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The Robin Hood squeeze: Burbank already pays into
California’s school system — then we are asked to pay again.

Burbank Republican Party - Updated August 10, 2026

We love Burbank’s dedicated, committed teachers and school employees.

This report is not directed at the people teaching, coaching, counseling and caring for students every day. It is directed at Sacramento’s funding
rules, political games, bureaucratic nonsense, weak planning and management failures — and at the reflex to send taxpayers another bill
instead of fixing those problems.

You already paid for Burbank’s schools. Here is the receipt.

Every figure below is documented further down this page.

Roughly 40 cents of every dollar you pay in state income, sales, corporation and insurance tax is already
promised to schools.

Those taxes all flow into one pot — California’s General Fund. Proposition 98, in the state constitution since voters passed it in 1988,
sets a minimum share of that pot for K—14 education and it is calculated before the Legislature divides what is left among prisons,
courts, health care and public safety. The Legislative Analyst puts the working relationship at about 40 cents for each additional
General Fund dollar. Burbank has been paying it for 38 years. Burbank Unified still ranks 35th out of 39 districts in this comparison
on spending per student. So this is not a request to start funding schools. It is a request to pay a third time — after Measure S in
2013 and Measure ABC in 2024.

v Income tax California’s largest General Fund source — the biggest single stream feeding that 40% guarantee.
v Sales & use tax Same pot. Same 40% guarantee.
v Corporation & insurance tax Same pot. Same 40% guarantee.

v Property tax Counted first — $71.7M of local revenue is credited inside Burbank’s formula before Sacramento adds a

dollar of state aid.

Vv Lottery More than $1.9 billion to California education in 2024—25.
v Federal taxes Title I, special education and school nutrition reach the district separately.
v 2013 Measure S $110 million, still being repaid on your property-tax bill.

v 2024 Measure ABC  $458.2 million — about $40.69 per $100,000 of assessed value, every year.

Burbank Unified’s operating revenue: $213.4 million a year.

Now we are asked for one more bill. Our answer is no — fix the formula in Sacramento instead. See the plan —



https://burbank.gop/record/

Let us be plain. The Burbank Republican Party opposes California’s school-funding allocation system and every
attempt to make local taxpayers repair it with another bond or parcel tax. Burbank households and businesses already
contribute through income, sales, corporation, insurance and property taxes, federal taxes, existing school-bond levies and
other charges. A new local tax does not reform the formula. It simply adds another bill.

Precision matters. Proposition 98 establishes California’s minimum funding guarantee for K-14 education. The Local Control Funding
Formula determines most district allocations. Burbank receives LCFF base and supplemental funding, but at a 38.4% unduplicated-pupil rate it
remains below the 55% threshold for concentration funding. That is the policy we want Sacramento to reform.

Current expense per ADA Rank in this comparison Local revenue inside LCFF Burbank unduplicated pupils

$16,445 3539 $71.7M 38.4%

2024-25 general-fund operating same CDE current-expense credited within BUSD'’s formula below the 55% concentration
measure measure sources threshold

The formula bridge Burbank taxpayers should see first
BUSD 2025-26 Adopted Budget. These are revenue sources, not four additional bills to be added together.

LCFF source Amount What it means

Total LCFF sources $170.1M The district’s full LCFF funding-source total.

Local property taxes and other local revenue $71.7M Local revenue credited within the LCFF source calculation.
Education Protection Account $27.1M Aseparately identified state component within LCFF.

Net state formula aid $71.3M The remaining state component reported in the adopted budget.

This table shows the actual accounting bridge. It does not claim that an individually traceable Burbank tax dollar was transferred to a particular district.

Start with the simple picture

Before the formulas and the acronyms, one plain fact: Burbank residents and businesses already contribute through multiple state,
federal and local revenue streams. The district’s own adopted budget shows where school money appears — and where bonds, parcel taxes,
construction fees and unrelated state charges do not.



The fuller tax-and-revenue map: what feeds school aid, what reaches schools separately, and what
does not

This is the distinction the short version missed. California’s school system is financed through a layered public-revenue structure, not just three household taxes.

Personal income tax Retail sales and use tax
The largest state General Fund source, including revenue affected by A major General Fund source paid on taxable purchases. Sales and use
capital gains. Proposition 98 ties school funding partly to General Fund tax on a taxable vehicle purchase belongs here; it is different from annual
revenue. DMV registration charges.

General Fund — Proposition 98 — school aid General Fund — Proposition 98 — school aid
Corporation tax Insurance gross-premiums tax
California corporations pay this major General Fund tax. It is not a Insurers pay tax on California premiums into the General Fund. Consumers
household line-item, but it helps fill the same statewide fund from which pay premiums, but the legal taxpayer is the insurer; it should be counted
school aid is appropriated. accurately, not mislabeled as a separate household school tax.

General Fund — Proposition 98 — school aid General Fund — state obligations, i ing ed tion
Other General Fund receipts The 1% base property-tax levy
Alcoholic-beverage excise tax, the General Fund share of cigarette tax, The county allocates a share to Burbank Unified. Sacramento counts that
investment income and other state receipts also appear in the state’s local amount toward the district’s LCFF entitlement before calculating state
General Fund ledger. They are smaller than the four sources above, but aid.

they are not zero. . . I
Local collection - BUSD — credited inside LCFF

General Fund — statewide budget

California Lottery proceeds Federal tax-supported programs
This is voluntary gaming revenue, not a tax. The Lottery reports more than Federal revenue reaches districts through programs such as Title |, special
$1.9 billion for education statewide in 2024-25; it is supplemental and education, school nutrition and other grants. BUSD budgets this separately
allocated to K-12 districts based on average daily attendance. from state and local sources.

Lottery sales — dedicated suppl tal ed tion fundi Federal Treasury — restricted grants — BUSD
Other state and local school receipts Bonds, parcel taxes and developer fees
Categorical state programs, the Education Protection Account, rents and These are extra local layers. Bonds are debt repaid through added
leases, interest, donations and other district receipts sit outside the basic property-tax levies; parcel taxes are separate local taxes; developer fees
LCFF property-tax-and-state-aid calculation. are restricted facilities charges.

Dedicated or local sources — BUSD Additional local charge — specified local purpose

DMV fees are real bills — but most are not school revenue

Annual vehicle registration commonly includes a registration fee, a California Highway Patrol fee, a vehicle license fee, a Transportation
Improvement Fee and county or district charges. The DMV says the Transportation Improvement Fee pays for roads, bridges and maintenance,
while the 0.65% vehicle license fee funds cities and counties. These charges add to the household burden, but putting them into BUSD’s school-
funding total would be false.

The honest argument is stronger: show every tax and fee residents pay, identify which streams actually finance education, and stop
pretending that a new parcel tax or bond is the first or only public bill.



Burbank Unified’s $213.4 million operating-revenue picture, itemized

2025-26 Adopted Budget. The two yellow slices are locally generated revenue; the blue slices are state-controlled funding. Percentages may not total exactly 100%
because of rounding.

Local property taxes + other local revenue credited inside LCFF $71.7M

Already collected locally and counted by the state toward Burbank’s formula target 33.6%

Other local revenue $4.1M

Separate district receipts outside LCFF 1.9%

@ LCFF state aid $71.3M

. y . o

$21 34M State formula aid after the local property-tax credit 33.4%
operating

revenue @ Education Protection Account $27.1M

State funding within LCFF 12.7%

@ Other state revenue $31.2M

Programs outside LCFF 14.6%

Federal revenue $8.0M

3.7%

What happens to your property tax: California does not print a separate statewide property-tax bill. The county collects the 1% base
property tax and allocates a share to Burbank Unified under state law. Sacramento then credits that local share against the
district’s LCFF target and supplies state aid for the balance. Property tax is therefore already part of the school-funding formula — not
an extra contribution that disappears from the calculation.

Then come the extra local charges layered on top

These items are shown separately because they are not interchangeable with the $213.4 million operating-revenue pie. Bond proceeds and developer fees are
restricted to facilities; the two prior parcel-tax proposals failed and produced no current revenue.

2013 Measure S bond 2024 Measure ABC bond
$110 million principal, repaid with interest through an added levy $458.2 million principal, estimated at $40.69 per $100,000 of
on property-tax bills. assessed value each year.

