Voters should reject the proposed PRJUSD G-26 bond measure.

The district’s priority must be improving academic performance, not saddling taxpayers with another
massive debt burden atop the troubled 2016 Measure M. PRIUSD’s CAASPP scores continue to lag below
state averages. Board focus and resources should target instruction, curriculum, and student
achievement—not another facilities bond whose necessity and management are questionable.

Measure M authorized $95 million (with lifetime repayment exceeding $163 million). Nearly a decade
later, serious facility shortfalls remain. This track record reflects poor execution, weak oversight, and
unfulfilled promises. Taxpayers should not trust a new $180-205 million bond (lifetime cost ~$350-400
million) will fare better.

Compounding the mismanagement, the Measure M Citizens’ Oversight Committee (COC) has not met in
almost two years, even as bond projects continue and unspent funds remain. This directly violates
Proposition 39 requirements for active, independent oversight of bond spending. When the very
mechanism designed to protect taxpayers is dormant, accountability disappears.

The G-26 campaign further erodes trust through deceptive assertions of lead paint and mold at the high
school. These claims contradict internal staff assessments, SARC/FIT reports, and the district’s own
facility evaluations—tactics seemingly intended to manufacture urgency rather than reflect reality.

Finally, the measure offers no binding commitment to specific, measurable projects. Without an
enforceable project list and strict guardrails, funds can be redirected at the board’s discretion—the same
pattern that left Measure M deliverables incomplete.

PRJUSD students deserve a district that prioritizes measurable academic gains over blank-check facilities
spending. Reject G-26 until the Paso Robles School Board demonstrates responsible stewardship of
existing resources, accurate facility reporting, revived Prop-39 compliance, and a genuine plan to raise
student achievement.
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APPENDIX H — PROPONENT STATEMENT OF ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

FORM OF STATEMENT TO BE FILED BY AUTHOR(S) OF
PRIMARY ARGUMENTS AND REBUTTALS

(§9164, 9167 & 9600)

All arguments concerning measures filed pursuant to Division 9, Chapter 2 (beginning with § 9100) of the Elections
Code shall be accompanied by the following form statement to be signed by each proponent/author, if different,
of the argument:

The undersigned proponent(s) or author(s) of the Argument/Rebuttal & In Favor o
Measure G-26 for the Paso Robles Joint Unified School District at the General Election to be

held on November 3, 2026 , hereby state that the argument is true and correct to the best of (his/he
knowledge and belief.
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ARGUMENT/REBUTTAL FILED BY (check any of the following that apply) This information will be
provided on the County Clerk/Elections Website:

Q Board of Supervisors or Governing Board
Contact Person's Printed Name:

Contact Person's Signature:

Title:

Phone: FAX:

E-Mail:

Q Bona Fide Association of Citizens or Filers of Special District Initiative
Name of Association:

Principal Officer's Printed Name:

Principal Officer's Signature:

Title:

Phone: FAX:

E-Mail:

Attach list of officers if document relates to a school district measure.

@/ Individual voter who is eligible to vote on the measure:

Printed Name: /)01 [Zr] kﬁak el

Signature of Voter: _»

Address Where You Live:

Phone: FAX:
E-Mail:
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