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The Conneaut School District Board of Directors met on Wednesday, March 7, 2007, in the 
library of the Alice Schafer Elementary School.  The Public Work Session was called to order at 
6:35 p.m. by President Richard Mason.  The following Board members were present: 
 
Dr. Bocan    Mr. Burnham   Mr. Kelly    
Mr. Mason   Mr. Schaef   Mrs. Sperry    
Mrs. Teed   Dr. Thomas   Ms. Zill 
 
 
The following administrators were present: 
 

Superintendent: Richard Rossi 

Assistant Superintendent: Bob Cryder 

Supervisor of Maintenance and Physical Plant: Curly Schell 

Curriculum Director: Alisa Willey 

Solicitor:  George Joseph 

Principals: Kevin Burns, Stephen Corsi, John Hines, and Sharon Sielski. 

Assistant Principals: Doug Parks 

Special Education Supervisor: Jan Feleppa 
 
Motion by Mr. Schaef, seconded by Mrs. Sperry, that the Agenda be approved. 
 
Motion carried by roll call vote. 
 
Dr. Bocan - Yes  Mr. Burnham - Yes  Mr. Kelly - Yes 
Mr. Mason - Yes  Mr. Schaef - Yes  Mrs. Sperry - Yes 
Mrs. Teed - Yes  Dr. Thomas - Yes  Ms. Zill - Yes 

 

Presentation of Act 1 Requirements- 
School Board Director Vice President, Jody Sperry informed the attending public of the Act 1  
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objective and the tax study commission’s duties, and then explained who would  
benefit from it.  She further explained the recommendation of the tax study commission could 
either be accepted or amended by the Board.  The Board will then place it as a ballot question in 
the spring primary election. The question must ask voters if they want the school district to 
impose an  
earned income tax (EIT) or personal income tax (PIT) and at what rate in order to generate  
revenue to offset property tax revenues. 
 
Solicitor, George Joseph added, for Board purposes under Act 1 the obligation of the Conneaut 
School Board Directors was to adopt and place the question on the spring primary ballot asking 
voters if they want to increase the EIT or implement a new PIT.  This shift in taxes would then 
allow school districts to reduce property tax rates for those who own eligible homestead or 
farmstead property.  The Board members were given no choice to adopt or not to adopt.  They 
must put a referendum question on the ballot by March 14 and then they must send it into the 
Bureau of Elections.  The exact wording of the referendum question is stated in the act itself, the 
actual ballot question comes right out of the act.  In addition, after we submit the ballot question, 
the Board then needs to work on verbiage of a non legal interpretive statement intended to 
explain the ballot question to the voters. 
 
Mrs. Sperry further explained that Act 1 requires the recommendation to be in tenths of a 
percent.  between a calculated minimum and maximum amount.  The tax study commission 
proposed a 1 percent which does meet these requirements.   
 
Board President, Rick Mason then informed the public that the Board will accept input  
from the members of the public tonight followed by a special meeting where the Board will 
determine by vote a ballot question. 
 
Rick Mason further explained to the public that once the state receives the $500 million to  
the gambling reserves then each school district will get some revenue from the  
gambling monies.  Income from gambling money is all given back to each homestead and/or 
farmstead qualified owner but the amount of the rebate may not be as much as perceived. Each 
qualified farmstead resident will receive the same amount regardless of the value of their 
property..  Jody Sperry corrected Mr. Mason stating the Board has yet to vote to decline or accept 
revenue from gambling. Another clarification is that the proposed 55 percent of State gambling 
revenue going back to the property tax relief is not all going back to property tax relief.  Mr. 
Mason said this law is tax neutral to the District – every dollar collected by a new income tax 
will be rebated to qualified homestead/farmstead owners on their property tax. 
 
Mr. Rossi read the sample Resolutions regarding the Local Tax Study Commission  
Recommendation.   
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Presentation of the Proposed Ballot Question(s)- 
George Joseph advised the Board that the personal income tax versus property taxes issue 
becomes one of a tax flow issue and the public needs to understand that the PIT is collected over 
a course of more than a year. The District will then be impacted by the cash flow shift.  Further, 
since some residents earn money outside of the district, it is possible their employer’s collection 
rate will be less than the District rate, thus delaying collection until 15 April of the following 
year..  Mrs. Sue Teed asked if the payment is based on residency.  According to George Joseph, 
earned income tax is collected from your employer where you work and passed on to the 
township or borough of residency.   Mrs. Sperry asked if she was correct in stating the resolution 
that passes in May stays in place for 2 years and if passed in May the District can not do anything 
until 2009.  Upon at that time a new tax study commission is formed and the same process is 
repeated. Mr. Joseph responded that she was correct. 
 

Mr. Mason opened the floor to the public…….. 

Don Weyel from Sadsbury Township questioned, if gambling money is offered is it possible the 
board will not accept it and if not why.  Rick Mason replied that the Board has not discussed any 
gambling revenues as of yet.  Other Board members said they are probably in favor of it but have 
not discussed it.   Mr. Burnham said the state is not taking this gambling money and giving it to 
education, but in fact it goes towards property taxes.  
 