Passed - Property-tax bill Passed - Property-tax bill
2018 QS + 2020 | parcel taxes 2025 construction impact fees
Each sought about $9 million a year. Both fell short of the required State-authorized facilities charges on new residential and commercial
two-thirds vote. construction, plus the district’s added local growth fee.

Defeated - $0 current revenue Capital facilities only

Also proposed: another parcel-tax attempt for salaries and programs. Until voters approve one, itis a proposal — not part of current revenue.

That is the fair-share point, item by item. State school aid is supported by a General Fund filled principally by personal income, sales and use,
corporation and insurance taxes, alongside smaller receipts. Burbank already supplies the local property-tax share counted inside LCFF. Lottery
proceeds, federal programs and categorical state grants add separate streams. Homeowners and renters then carry voter-approved school-bond levies,
while builders and ultimately buyers or tenants absorb facilities fees. The argument is not that every tax or fee becomes a classroom dollar; it is that

Burbank households and businesses contribute through a wide tax-and-revenue stack before any new local measure is proposed.

Our position is not ambiguous

Vote no on every new school parcel tax — and every new school bond.




° What it is: A parcel tax is a new bill. It does not return the taxes Burbank already paid.
How it should have been handled: Fight Sacramento for Burbank’s fair share and balance existing priorities before charging residents
again.

What it is: A bond is a loan. Property owners repay principal plus interest for years or decades.

How it should have been handled: Forecast capital needs and save toward them every year in a dedicated reserve.

What it is: Roofs, HVAC, plumbing and electrical systems wear out on predictable schedules.

How it should have been handled: Inspect every asset, record its remaining life and schedule replacement before it fails.

What it is: Deferred maintenance is work postponed from an earlier budget.
How it should have been handled: Fund the scheduled work in each annual budget and report publicly whether the reserve remains on
target.

What it is: A last-minute crisis is being used to justify new debt.
How it should have been handled: Publish the lifecycle schedule, annual savings, alternatives and full principal-and-interest cost before
asking voters for anything.

What it is: Enrollment is shrinking while the district continues carrying the same large facility footprint.

How it should have been handled: Publish a campus-capacity and consolidation analysis, cut avoidable carrying costs and professionally
market safe unused time and space before asking taxpayers for more.

What it is: Outside permits supply 9.2% of enrollment while BUSD-resident enrollment fell by 434 students in one
year.

How it should have been handled: Put resident access first, publish the true net fiscal result of every permit cohort and never use
imported headcount to avoid asking why local families left or to postpone right-sizing.

No more blank checks: no new parcel taxes and no new school bonds.

It was not always so — how we lost control of our own money

0 Once, a community funded its own

For most of California’s history, a town’s schools were paid for by that town’s own property taxes, set by its own elected board.
A community that valued its children could invest in them directly — and did. Your money stayed home, and worked here.

e 1971—1977 — the courts order “equalization”

In Serrano v. Priest, the California Supreme Court judged the gaps between districts too wide — Beverly Hills spent $1,232 a
pupil while Baldwin Park spent $577 — and ordered the state to equalize. From then on, Sacramento would cap what an

investing community could keep, and spread the rest around.

e 1978 — Proposition 13 hands the keys to Sacramento

Prop 13 capped the property tax at 1% — and, fatefully, handed the power to divide up that property tax to the state. From that
day forward, the local dollar had to travel up to the capital before it could ever come home.




o 1988 — Proposition 98 creates a statewide minimum

Proposition 98 established a constitutional minimum funding guarantee for K-14 education using state General Fund and local
property-tax revenue. It created the size of the protected statewide funding pool; it did not create today’s district-allocation

formula.

e 2013 — LCFF changes how the statewide pool is allocated

Every district receives base funding. Supplemental funding rises with the share of unduplicated pupils, while concentration
funding applies only to the portion above a 55% threshold. Burbank receives supplemental funding but remains below that

concentration threshold.

Read the arc plainly. Property-tax allocation became centralized, Proposition 98 established the statewide minimum, and LCFF later determined how
most of that protected pool is distributed among districts. The argument here is not that Burbank receives nothing; it is that the current allocation

rules leave Burbank below the concentration threshold and local officials repeatedly answer that pressure with another local tax proposal.

Fact check: Prop 98 is the floor; LCFF is the Robin Hood formula

Precision matters because Sacramento should not be allowed to hide behind a jumble of ballot numbers and acronyms. Proposition 98 did not
itself create the equalization formula. The court-ordered equalization movement began with Serrano; Proposition 13 centralized control over
the allocation of the base property tax; and Proposition 98 later guaranteed a minimum statewide funding level for K-14 education. The modern
“Robin Hood” mechanism is the Local Control Funding Formula: every district receives a base amount, while supplemental and concentration

grants steer more of the statewide pot to districts with larger shares of high-need students.

The effect on Burbank is the injustice at the center of this report. Our property-tax contribution is counted first, state aid fills only the formula
balance, and targeted dollars are then weighted toward other districts. Burbank families have already paid our fair share through income tax, sales
and use tax, and property tax; LCFF determines how much of the statewide pool comes home. A new parcel tax does not fix that formula. It merely
charges Burbank again.

The Sacramento overhead drag — itemized, not exaggerated

The bureaucracy handling California education money is real and expensive. The enacted 2025-26 state budget authorizes the California Department
of Education to spend $509.5 million on state operations across all funds. That includes 2,683 positions, $358.6 million in personnel costs,
$146.5 million in operating expenses and equipment, and $4.4 million in special items. The State Board of Education alone accounts for $5.4 million

and 24.1 positions within that structure.



The state layer that sits above local school districts

California Department of Education, enacted 2025-26 budget. Dollars in the first three boxes are included in the $509.5 million state-operations total.

$509.5M 2,683 $146.5M $112.2B

CDE state operations, all funds authorized state-operations positions operating expenses and equipment CDE local assistance administered

The honest ratio: CDE state operations equal roughly 45 cents for every $100 of local assistance shown in the department budget.
That is a meaningful taxpayer-funded layer, but it is not a 45-cent fee physically clipped from each $100 of Burbank’s LCFF check. CDE

operations use multiple funding sources and include functions such as federal-program administration and state special schools.

The less visible drag is compliance. A recent statewide governance analysis describes overlapping authority among the CDE, State Board,
Commission on Teacher Credentialing, county offices and other bodies; it also calls California’s Education Code exceptionally long, complex
and fragmented, requiring districts to produce numerous reports. That consumes state payroll, district staff time, consultants, audits, data

systems and meetings before a teacher ever sees the benefit.

What cannot honestly be claimed: no official source publishes a Burbank-specific dollar amount for all state-mandated compliance labor, and the state-operations budget is
not a direct percentage deduction from the district's apportionment. We will not invent a number. We will demand that the people asking for another tax publish it.

Before asking for one more parcel-tax dollar, itemize the drag.

Publish the district’s cost of state and county reporting, central administration, outside consultants, audits, debt service, tax administration and
every restricted fund that cannot reach a classroom. Burbank should not be asked to write another blank check while the system refuses to
show the full cost of moving our own money through Sacramento and back.

Open the books - Read every line

Before another tax, examine the complete payroll and management
structure.

The district’s fiscal-year 2025-26 file lists 2,573 employee records, $132.3 million in gross pay and another $53.6 million in
employer-paid benefits — $185.9 million in total employer compensation. The file includes the dedicated teachers and school
employees we support, and these totals do not establish that any particular employee is overpaid or underpaid. They do establish the scale of
the public payroll and why voters deserve to inspect management compensation and the full cost structure before being asked for another tax.

$132.3M $53.6M $185.9M

Total gross pay Employer-paid benefits Total employer compensation

Does the benefits number include retirement? Yes, the employer-benefit category used in California school accounting includes
employer CalSTRS and CalPERS retirement contributions. It also includes health and welfare coverage, Social Security/Medicare or an
alternative retirement plan, unemployment insurance, workers’ compensation, OPEB and certain other benefits. The spreadsheet does not

separate those pieces, so it cannot tell us the pension-only amount.

