10,667)
-0.30 Tech Edu S (19,613) Strength Stipends S (13,124)
-1.00 World Language S (106,003) Scrimmages not funded S (15,000)
-1.75 MNCAPS Educational S (286,903)
-9.33 $ (931,191) $ (114,096)




Ongoing Budget Reductions: Spring 2026

FTE Subject Reduction Amount . . .
-1.00 Admin Assistant S (72,974) Districtwide &
-0.50 Admin Assistant $ (33,533) District Services Center
-0.50 Admin Assistant S (43,764)
-4.50 Custodian S (310,500)
. 6.5FTE
Net Special Ed $949 579
Retirements S (242,640) ’
Transportation RFP S (150,000)
*Insurance DSC Closure S (9,500)
Superintendent S (15,000)
Board/Elections S (26,900)
Communications S (10,563)
Technology S (28,000)
Testing/Assessments S (6,205)
-6.50 $ (949,579)




The Proposals
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Proposed Ballot Questions

Question #1
Operating Levy

Revoke the existing operating
levy of $623.97 per student and
replace it with a new levy of
$1,740.97 per student

Question #2
Capital Projects Levy

Propose a new capital projects
levy to raise about $3.8 million
per year

We will get into the details of each question in a bit, but first. ..




Why Is The District Proposing These Levies?

> State funding has not kept pace with increasing costs.

> Legislative mandates are underfunded.

> Enrollment has declined and is projected to continue to decline.




More About Question #1: Operating Levy

Operating Levy:

Tax Impact

e  Revoke the existing operating levy of $623.97 per student and replace
it with a new levy of $1,740.97 per student.
e  The proposed operating levy would be in place for 10 years beginning $ 6/
with the 2027-2028 school year. 4 m O n t h
° The estimated tax impact on a house with a $525,000 value will be

about $46 per month. $525,000 home
o  The per student amount will increase each year beginning in the (Average district home value)

2028-2029 school year at the rate of inflation, as determined by the

state.

i ?
What is Revoke and Replace: The tax impact works differently for renters.

e Inthe ballot question, we are asking residents to end or The referendum's property-tax impact would be

revoke the existing operating levy that provides $623.97
per student - AND

e Replace it with a new operating levy of $1,740.97 per
student

assessed to the property owner, not directly to
individual tenants.




More About Question #2: Capital Projects Levy

Capital Projects Levy:

e  Proposes a capital projects levy to raise about $3.8 million per year for
the next 10 years beginning with the 2028-2029 school year.
e  The capital projects levy will only be implemented if Question #1 AND

Only takes
. iﬁ:r':izizr;\;ei:crease in the first year of this levy. effeCt i f bOth

Question 1 &
No tax increase for Question #2? 2 pa SS

e Adecreaseinthe district's debt service levy will offset the tax impact of the

capital projects levy.
e Taximpact onindividual properties may increase in future years if a property

value increases.




Question #2: Tax Neutral

The chart below shows how the tax impact will not change when the capital projects levy is implemented.

30
‘l Approximately $3.8 Million Capital W B Poiential Capta Projea Lewy
25 | Project Levy- No Increase in Taxes =
Compared to Pay 2027 l W Lease Levy
- M Exsting Debt
5 /

15 4

Estimated Tax Rate

10 1

o N o s ™~ o A

& & & & & S < & Iy &2 & S &

« « b4 ¥ v Vv v v b 7 0 & ¥
Year Taxes are Payable

Source: Ehlers & Associates

Dats Preparad: Janury8 2026




How will the levy funds be used?

Question #1 - Operating Levy

Funds from Question #1 will be focused on improving learning for all students
including:
e Support day-to-day classroom learning and school operations by adding staff
and support staff to lower classroom ratios
e Purchase textbooks and curriculum materials
Provide Wi-Fi and network systems that provide access to learning materials for
student, teachers and staff
Stabilizing the budget to keep school programs
e Improving academic performance & test scores




How will the levy funds be used?

Question #2 - Capital Projects Levy

Funds from Question #2 will be focused on school safety and infrastructure needs
including:

e Provide asecure student entrance at Prior Lake High School
Install security window film at all schools
Increase surveillance cameras and equipment in all schools
Replace aging technology infrastructure that supports student learning
Address ongoing facility needs of technology and building maintenance (such as
keeping up with repairs for heating/cooling, equipment replacement)
e Maintain full accessible playgrounds




Quality Public Schools = Quality Communities

= > #ad > 78]

QUALITY THRIVING STRONG
PUBLICSCHOOLS COMMUNITIES PROPERTY VALUES




What Happens if Question #1 Is Not Approved By
Voters?

If Question #1 is not approved, additional budget reductions - beyond the already
planned $3 million in cuts for 2027-2028 due to declining enrollment - would be
necessary and will likely include:

Reduce teaching positions and increase class sizes
Consider expansion of school walk zones and reduce bus transportation
Reduce staff positions across the district resulting in reduced support for
students
Reduce expenses that provide programming for students, which will include:
o Reduce secondary elective opportunities
o Eliminate district-wide school activities
o Reduce student access to educational technology




What Happens if Question #2 Is Not Approved By
Voters?

e If Question #2 is not approved, budget reductions will be necessary to allow

for needed capital purchases.
In addition, resources will not be available to address the school safety and

facility issues.




Overall Impact of Failed Levies

e Thedistrict has already made $12.25 million in net budget reductions since 2024.
o 2024-25: $4 million in reductions that included District Services Center department reductions,

administrator cost reductions
o 2025-26: $4.1 million in reductions that included staffing/administration reductions, MNCAPS
lease eliminated, closing the Twin Oaks pool, Laker Online eliminated, K-1 iPads & staff desktops

reduced, fewer gr. 6-12 elective options
o 2026-27: $4.15 million in reductions that included closing WestWood as a neighborhood school,
changed K-5 attendance boundaries, eliminated MNCAPS pathways, selling the District Services

Center
e |foneor both levy questions are not approved, the district will face greater financial

pressure and will need to make additional reductions to align spending with available
funding and the number of students we serve.

e These additional reductions would have a greater impact on students, staff and
families and could further affect the programs, services and resources available to
students.