Mr. Bob Deiz, Linesville resident, spoke and stated he does not understand how this referendum 
got this far with only eight people showing up for the Public Hearing.  The government has tied 
the board members hands by only allowing the committee to 2 choices which is not fair, plus a 
very limited range of percentages.  He also stated that the real question when we get down the 
road is the gambling revenue.  If large amounts of gambling revenue come in, is to be put in the 
kitty at the school district or will the school boards pass it on to the taxpayer, and will it be used 
to reduce the PIT or is it the real estate tax.  Rick Mason responded that by law all of it will be 
used to reduce real estate tax, personal income tax is not affected.  
 
Mrs. Deiz, Linesville resident, stated we already have too many taxes and she listed at least 8 or 
more.  The problem with our district is we are a remote community and so must drive every 
where we need to go.  This is costly to all of us especially senior citizens. Secondly, the cooler 
climate we have which equates to higher utility bills.  It is unfortunate that our community has 
nothing to offer our graduating students, nothing to build the tax base, for young and old.  
  
Dr. Bocan stated she is against the tax, the Board is forced to put the ballot on but people can 
also vote against it.     
 
Mr. Joseph reiterated to the public that the Board is forced to put a ballot question on the spring 
ballot.  The Board can not take an official position in the question or use monies to advocate for 
or against the question.  The Board is not going to be out there politicizing the issue, it is up to 
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the public to get the word out to the community. 
   
 
Mrs. Deiz stated that Governor Rendell’s budget talked about 7 percent sales tax which would 
bring in a reduction in property taxes.  She understood that there was so much opposition to his 
budget plan that it probably will not pass in July of 2007.   
   
Mr. Don Cobble, a Linesville business owner, asked what the difference was in the amount of 
money this tax is going to generate versus what we have now, Mr. Rick Mason said the net effect 
is zero. 
 
Mr. Cobble pointed out a PIT affects local small business owners in particular since their income 
tax increases without providing any relief on their commercial property tax.  Mr. Cobble 
questioned if the public votes this down what happens to your property taxes?  Mr. Joseph 
responded that your property taxes remain the same. The plan is revenue neutral, this is a tax 
shift.  The real estate tax is an increase in a personal income tax. It is the distribution that will 
shift.  
 
Dr. Bocan added that this PIT would enable the government to tax your investments.   
 
Mr. Cobble asked what the consensus was of the board,  
George stated again the board has to put a question on the ballot but can not spend District 
money to promote their decision. The Board members were given no choice to adopt or not to 
adopt.  They had to put a referendum question on the ballot by March 14.  Each Board member is 
permitted to let the public know their personal opinion.  
 
John Beagle, Linesville Borough resident, stated that he understood there is a potential rebate, 
and asked what the criteria was to qualify? Mrs. Sperry stated that if he sent in his 
homestead/farmstead application and did not receive a rejection letter then he is qualified.   
 
Mrs. Chintz, local resident, asked if the Board opted out of the gambling credit as she heard.  Mr. 
Schaef stated no, we did not.  This may be getting confused with another issue from last year.  
Then she asked if the question on the ballot is passed it sounds like it will be some time before 
we receive the money, what are we going to do?  Mr. Rick Mason stated that, if necessary, the 
Board can seek loans based on anticipated revenue to bridge cash flow problems, but the District 
will lose the investment income it currently receives when it makes short-term investments of 
property tax income.   
Dr. Bocan reminded that if this is rejected we still have the opportunity when the gambling 
money comes through to receive these monies.  
 
Michael Chintz, stated that the casino should be able to reach their $900 million very soon which 
would indicate that the gambling revenue would become available sooner than most would think. 
 He also stated that if the tax study commission selected the recommendation of 1 percent 
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because it was convenient and easy, then the commission members should be fired.   Mrs. Sperry 
explained to Mr. Chintz the role of the tax study commission members, how they came up with 
their recommendation, that the minimum allowed was approximately 0.9 percent, and by setting 
it at 1.0 percent there would not have to be an adjustment if the minimum increased., and that the 
Board could only place one member on the commission.  Jody Sperry was the Board member on 
the commission.  If the Board members did not accept their recommendation, the Board would 
have to come up with their own write-in question to be on the May ballet.  
 
Mrs. Chintz asked if there was a requirement of the Board to advertise the Public Hearing.  Mr. 
Joseph responded that the District was required to advertise once a week for three weeks in a 
newspaper of general circulation.  The Public Hearing was also advertised in the Crawford 
County Legal Journal.  
 
Mr. Chintz asked if the tax commission committee’s decision to make the recommendation of 1 
percent was purely out of convenience, if that was the case he felt it was silly.  Mrs. Sperry 
informed Mr. Chintz that the committee considered all their options and who all would be 
affected by the rate, especially the tax collectors and came up with their recommendation.  Mr. 
Joseph included that the committee had to choose a number that could be rounded to a tenth of a 
percent. 
 
 
VII. VISITOR RECOGNITION 
 
 
VIII. ADJOURNMENT  
 
Motioned by Mr. Schaef and seconded by Mr. Kelly. 
 
Motion carried by roll call vote. 
 
There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 7:30 p.m. 
 
President Mason announced the Board will meet in a Special Board Meeting immediately 
following this meeting to request Board action on the Local Tax Study Commission 
Recommendation and to adopt the Referendum Question Resolution.  . 
 
 
 
 
 
____________________________    _____________________________ 
Richard L. Mason, Board President    Norman J. Yeager, Board Secretary 
 