Now look at the top of the payroll. These are the five highest records by total employer compensation, in descending order, ranging from
$264,201 to $344,516 for the year:




Reported position Gross pay Benefits Total employer compensation
Oscar Macias Interim Superintendent $278,678.22 $65,837.52 $344,515.74
Peter J. Knapik Assistant Superintendent of Educational Services $229,312.92 $65,526.72 $294,839.64
Jennifer Ann Nicholson Director of Special Education $207,198.45 $65,821.18 $273,019.63
Sarah Jean Rudchenko Paid Leave — Certificated $210,625.17 $55,389.88 $266,015.05
Kenneth D. Knoop Senior High School Principal $191,213.04 $72,987.67 $264,200.71

Those records do not prove that compensation caused a particular repair to be deferred. They do establish the scale of the highest-paid records
in a system asking residents to assume more debt. Before that happens, taxpayers are entitled to see where the annual maintenance savings
went, which repairs were deferred, and why disciplined saving was not enough.

Check out this payroll. Do you think people are being underpaid? Have
a look for yourself —

Download Excel spreadsheet

The large button opens the full 69-page payroll in this page’s document reader. The Excel button downloads the original workbook unchanged. Source stated in the
workbook: Los Angeles County Office of Education payroll reporting, July 1, 2025—June 30, 2026.

LCFF leaves Burbank below the concentration threshold

Proposition 98 protects a statewide minimum. LCFF decides how most of that protected funding is allocated. At a 38.4% unduplicated-pupil
rate, Burbank receives base and supplemental funding but no concentration funding, which applies only to the portion above 55%. That is a real
policy choice — and it is the choice Sacramento can change without weakening the statewide school-funding floor.

The objection is not that struggling children elsewhere should receive nothing. It is that the formula should not create a sharp divide and then leave
local officials to answer every budget pressure with another bond or parcel-tax proposal.

¢ Keep the statewide minimum. Every California child deserves a properly funded school.

¢ End the concentration cliff. A student does not become suddenly cheaper because a district is just below the 55% threshold.

¢ Stop the second bill. Sacramento should reform the formula before local officials ask already-taxed households for another bond or parcel tax.


https://burbank.gop/record/burbank-school-funding-short-end/docs/BUSD-Employee-Compensation-FY2025-26.pdf
https://burbank.gop/record/burbank-school-funding-short-end/docs/CPRA-BUSD-Employee-Comp-FY25-26.xlsx

Current general-fund expense per ADA: Burbank is No. 35 of 39 Los Angeles County districts

2024-25 CDE Current Expense of Education per average daily attendance, for the 39 Los Angeles County school districts reported by the CDE via LA Almanac —
Beverly Hills and Pasadena at the top, Burbank 35th, Redondo Beach last. This is a general-fund operating-expense measure, not total revenue, total spending or a
direct measure of money transferred between districts.
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10. Compton
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29. Claremont

38. Hermosa Beach

39. Redondo Beach

“Inglewood reports $29,101 in current expense per ADA — 77% more than Burbank’s
$16,445. Before asking Burbank voters for another tax, officials should explain this gap

using the same accounting measure.”

$29,101 - $16,445 = $12,656; $12,656 + $16,445 = 77.0%. District costs and funding sources differ; this comparison does not trace a Burbank tax dollar to
Inglewood.




@ Burbank @ Other cities

Burbank has a large city tax base — but city assessed value is not BUSD revenue.

The County Assessor reports $34.24 billion in citywide assessed value, ninth among 88 incorporated cities. That fact shows the scale
of Burbank’s taxable property; it does not prove how much BUSD should receive. City and school-district boundaries differ, and the 1% levy is
divided among several public agencies. The proper demand is a district-level accounting that connects BUSD’s exact tax base, local property-

tax allocation, LCFF entitlement and state-aid calculation.

No. 9 of 88 $34.24B =$342.4M

rank by 2025 assessed value Burbank assessed value rough 1% base-levy equivalent before allocation
No more new local taxes. BUSD should publish that district-level bridge and take the documented formula problem to Sacramento before
asking households and businesses for another bond or parcel-tax bill.

Accuracy note: the city assessed-value ranking and the CDE current-expense ranking measure different things. Neither one alone proves a transfer or establishes BUSD’s
proper funding level.

Then comes the second bill — the local tax stack

Burbank residents already pay into the statewide system, and BUSD’s locally allocated property-tax revenue is counted inside its LCFF sources. Local
bonds and parcel taxes are separate charges layered on top. They may fund local purposes, but they do not repair LCFF — and they still reach the

same households, rental properties and businesses.

And it is not one tax. It is a stack, built layer on layer for more than a decade: two general-obligation bonds tied to your property, two parcel taxes
the Board tried and failed to pile on top, a brand-new fee on construction, and continuing discussion of another parcel tax. Every layer lands on

Burbank property. Here is the entire record in one place.



Vote no on every new school bond: “facilities only” is the legal rule — not a budgeting defense

Why bond proponents say it, and the question that slogan awids.

California Constitution Article XIII A, section 1(b)(3) gives school facility bonds a 55% voter threshold only when the proceeds are limited to
constructing, reconstructing, rehabilitating, replacing, furnishing or equipping school facilities, or acquiring or leasing real property. The
Constitution expressly forbids using those proceeds for teacher and administrator salaries or other operating expenses and requires a project list
and annual independent audits.

That answers what borrowed money may buy. It does not answer why the district had to borrow it. Roofs, plumbing, HVAC,
electrical systems, classrooms and equipment wear out on schedules that can be forecast years in advance. A bond does not make those costs

disappear; it moves them to future property-tax bills and adds interest.

What Burbank’s adopted budget

2025-26 The question voters should ask
shows

$0 revenue - $0
spending
$18,860 ending
balance

Deferred Maintenance Fund 14 Where was the annual lifecycle reserve for predictable repairs?

$3.0M spending

Special Reserve Fund 40 for capital i} How did the long-range capital plan allow needs to grow to bond
$12.9M ending

outlay scale?
balance
$568.2M principal What would annual saving, phased work and state matching funds

Measure S + Measure ABC ) .
plus interest have avoided?

Our standard is simple: before asking taxpayers to finance decades of debt, publish the age and expected replacement date of every major
asset, the annual amount reserved for replacement, the maintenance work deferred each year, every state grant pursued, and the full
principal-and-interest cost of each alternative. “Facilities only” tells voters where the borrowed money is legally fenced. It does not prove the

district saved, planned or budgeted responsibly before borrowing.

Acapital reserve of $12.9 million cannot by itself cover hundreds of millions in claimed projects. Thatis precisely why the public needs a year-by-year lifecycle plan rather than
a crisis sales pitch after predictable maintenance has accumulated.



Every local tax & fee the school board has put — or tried to put — on Burbank property

Bonds and developer fees are charged on your property and your construction. The parcel taxes needed a two-thirds vote — and failed, twice.

Year

2013

2018

2020

2024

2025

2026

@ Rejected by voters (two-thirds required)

Measure / fee

Measure S

Measure QS

Measure |

Measure ABC

Developer
“growth” fee

Parcel tax
(planned)

What it is

$110 million facilities bond

Parcel tax — 10¢ per sq ft of your building,

permanent

Parcel tax — 10¢ per sq ft of your building,
12 years

$458.2 million facilities bond

+38¢ per sq ft on new construction, on top of the
state fee of $5.38/sq ft on homes and 87¢/sq ft
on commercial

Athird parcel-tax attempt — this time earmarked
for salaries and programs

@ Charged directly on your property or construction

What it costs you

Added to your property-tax bill until
repaid, with interest

~$9 million a year, with no end date

~$9.1 million a year

~$40.69 per $100,000 of assessed
value, every year — about
$30.3 million a year

~$34 million over five years, on every
new unit and major remodel

Rate to be set — on your property,
again

Result

Passed - 61.8%

Defeated - 64.3%
(needed 66.7%)

Defeated - 64.1%
(needed 66.7%)

Passed - 63.7%

Adopted by the
Board

Being drafted for
your ballot



Now look at the parcel taxes one by one — and how close each came

A parcel tax is the only layer that needs your vote: two-thirds — 66.7% — must say yes. The blue bar is the share who woted yes; the red line is the two-thirds wall
it had to clear. Both real attempts died in the narrow gap between them.