Tax Calculator

Find out exactly what this referendum means for
your household by entering your home's value
into the tax calculator at

plsas.org/referendum—or simply scan the QR

code to access it instantly on your phone.

The tax impact works differently for renters.

The referendum'’s property-tax impact would be assessed to the
property owner, not directly to individual tenants.

We can't predict how it would affect an individual's rent.

Rental rates are determined by the property owner and can be
influenced by many factors, so the district cannot calculate a specific
monthly impact for residents renting in the PLSAS community.




Also on Your Ballot: State Constitutional Amendment

Minnesota Constitutional Amendment: Permanent School Fund
This is separate from the two PLSAS referendum questions.

STATEWIDE QUESTION

All Minnesota voters will be asked to vote on this constitutional
amendment.

WHAT IT WOULD DO:

Increase funding distributed from Minnesota's existing Permanent School
Fund to school districts, without raising individual income or property
taxes.

IMPORTANT VOTING INFORMATION
Leaving this question blank has the same effect as voting “No.”
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Judge,

Judge. o

Official Ballot State General Election Ballot

Scott County, Minnesota
November 3, 2026

PRIOR LAKE P-1
Ballot ID: 6026

| Constitutional Amendment

Instri=*"__ “~ \oters:

tely fil i~ .1ie oval(s) next tw_aur choice(s) like this

Constitutional Amendments

| School District Offices
Independent School District No. 719|

Vote for One
) Marisa Simonetti
© indepen
| Retecen Whiting
© Cbertaren

) Pex Flanagan
Do aict siertator

®rior Lake-Savage Area Schools)

Failure to vote on a constitutional
have

voting no on the amendment

To vote for a proposed consttutional

amendment, il in e oval nex to the word
"Yes® on that question. To vote against a

proposed consitutional amendment, il in the

oval next 1o the word "No' on that question

[ School Board Member
Vote for Up to Four
> 3ron Provancha

2 I inoy Dager

| © Michdle Tefova Increasing funding to school districts| A 1 Bullyan
[ O eeper | hall the Minnesota Constiution be J ssice Olstad
U.S. Representati amendedto increase the funding [
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1 fund that supports school disticts |~
without raising individual income or ick Storlle
Eric Praf property taxes, effective July 1, 20272 ) Dustin Smith
O ey O Yes © Lisa Atkinson
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District 54 e
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District 4
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? Bemosrat Famer-Labar Dave Beer . ST =
- [SI— School District Questions
State. Representative CDUMVI Tovote for a question, fillin the oval next
10 the vord "Yes on that question. To

PLSAS Question 1
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Governor and
Lieutenant Governor

~ Amy Kiobuchar and Ben Schierer

) Allen Andersen

) Lisa Demuth and Ryan Wison

) Republica

| Steven Young and Jane Kirby
~ Green

.

Soil and Water Conserva on

District Supervisor

| School District Question 1
Revoking Existing Referendum

1 Lake-Savage Area Schools) has

vote against a question, filn the oval
next to the word “No" on that question.

Revenue Authorization;
Approving New Authorization

he school board of Independent
School District No. 719 (Prior

proposed to revoke the school
districts existing referendum
revenue authonzation of $623 97
per pupil and to replace that
authorization with a new

— of $1,740.97 per

ocratis Famer-Labor
Ss«h Kuhl-Stennes

— District 4
Secretary of State Vote for One
vmfﬂ;one ) Wm Scott Schmokel
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City Offices
City of Prior Lake
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) Ubertarian
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Council Member taxes payable in 2026, unless
othenviise revoked or reduced as

State Auditor

Vote for One

O Kimberly Churchill
O Viotor Lake

 Zack Fiipovion
mm‘.c"?mr Lator

[&)

~ S REe

Attorney General

Vote for One

) Keith Ellison
Democratic-Famer-Labor
, Ronald J. Schutz
© Republiean

| revenue authorization would be
—— applicable for ten years

pupi. The proposed referendum

commencing with taxes payable in
2027, and increase each year
the rate of inflation beginning with

provided by law.

Shall the school district's existing
referendum revenue authorization

ON THIS BALLOT
SUSSTION, YO0 ARE VOTING FOR A
| R0PERTY TAX INCREASE.

Page 2

State General Election Ballot
Scott County, Minnesota
November 3, 2026
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ot Bt Guestion PLSAS Question 2
Approval of Capital Project Levy
Authorization
te for One

The school board of Independent

School Distriot No. 718 (Prior

Lake-Savage Area Schools) has
posed a capital project levy
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estimated total cost of the projects [~ Judge 15 - Court of Appeals
1o be funded over that time period
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from the Commissioner of =

Vote for One
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.mdge 16 - District Court

Vote for One
Luis Morales

Juige 15 Distriet Gourt

Education [t i ta=Conrerappaic]

Juds 5 18 - Court of Appeals T
If School District Question 1 is — Christian Sean Wilton
approved, shall the capital project te for One. Incumbent
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school board of Independent d L S—
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Voting Options

e Election Day, November 3: Polls open 7 a.m. to 8 p.m.
o Polling locations are based on where you live; visit

www.mnvotes.org

e Absentee voting begins September 18

® Early voting begins October 16




Learn More

o Visit www.plsas.org/referendum

e Email input@plsas.org

e Call 952-226-0814



http://www.priorlake-savage.k12.mn.us/referendum
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