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THE ILLINOIS AND FEDERAL CONSTITUTIONS

)
Defendant. )

PLAINTIFF, NEIGHBORHOOD SCHOOLS FOR OUR CHILDREN (“NSFOC”) by
and through its attorneys, and for its Complaint Secking Injunctive Relief for Violations of the
Illinois and Federal Constitutions against Defendant BOARD OF EDUCATION OF INDIAN
PRAIRIE SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 204, DUPAGE and WILL COUNTIES (the “District”),
states as follows:

INTRODUCTION

School District 204 is attempting to usc the millions of dollars awarded it by voters in a
March, 2006 bond referendum to build a high school on property (the “Eola/Molitor” site)
previously disqualified by the District as a potential health threat because it presented
“somewhere between a probability and a certainty for exposure to [electromagnetic
radiation]”, and in blatant repudiation of the District’s own resolutions and repeated public and
In-court statecments that the referendum moncy was to be used to build the high school on

different property, known as “Brach-Brodie.”



With this lawsuit, Plaintiff seeks to stop this behavior by the District, as it deprives
District voters and homeowners of their Constitutional rights to integrity in the clection process;
to have their votes fairly counted; and to have their tax money spent in accordance with the
manner in which they voted, and not on property rejected by the District as a potential threat to
the District’s children. In short, Plaintiff seeks, inter alia, a Court order permanently enjoining
the District from locating the new high school on any property other than Brach-Brodie.

PARTIES

1. Plaintiff NSFOC is a group comprised of taxpayers, property owners, and voters
residing within the District’s boundaries. The purpose of NSFOC is to represent the interests of
its members relating to recent actions the District has taken on a bond referendum proposed by
the District and voted upon by, inter alia, its members.

2. Defendant is a public entity established, organized, and existing pursuant to the
laws of the State of Illinois.

3. Venue is appropriate in DuPage County pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/2-101 becausce a
substantial portion of the events giving rise to this claim occurred within DuPage County, Illinois

and relates to land therein.

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS OF FACT

4, At all relevant times, the District has had two high schools, popularly known as
“Waubonsie Valley” and ‘“Nequa Valley.”

3. No later than the fall of 2004, the District concluded that its student population
was so large that the District needed to build a third high school, and open its doors to students

no later than the fall of 2009.



6. Accordingly, on April 5, 2005, the District sponsored a referendum which
appearced on the clection ballot that day, secking voter approval for the issuance of $130.5
million in bonds to finance, inter alia, a third high school.

7. The April, 2005 referendum was rejected by voters by a wide margin, with 58%
voting against the proposal and only 42% voting in favor of it.

8. Despite this overwhelming rejection of the District’s referendum, the District was
determined to get a referendum passed that would fund a third high school, and allow students to
attend 1t by the fall of 2009.

9. Thus, in approximately June of 2005, the District engaged a consultant, known as
“The Center for Community Opinion” (“CCQO”), to advise the District as to why the April, 2005
referendum failed, and what the District could do to win voter approval of such a referendum at
the next election opportunity — on March 21, 2006.

10. CCO conducted a survey of some 400 District voters during July of 2005,
secking, inter alia, to determine what the District would have to do and say to voters in order to
reverse the overwhelming defeat of the April, 2005 referendum.

11. CCO concluded, and so advised the District in the fall of 2005, that the “one thing
that the district could change about its bond referendum that... would cause more voters to
support 1it” would be to “provide more information” to the voters.

12. Specifically, as CCO advised the District, and as the District concluded, the
critical, additional information voters needed in order to best ensure passage of a March 21, 2006

bond referendum to fund a third high school was:

e the specific location of the third high school, and

e the specific identification of cach high school’s boundaries, i.e., a gecographic
delincation of the arca from which cach of the District’s high schools —
including the third high school — would draw its students.