2018 - Measure QS Defeated

64.3% voted yes

Fell 2.4 points short of the two-thirds (66.7%) it needed to pass.
10¢ per sq ft of your building - Permanent — no end date - = $9 million every year

mmmmma

2020 - Measure I Defeated

64.1% voted yes

Fell 2.6 points short of the two-thirds (66.7%) it needed fo pass.
10¢ per sq ft of your building - 12-year term - = $9.1 million every year

mmmmma

2026 - Parcel tax (planned) 2, On the way

Rate and vote still to come — but the wall does n:ot move

Will still need two-thirds — 66.7% — to pass. Your no is the vall.
Rate not yet set - Earmarked for salaries & programs - The board’s third attempt in eight years

0% 66.7% — two-thirds wall 100% of voters

@ Share who voted yes @ The two-thirds (66.7%) wall a parcel tax must clear

Add the two authorizations and Burbank voters approved up to $568.2 million in principal — $110 million in 2013 and $458.2 million in 2024.
Interest and total debt service are additional. Before another bond is proposed, voters should receive the official issuance-by-issuance repayment
schedules, interest totals and final maturity dates in one plain-English table.

What Measure ABC costs you, every year

At the district’s own published estimate of $40.69 per $100,000 of assessed value

Your property’s assessed value (from your tax bill — not its market price)
e.g. 850,000

Assessed value is usually well below market value under Proposition 13, so use the figure on your county tax bill. This is Measure ABC alone — the 2013

Measure Slevy is charged on top. Nothing you type leaves your device.

A “growth” fee for a shrinking district

Look closely at the newest layer and the whole scheme gives itself away. In April 2025 the Board raised the developer fee — the school-impact fee
that state law (Education Code §17620 and Government Code §65995) lets a district levy on construction. Every new home, and every sizable



remodel or ADU, now pays the state rate of $5.38 per square foot of residential space and 87¢ per square foot of commercial — plus an extra
38¢ per square foot funneled into the district’s new “growth fee fund,” a projected $34 million over five years.

A “growth” fee — for a district that is shrinking. Burbank Unified’s own Facilities Master Plan modeled total enrollment falling 12% to 20% from
2023 to 2033, depending on the birthrate scenario. The district’s assistant superintendent asked the obvious question at the Board table: “Now here’s
the big elephant in the room. We’re experiencing declining enrollment. So why would we be doing this?” Fewer children alongside a new growth-
related fee is a contradiction taxpayers deserve to see explained with project lists, enrollment assumptions and a public accounting of the need.

And here is the sleight of hand that binds the whole stack together. Bond money and developer fees are legally locked to buildings — by law they
cannot pay a single teacher or fund a single program. So the district gathers hundreds of millions for facilities, then turns around and says the
classroom is still short — and uses that shortfall to justify yet another parcel tax. Three separate revenue streams, each walled off from the others,
each used to argue for the next. The money you already paid never counts; only the next ask does. It is, in effect, a machine for manufacturing

shortfalls — and Burbank homeowners are the fuel.

The funding silos create a recurring cycle.

A bond is legally limited to facilities, developer fees have their own restrictions, and a parcel tax can be proposed for operating needs those
sources cannot cover. The restrictions are real, but so is the cumulative bill. Before asking again, the district should publish one consolidated

plan showing every source, every restriction, every reserve and every unfunded need.

The largest alternative has been left off the tax bill

Use fewer buildings better — and make idle public space earn
money.

BUSD’s own planning materials forecast a 12% to 20% enrollment decline from 2023 to 2033. A smaller student body should trigger a
public review of how much campus space the district still needs. It is not responsible to preserve every operating obligation automatically,

leave rooms and grounds underused, and then present taxpayers with another bond or parcel tax.

This does not mean closing a school by slogan. It means doing the work first: measure capacity, utilization, cost, travel, program needs
and neighborhood effects campus by campus. If the evidence supports consolidation, co-location, boundary changes or closing an underused
wing, the savings should be calculated and acted upon before residents are billed again.

We know BUSD lost resident students. We still do not know where all of them
went — or why.

The district’s September 2025 report says enrollment fell by 1,382 students from 2018—19 to 2025—26. Its more detailed
November presentation shows that the most recent one-year decline was overwhelmingly among Burbank residents, not outside

permit students.

-434 1,276 9.2%

BUSD-resident students in one year Students admitted on interdistrict permits Share of enrollment supplied by interdistrict permits

BUSD attributes the wider decline to relocation, employment changes, housing and living costs, and students moving to online
education. It also reports releasing 100 resident students to other public districts, mostly for FLAG programs or employment permits.
But that is not a complete customer-loss analysis. The presentation does not disclose a comparable count of resident children who
chose private school, charter school, homeschool or other alternatives, nor does it publish a parent exit survey explaining why.

- N\

What Burbank families and taxpayers are saying

95 comments that bear directly on the case against another tax.

These are selected comments from 17 public Burbank discussions. Every item must support at least one of three points: use existing
money better; fix governance, waste or oversight before asking for more; or right-size staffing and facilities as enroliment falls.
Comments that instead argue only for greater spending are excluded. These are public allegations and experiences, not findings of




fact, a scientific survey or a count of unique households. Select a quotation to inspect the complete original post or comment. Source
opens the live discussion when it still exists.

Show ing 15 of 95 relevant public comments

1 Existifitnstead afd tax resistance - Source (https://old.reddit.com/r/bur k/ ts/ bh3/burbank_the_home_of world_class_studios_also_al/ik95mn

whining
about the
measures
that failed,
demand for
better
appropriation
of existing
funds. It's
always the
easier route
to just ask
for more
money.”

Z.Exist\ﬁéﬂwgmsatﬂ tax resistance - Source (https://old.reddit.com/r/burbank/comments/1jtwvzh/busd_primed_to_lose_28m_over_declining_enroliment/i

administrative
positions as
opposed to
positions that
directly help
students”

3. “Admibistraionsney and tax resistance - Source (https://old.reddit.com/r/burbank/comments/111h03h/another_principal_leaving_busd/jbghpfo/)
make too damn
much....teachers?
| dunno...70-
120k? Seems
about right to
me....MOST
Software
Engineers in LA
County are in that
range (my
industry) so can't
be too bad
owerall.”

4.Exist\ﬁlj money and tax resistance - Source (https://old.reddit.com/r/burk k/ ts/144j tt_hill_is_out_busd_is_in_for_some_changes/jng3041

always
is. His
contract
is still
ongoing
and so
he gets
paid.”

5. “whatewilting money and tax resistance - Source (https://old.reddit.com/r/burbank/comments/111h03h/another_principal_leaving_busd/jbdzwur/)
it take
and how
can us
concerned
citizens
help
resolve
this
crisis?
Vote for
new
BUSD
board
members

hixn|

-
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who won't
give pay
raise to
people
like Matt
Hill.”

6 .Existifiblav@ey and tax resistance - Source (https://old.reddit.com/r/burbank/comments/1jtwvzh/busd_primed_to_lose 28m_over_declining_enroliment/n
we paid
off the
Mike
Hill
debacle
yet?
There’s
some
money
down
the
toilet.
Lost
teacher,
admin
and
facility
jobs
right
there.
That's
where
Burbank
started
its
downhill
slide.”

7. “You'rexisting money and tax resistance - Source (https://old.reddit.com/r/burbank/. ts/111h03h/. ther_principal_leaving_busd/jbf7cb6/)
thinking
the
money
they have
now is
being
spent
properly?”

8. “Theyealsdg money and tax resistance - Source (https:/old.reddit.com/r/burbank/comments/111h03h/another_principal_leaving_busd/jbexcwi/)
supposedly
sawe for
deferred
maintenance-
it's never a
good idea to
spend all
your cash-
gotta leave
some
reserves.”

9 .ExistiffWherey and tax resistance - Source (https://old.reddit.com/r/burbank/comments/1pjrez4/why_does_burbank_make_simple_decisions_so_hard/nt}
people
complain
about
residents
that
oppose
tax
increases

hizb|

dxh

that are
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necessary
to fund
important
things,
just
remember
this is a
shining
example
of why.”

1 QxistifGhoweypnd tax resistance - Source (https://old.reddit.com/r/burbank/comments/1pjrez4/why_does_burbank_make_simple_decisions_so_hard/ntj
toa
board
meeting
and
make a
public
comment
before
they
waste
the
money”

1 ExistifExtermahknd tax resistance - Source (https://old.reddit.com/r/burbank/comments/1pjrez4/why_does_burbank_make_simple_decisions_so_hard/ntf
search
firms are
such a
racket.
Honestly,
if you're
looking to
make
absurd
cash for
doing
hardly
any work,
get into
that
business”

1 2«istifthedbearchd tax resistance - Source (https://old.reddit.com/r/burbank/comments/1pzoe12/burbank_school_official_claims_retaliation_for/nwrpay
handled it
so poorly
they’ll pay
out the full
settlement
(and
maybe
more).
Plenty of
grounds to
terminate
but they
didn’t
follow the
rules.”

13xist\ﬁMeaMEnd tax resistance - Source (https://old.reddit.com/r/burbank/comments/1jtwvzh/busd_primed_to_lose_28m_over_declining_enroliment/i
ABC
passed
by 63%
and the
woters
just gave
them

2tv

[inoj

h/)

hixI

$400 mil


https://burbank.gop/record/burbank-school-funding-short-end/assets/enrollment-voices-100/011-busd-complaint.png
https://burbank.gop/record/burbank-school-funding-short-end/assets/enrollment-voices-100/012-busd-complaint.png
https://old.reddit.com/r/burbank/comments/1pjrez4/why_does_burbank_make_simple_decisions_so_hard/ntj2tvk/
https://old.reddit.com/r/burbank/comments/1pjrez4/why_does_burbank_make_simple_decisions_so_hard/ntj2tvk/
https://burbank.gop/record/burbank-school-funding-short-end/assets/enrollment-voices-100/013-busd-complaint.png
https://old.reddit.com/r/burbank/comments/1pjrez4/why_does_burbank_make_simple_decisions_so_hard/ntfjnoj/
https://old.reddit.com/r/burbank/comments/1pjrez4/why_does_burbank_make_simple_decisions_so_hard/ntfjnoj/
https://burbank.gop/record/burbank-school-funding-short-end/assets/enrollment-voices-100/014-busd-complaint.png
https://old.reddit.com/r/burbank/comments/1pzoe12/burbank_school_official_claims_retaliation_for/nwrpayn/
https://old.reddit.com/r/burbank/comments/1pzoe12/burbank_school_official_claims_retaliation_for/nwrpayn/
https://burbank.gop/record/burbank-school-funding-short-end/assets/enrollment-voices-100/015-busd-complaint.png
https://old.reddit.com/r/burbank/comments/1jtwvzh/busd_primed_to_lose_28m_over_declining_enrollment/mlxltbg/
https://old.reddit.com/r/burbank/comments/1jtwvzh/busd_primed_to_lose_28m_over_declining_enrollment/mlxltbg/

to
improve
facilities.
Per the
article,
there are
fewer
students
ewvery
year. And
now
they're
talking
about a
parcel
tax?!”

14iistifDidntey and tax resistance - Source (https://old.reddit.com/r/bur k/ ts/ bh3/burbank_the_home_of world_class_studios_also_alikbx5k4
Measure |
fail because
it is tied to
property
tax? | think
it's safe to
assume
given how
high
property
taxes are
here
already, that
not many
homeowners
could safely
afford to pay
more
property
tax.”

15xist\ﬁ¥(mrbney and tax resistance - Source (https://old.reddit.com/r/burk k/ ts/ bh3/burbank_the_home_of world_class_studios_also_alikcoew
are
correct,
it was a
property
tax. 10
cents a
square
foot. So
a 2000
SqFt
house
would
have an
extra
$200 of
property
taxes.”

What this index establishes: residents have repeatedly questioned stewardship of existing money, district governance and a cost structure that has not
kept pace with enroliment. It does not establish that every allegation is accurate or representative. The captures preserve each complete public comment
so readers can check every quotation in context; records, audits and a confidential resident-family exit survey are still needed.

Could district policy be driving some families away? BUSD publicly maintains DEI programming and equity policies, and outside
critics have published district gender-support documents that they say exclude parents from some decisions. Those policies exist and the
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controversy is real. What does not exist in the public enrollment report is evidence tying either issue to the enrollment loss. The
responsible answer is not to guess. BUSD should publish a confidential annual exit survey that separately measures housing, relocation,
academic quality, safety, special-needs service, private or religious education, curriculum, DEI, gender policy, parent trust and every
other major reason a family gives for leaving.

Outside permits can help cash flow today — and still become a long-term trap.

The students are not the problem. The policy incentives are. BUSD has actively advertised permits to people working in Burbank as little
as ten hours per week. The district’s permit enrollment is now large enough to preserve classes, staffing and buildings that resident
enrollment alone may no longer support.

e It can hide the resident warning signal. Replacing a departing resident student with an outside student restores a seat count,
but it does not restore the confidence of the family that left.

¢ It can postpone consolidation. Imported headcount may keep an oversized campus footprint looking occupied even while the
resident base shrinks, delaying the operating savings taxpayers deserve.

e It can create a sudden fiscal cliff. Outside permits fell from 1,375 in 2022—-23 to 1,276 in 2025—-26. Staffing and facilities built
around discretionary enrollment become liabilities if that demand keeps falling.

e Gross attendance funding is not net profit. The district should subtract instruction, staffing, special services, administration
and facility wear attributable to permit enrollment before calling it a financial benefit.

¢ Burbank property owners finance the local facilities. State attendance dollars may follow a permit student, but Burbank
property owners repay the district’s local bond levies. Residents deserve proof that their own children receive first priority by campus
and program.

The resident-first rule: no new or renewed outside permit should displace a resident from a neighborhood school or desired BUSD program;
no permit cohort should be used to justify another building obligation without a net-cost calculation; and every annual permit report should show
resident caps, transfers, senice costs, attendance funding and the effect on consolidation options. Judge the policy by transparent numbers,
never by disparaging children.

Right-size the footprint a Cut the obligations that empty space creates
Publish enrollment, practical capacity, occupied hours and Every unnecessary building or wing carries utilities, custodial
annual operating cost for every campus. Compare work, security, administration, insurance, maintenance and
consolidation, co-location and boundary options without future replacement costs. Show the public what each unused
disrupting special education, core programs or student safety. square foot costs before preserving it by default.

Hire people who know how to sell space o Put the net revenue back into the buildings

Use a qualified location manager for filming and a commercial Instruction comes first. Require insurance, deposits, full cost
leasing or public-asset specialist for unused space, paid against recovery, background and safety rules, no interference with
verified net new revenue. Build a professional location catalog, students, and transparent contracts. Deposit the net return into
live availability calendar, one-stop booking desk and market- a published maintenance reserve instead of letting it disappear
tested price list. into general overhead.

BUSD already accepts facility-use requests, charges a processing fee and directs filming inquiries to FilmLA. That is a mechanism, but it is a
passive one. The district’s public page does not present a searchable inventory, live calendar, annual utilization report, gross and net rental
results, market-rate study or revenue target. The public should not have to assume that someone is maximizing these assets; the district
should prove it.

$32/hr $177/hr $412/hr $515/hr

Regular classroom High school auditorium Burbank High stadium Burroughs Memorial Field

Examples are from BUSD’s published for-profit/fair-rental rate schedule adopted in 2021. They demonstrate that rentable assets exist; they do not prove the rates are still
competitive or that enough hours are being sold. Thatis why the rates and results should be reviewed publicly every year.

Before another bond or parcel tax, publish this: each campus’s enroliment and usable capacity; every room, field, auditorium and parking
area available outside instruction; occupied and rentable hours; carrying cost; inquiries received and lost; filming days; gross receipts, direct
costs and net revenue; market-rate comparisons; and a five-year consolidation, leasing and revenue plan. California law permits fair-rental



charges for qualifying uses and provides a process for joint occupancy with private or public partners. Use those tools responsibly before
reaching into taxpayers’ pockets again.

Renters pay the property-tax bill too — here is the honest number

A renter does not receive the county tax bill, but the rental property does. The property’s rent revenue must support that bill along with maintenance,
insurance and every other building expense. The careful question is not whether a landlord typed a tax surcharge into your lease. The
question is how large the property-tax expense is compared with the rent the building collects.

There is no single citywide percentage. Under Proposition 13, two identical apartment buildings can have very different assessed values because one
changed ownership recently and the other did not. Rent is also set by the market, so no honest analysis can say every additional tax dollar raises rent

by exactly one dollar. What we can show is how much of the property-tax bill is paid from the building’s rental income.

$3,208 is a new-construction model — not typical Burbank rent.

The city model used a 2016—18 market survey plus a new-construction premium and a weighted mix of one-, two- and three-bedroom units.

That is useful for testing one hypothetical project, but it should never have been presented without current and real-world benchmarks.

$2,192 $2,477 $3,208

Census median gross rent, 2020-24 Current advertised Burbank median, checked Aug. 9, 2026 2019 city model, w eighted new -construction rent

Actual advertised examples below the model: these were visible in the live Burbank search on August 9, 2026. Listings change quickly;
they are examples, not a promise of availability or quality.

$1,675 - studio $1,795 - studio

1421 WAlameda Ave 410 E Harvard Rd

$1,999 - 1 bedroom $2,075 - 1 bedroom
1340 N Buena Vista St#A 703 E Providencia Ave #102
$2,100 - 2 bedrooms $2,295 - 2 bedrooms
1610 Grismer Ave 540 E Palm Ave

The citymodel is about46% above the Census median and 30% above the current advertised median. Those are notidentical measures—paid gross rent, advertised rent
and a hypothetical new-building mix differ—but the comparison makes the distinction visible.

Burbank’s own apartment model

If your rent is about $3,200 a month, roughly $450 of it pays the building’s
property taxes.

That is about $5,400 a year — roughly 14¢ of every rent dollar. That is absurd, and it is only the visible property tax.

$450/mo $3,208/mo 14.0%

goes to property tax monthly apartment rent of the rent pays property tax

The $450 figure comes from a City financial analysis of a 248-unit apartment project. Your building’s exact number may differ because California property tax depends on the
property's assessed value.

About $450 of a $3,200 rent check goes to property taxes.

Red: the building’s property-tax expense. Gray: everything else, including financing, operations, vacancies,
repairs, insurance, reserves and the owner’s return.




1 4% And that is just property tax. Your rent also has to cover sales tax on repair materials and equipment;
direct property-tax permit, inspection and construction fees; employer payroll taxes and required contributions for maintenance
line workers; gasoline and diesel taxes paid to bring workers and supplies to the property; taxes embedded in

insurance and utilities; and the income or business taxes paid by contractors, suppliers and the housing
provider. Those costs are not added to the red slice because they are buried throughout the building’s other

expenses — but tenants still help pay them through rent.

The tax upon tax upon tax hidden inside a rent check

One rent dollar can support several taxable transactions before anyone calls the remainder profit:

The building pays property tax first: the 1% base levy, school-bond debt and any other voter-approved or parcel-specific charges on that
property.

Construction starts with government charges: the same city feasibility model budgeted public permits and fees at roughly $20,000
per unit, before separately grouping taxes, insurance, legal and accounting costs.

A repair buys taxed materials: taxable supplies purchased in Burbank generally face a 10.5% sales-and-use-tax rate. The contractor
also pays tax on business income.

Repair labor carries payroll layers: covered wages include employer Social Security and Medicare contributions, California
unemployment insurance and Employment Training Tax; the worker also has employee payroll and income-tax withholding.

The truck arriving with the repair carries fuel taxes: California’s state gasoline excise tax is 63.4¢ per gallon for July 2026—
June 2027, on top of the 18.4 ¢ federal excise tax, applicable sales tax and other fuel-related fees.

Insurance contains another tax layer: California taxes insurers on gross premiums. The cost is part of the market price of property,

liability, vehicle and workers’-compensation coverage even when it is not printed as a tenant surcharge.

° Whatever remains can be taxed again: the contractor, suppliers and housing provider may owe federal and state income or entity taxes
on taxable profit after allowable expenses.

Why these percentages are not simply added: they apply to different bases at different stages, and some are paid by employers, workers, suppliers, insurers or owners
rather than appearing as a separate line on the lease. Adding every statutory rate would double-count the same dollar and exaggerate the result. Acomplete building-level
answer requires its property-tax bill, operating ledger, payroll, invoices, insurance, utilities, financing and taxreturns.

The tax bill hidden inside the rent

$450 a month

Burbank’s own apartment model budgets $450 of the average modeled monthly rent—$5,400 a year—for total property tax,
including the base levy and local voter-approved charges.

Enter your rent. See the city-model property-tax estimate.

Enter the monthly rent you actually pay. The calculator applies the property-tax ratio used in the City of Burbank’s apartment feasibility model, including local
charges.

Your monthly rent

$ 2,192

$307/mo $3,690/yr




city-model estimate per month city-model estimate per year

How it works: Burbank’s model assigns $450 in monthly property tax against $3,208 in monthly rent, a 14.03% ratio. This calculator applies that same total-property-tax ratio
to your rent. Itis an estimate, not your landlord’s actual bill; parcel-specific assessments and other embedded taxes mayadd more.

The citywide scale

A tiny-looking rate becomes millions across Burbank’s commercial tax base.

BUSD’s official 2024—25 taxpayer table supplies the assessed values. Applying the current 0.052359% BUSD bond levy shows the approximate

annual scale:

Warner Bros. Entertainment Walt Disney Productions

$624,445/yr $260,030/yr

$1.193 billion assessed value $496.6 million assessed value

IKEA Property Twenty largest taxpayers

$101,658/yr $2.92 million/yr

$194.2 million assessed value $5.583 billion combined assessed value

Entire local secured roll: $30.552 billion assessed value x 0.052359% = approximately $16.0 million a year.

That is the larger story. A tenant’s calculation estimates one unit’s share. The bond levy also reaches the commercial and industrial properties
that define Burbank’s economy. Their taxes are business overhead supported through some combination of prices, rents, earnings and
investment returns.

Important limits: these figures are mathematical levy equivalents based on the listed assessed values, not representations of exact cash received after every adjustment. The district table lists

each legal taxpayer name separately and w arns that related property may be held under other names. It lists Walt Disney Productions but does not identify ABC as a separate top-tw enty taxpayer,
so no unsupported ABC figure is assigned here.

The Robin Hood squeeze follows you to the checkout counter

Burbank pays twice. First, our existing local property-tax revenue is counted inside California’s school-funding formula, reducing the state
aid required to reach Burbank’s target. Then Burbank voters are told to approve local bonds and parcel taxes to fill needs the regular budget

did not cover.

First bill: our existing taxes enter the formula Second bill: tax Burbank again locally

BUSD’s adopted budget reports $71.7 million in local property taxes and other Aschool bond adds a separate property levy, while a parcel tax would add

another local bill. Bond proceeds stay in Burbank; the injustice argued here is
that the statewide formula helps create pressure for this second charge.

local revenue inside its LCFF sources. Those local dollars are credited before
the state supplies the formula balance.

That second bill does not stop at the property line. It enters the cost of doing business — and business
costs reach prices, rents, jobs, investment and paychecks.

The district’s debt creates a levy. The county applies the BUSD rate to taxable The property owner pays the bill. Astudio campus, store, mall, office or
secured property throughout the district. apartment building carries the added property cost.

The business must absorb that cost. Owners and tenants recover total operating The public feels the result indirectly. The added cost can reach a subscription,
costs through some mixof prices, fees, commercial rent, reduced margins, lower production budget, merchandise purchase, store receipt, lease or paycheck

investment or compensation pressure. without appearing as a line labeled “school bond.”




Groceries: a supermarket's price structure must cover occupancy costs along
with food, refrigeration, labor, utilities, delivery and spoilage. Property tax can
reach the store through ownership costs, rent or common-area charges. The
response may be higher prices, tighter staffing, less investment or lower
margins.

Entertainment and streaming: Warner Bros. and Disney campus property taxes
become part of the cost of maintaining production facilities. Productions,
licensing, advertising and streaming businesses must cover their whole cost
structure, including occupancy taxes.

Mall and shopping-center purchases: the official values imply about $160,778
a year for Onni Burbank Town Center and $93,439 for Burbank Empire Center at
the current BUSD rate. Property costs can enter tenant rentand common-area
charges before a customer buys clothing, food, electronics or services.

Gasoline: a senice station has to recover the cost of its site as well as fuel,
tanks, environmental compliance, labor and card fees. Property-related costs
can be spread across gallons of gasoline, convenience-store purchases, car
washes or the operator's margin. This is separate from the state and federal
fuel taxes already built into every gallon.

Merchandise and retail: IKEASs listed property carries an estimated $101,658
annual BUSD levwy. Walmart is not listed as the assessed owner, buta
commercial tenant may carry property costs through rent or common-area
charges. Those costs compete with prices, staffing, investment and margins.

Restaurants, services and housing: a restaurant can recover occupancy costs
through menu prices, fees, staffing or margins. Asenvice business can adjust
hourly rates. An apartment owner can adjust rent, maintenance, reserves or
return on investment. The form changes; the cost remains.

The tax collector does not print “BUSD bond” on your grocery receipt, gasoline pump, streaming bill or
restaurant check. But every tax dollar is ultimately absorbed by somebody. Customers, tenants, workers,

investors and business owners divide the burden according to leases, competition and pricing power. The
exact split changes; the burden does not disappear. Another bond adds a cost that must be absorbed
somewhere.

. Wy,

Now remember what renters already paid. Renters pay state income tax and state sales and use tax just like homeowners. The building’s rental
income also pays its property-tax bill, including the BUSD bond levy. In the district’s adopted budget, $771.7 million in local property taxes and other
local revenue is credited inside LCFF before state formula aid is calculated. Any new parcel tax or bond would be another layer on top. That is why

every new ask deserves a complete, itemized accounting of what renters and homeowners already carry.

A Burbank renter describes the pressure

“Maybe if our rent wasn’t jumping 8.9% every year for no reason we’d all stick around.”

This is one resident’s public comment, not proof that taxes caused a particular rent increase. It belongs here because it shows why policymakers must explain every
additional housing cost and why the district should measure what is driving resident-family departures.

View the captured comment Source

Here is the question every voter should ask.

Measure ABC was a separate 2024 authorization for up to $458.2 million in additional bond principal. Before any new tax or bond, the district
should publish one consolidated debt schedule showing every outstanding series, annual levy, interest cost and final maturity date — so voters

can see exactly when each charge begins and ends.

You may not own the building, but you are not powerless — because renters vote. Twice, Burbank voters rejected a school parcel tax. Twice, they
approved a bond whose debt service appears on property-tax bills, including the bills for rental buildings. The next local tax proposal is already being
discussed for 2026. Y our vote can stop another layer before it becomes another recurring property expense.

Every levy on property is also a cost of housing

A bond is not only a line on a tax bill. It is a cost of owning the building, and in a rental market it is a cost of operating one. That cost does not stop at

the property line — it shows up in rents, and it shows up in what gets built.

Los Angeles is the case study nobody has to imagine. The city permitted apartment buildings of five or more units at this rate:


https://burbank.gop/record/burbank-school-funding-short-end/assets/enrollment-voices-100/089-busd-complaint.png
https://old.reddit.com/r/burbank/comments/1jtwvzh/busd_primed_to_lose_28m_over_declining_enrollment/mm1kvvf/
https://old.reddit.com/r/burbank/comments/1jtwvzh/busd_primed_to_lose_28m_over_declining_enrollment/mm1kvvf/

Year Buildings permitted Units

2023 157 7,609
2024 122 5,156
2025 (through 31 August) 90 3,704

Measure ULA, the Los Angeles transfer tax effective April 2023, is the closest thing to a controlled experiment. The UCLA Lewis Center estimates it
reduced multifamily production by at least 1,910 units a year — an 18% decline among projects of 20 or more units, measured against the
2020—2022 average. Raise the cost of holding or transferring the asset, and less of it gets built. That is not ideology; it is the permit record.

Where this argument stops. We are not claiming that a Burbank school bond causes rent control, or that Measure ABC alone moves the
housing market. Those claims would not survive scrutiny and we are not making them. The provable point is narrower and sufficient: a levy on
property is a cost of housing, higher housing costs reduce what gets built, and less housing raises rents on the people the next parcel tax is also

going to charge.

So the question in front of Burbank is not only whether the schools need money. It is whether stacking another permanent charge onto property — in

a county already permitting less housing every year — is the tool that fixes it.

Call it what it is: the double-tax squeeze

Burbank taxpayers already contribute through state and local taxes. Within LCFF, local property-tax revenue is credited toward the district’s
entitlement before state formula aid supplies the balance. Then local officials may ask the same community to approve a separate bond or parcel tax

for needs the regular budget does not cover. That is the documented double-bill problem: the first payment does not prevent a second local charge.

Understand the local choice plainly: proposing another tax is easier than publishing a complete lifecycle plan, right-sizing facilities as enrollment falls,

maximizing outside-use revenue, itemizing management costs and building a statewide coalition for LCFF reform. That order of operations has to

change.

So what do we do about it? Here is the plan.

This is fixable. There are exactly three levers, and every one of them runs through people you can reach.

0 Sacramento — reform LCFF without weakening Proposition 98

Proposition 98 protects the statewide school-funding minimum. The Legislature can reform LCFF without removing that floor. Burbank
should demand a smoother concentration formula, transparent district-to-district comparisons and serious consideration of regional operating

costs so middle-need districts are not pushed toward repeated local tax proposals.

Do this: Contact your Assemblymember and State Senator. Tell them to end the concentration cliff, publish a transparent LCFF
comparison for every district, and account for regional costs while preserving the Proposition 98 minimum. Find your current
representatives at findyourrep.legislature.ca.gov (nttps //findyourrep.legislature.ca.gov/).



https://findyourrep.legislature.ca.gov/

e The Board of Education — fight for our money, don’t tax us again

The Board should fight upstream and prove local stewardship before asking for another dollar. That means a formal LCFF-reform resolution,
a coalition with similarly situated districts, an annual formula bridge, a lifecycle facilities plan, a complete debt schedule, a campus-utilization

audit and a public alternatives analysis before any new tax proposal.

Do this: Put those demands on the record at a Board meeting and send them to every Board member. Use the district’s official Board of
Education page (nttps:/w w w burbankusd.org/district-info/board-of-education) for current members, meeting information, agendas and public-comment

instructions.

e The ballot box — your vote is the veto

No local school tax passes without you. A parcel tax needs a two-thirds yes vote; a bond needs 55%. That is real power, and it is yours.

Do this: When the next school parcel tax or school bond arrives, vote no. Our position is no new parcel tax and no new bond. Ano vote is
not a vote against schools — it is a vote against paying twice, against substituting debt for disciplined saving, and against making taxpayers
repair Sacramento’s formula.

Our demand, in one line:

Reform LCFF, publish the full local plan, and stop adding a second bill. Fight in Sacramento first — and do not ask Burbank taxpayers for

another bond or parcel tax until every alternative is on the table.

We want every California child to have a good school. We also reject a system that leaves middle-need districts under pressure and treats repeated
local tax measures as the routine answer. We create our community. We fund our community. And we expect Sacramento and local
management to use that money transparently, responsibly and effectively.

Read the full report.

Every figure here is sourced — per-pupil spending from the California Department of Education, Burbank’s LCFF and 38.4% high-need figures
from Burbank Unified’s own adopted 2025-26 budget, and the formula and statewide numbers from the Governor’s budget and the Legislative
Analyst’s Office.

View the full report Download PDF

Contact your legislator —

Contact the school board

Burbank 2026 election guide

Run for the Board of Education
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Additional fact-check sources for the bond-budgeting and payroll sections: California Constitution Article Xl A, section 1(b)(3), and Education Code section 15278
establish the 55% voter-approval path, the facilities-only restriction, the prohibition on teacher or administrator salaries and other operating expenses, and project-level
accountability for qualifying school bonds. The California Department of Education’s 2025-26 budget standards (https://w w w.cde.ca.gov/fg/filss/distbudgetcsfy2526.asp) require
districts to confirm that maintenance funding is adequate to preserve facilities for their normal life; CDE’s long-range facilities guidance

(https://w w w.cde.ca.gov/ls/fallongrangeplan.asp) calls for continuous planning and financing, including long-range maintenance budget items. Burbank Unified’s 2025-26 Adopted
Budget shows Deferred Maintenance Fund 14 with $0 budgeted revenue, $0 budgeted spending and an $18,859.75 ending balance; Special Reserve Fund 40 for Capital
Outlay Projects with $3 million budgeted spending, no budgeted revenue and a $12,935,500.53 ending balance. These fund balances do not by themselves establish
whether all maintenance spending elsewhere in the budget was adequate; they establish the reserve figures voters should compare with the district’s long-range facilities
plan and proposed debt. Payroll figures reproduce the attached fiscal-year 2025-26 LACOE payroll-reporting workbook. California Department of Education, California
School Accounting Manual, Procedure 330, defines employee-benefit objects 3000—-3999 to include employer retirement-plan contributions, health and welfare,

OASDI/Medicare or alternative retirement, unemployment insurance, workers’ compensation, OPEB and other benefits.

Facilities, enroliment and outside-use sources: BUSD’s Facilities Master Plan

(https://w w w .burbankusd.org/cms/lib/CA50000426/Centricity/Domain/49/Perkins % 20Eastman_Oct%2012_AAC-pres.pdf) presents enrollment scenarios declining 12% to 20% from 2023 to
2033. The district’s Use of Facilities page (https://w w w .burbankusd.org/departments/facilities-services/use-of-facilities) describes its request, approval and inwicing process and
directs filming to FilmLA; the linked Facility Use Rate Schedule (https://w w w.burbankusd.org/fs/resource-manager/view /6fc2b8f2-2388-48d2-90fd-5bedf1236257) is effective August 1,
2021. California Education Code section 38134 defines direct costs and fair rental value for qualifying outside uses and directs certain maintenance-related receipts to a
special fund. Education Code sections 17515-17526 authorize and regulate joint-occupancy agreements. The recommended consolidation and professional-marketing

program is this article’s policy proposal, not a claim that state law requires it.

Enroliment-cause, permit and parent-trust sources: BUSD’s September 2025 enroliment update (https://d3n9y02raazw pg.cloudfront.net/burbankusd/ea3f4616-7f71-11f0-a766-
005056289546-6109325d-4628-401b-91b7-c91cf04de40d-1757725417.pdf) reports a 1,382-student decline since 2018-19 and approximately 220 new outside permits annually. Its
November 2025 enrollment presentation (https://d3n9y02raazw pg.cloudfront.net/burbankus d/0f65ae6a-f61d-11f0-bb28-005056289546-e109325d-4628-401b-91b7-c91cf04de40d-1770680715.pdf)
reports 12,548 BUSD-resident students, 1,276 interdistrict-permit students, a 446-student total annual decline and 100 releases to other districts. BUSD’s 2026 permit
notice (https://w w w .burbankusd.org/post-details/~board/busd-new s/post/interdistrict-permits) solicits applications from families with a parent or guardian working in Burbank at least ten
hours per week. The district’'s 2019 Board minutes (https:/burbankusd.granicus.com/DocumentView er.php?file=burbankusd_d9839ffa99e477df788aeb8a9718df0e.pdf&view =1) described
permit screening for satisfactory grades, attendance and discipline and estimated permit-generated revenue at approximately $13 million at that time; the article therefore
makes no claim that outside students are academically or behaviorally inferior. BUSD’s equity-policy page (https://w w w .burbankusd.org/district-info/diversity-equity-and-
inclusion/policy) and 2025-26 DEI goals report (https://d3n9y02raazw pg.cloudfront.net/burbankusd/5c03da3a-dd18-11f0-bb28-005056a89546-e109325d-4628-401b-91b7-c91cf04ded0d-
1769827850.pdf) establish the current programming; the Center for American Liberty commentary (https://iibertycenter.org/cases/burbank-unified-school-district-pushes-segregation-
transing-kids-behind-parents-backs/) links the underlying gender-support and DEI| documents and presents a critical interpretation. The quoted social-media comments are

anecdotal and are not used as statistical evidence.

Additional fact-check sources for the state overhead section: California Department of Finance, 2025-26 Enacted Budget — Department of Education: $509.504
million in CDE state operations, 2,683 positions, $358.603 million in personal senices, $146.508 million in operating expenses and equipment, $4.393 million in special
items, $112.155 billion in local assistance, and $5.437 million / 24.1 positions for the State Board of Education. Governance and compliance findings are summarized from
TK-12 Education Governance in California: Past, Present, and Future (2026), including its findings on fragmented authority, overlapping responsibilities and extensive

reporting requirements.

Sources: Proposition 98 minimum guarantee and the “about 40 cents for each $1” relationship — California Legislative Analyst’s Office, annual

Proposition 98 spending-plan reports. The guarantee is set by three alternative tests rather than a fixed percentage, and can be suspended by a two-thirds
vote of each house. Current Expense of Education per average daily attendance — California Department of Education, 2024-25, presented via LA Almanac. The Los
Angeles County Assessor's 2025 city roll (https://res.cloudinary.convlos-angeles-county-assessor/image/upload/v1754331662/AnnualReport/AssessedValues2025.pdf) lists $34,240,754,027
for Burbank; sorting all 88 incorporated-city values places Burbank ninth. The approximate $342.4 million figure is simply 1% of assessed value before allocation and is not
represented as BUSD revenue. Revenue itemization — Burbank Unified School District 2025-26 Adopted Budget: $213,382,021 General Fund revenue; $170,073,136 LCFF
sources, including $71,651,717 in property taxes and other local revenue and $27,095,803 from the Education Protection Account; $31,192,954 other state; $7,984,906
federal; and $4,131,026 other local. State tax sources — California Department of Finance, 2026—27 General Fund cash-flow schedule. Proposition 98 purpose and
operation — Legislative Analyst’s Office (https://lao.ca.gov/Publications/Report/3526): voters created a constitutional minimum guarantee, met through state General Fund and local
property-tax revenue. LCFF mechanism — California Department of Education and Legislative Analyst’s Office: local property-tax revenue is credited toward the LCFF
entitlement and state aid supplies the remainder. History — Serrano v. Priest (1971-1977); Proposition 13 (1978); Proposition 98 (1988); and LCFF (2013). Local tax stack
— Measure S, Measures QS and |, and Measure ABC, per election materials and the Los Angeles County Registrar-Recorder.
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Renter-tax sources and method: The Los Angeles County Auditor-Controller's 2025-26 Taxpayers’ Guide (https:/auditor.lacounty.gov/w p-content/uploads/2026/05/2025-2026-
Taxpayers-Guide.pdf) lists current BUSD secured-roll debt-senvice rates totaling 0.052359%. BUSD's official 2024-25 major-taxpayer table

(https://d3n9y02raazw pg.cloudfront.net/burbankusd/0f65ae6a-f61d-11f0-bb28-005056a89546-e109325d-4628-401b-91b7-c91cf04de40d-1770680715.pdf) lists the secured assessed values used
in the commercial-scale calculation, a $30,551,765,940 local secured roll and $5,583,051,672 held by the twenty largest listed taxpayers. The California Board of
Equalization (https://w w w.boe.ca.gov/meetings/2024-responses.htm) explains the 1% base levy, voter-approved bond additions and Proposition 13 assessed-value rules. The City of
Burbank inclusionary-housing feasibility analysis (https:/w w w .burbankca.gov/documents/d/community-development/in_staff_report_attachments-pdf?dow nload=true) models $5,400 annual
property tax per market-rate apartment unit against $9.546 million annual apartment rent for 248 units, plus about $20,000 per unit in public permits and fees in its
development-cost table. The U.S. Census Bureau (https://w w w .census.gov/quickfacts/fact/table/burbankcity california/HSD410223) reports Burbank median gross rent of $2,192 for
2020-24. A dated rental-listing source (https:/hotpads.com/burbank-ca/apartments-for-rent) reported a $2,477 median and supplied the advertised examples; availability and prices
can change. Tax-cascade rates come from the California Department of Tax and Fee Administration (https://cdtfa.ca.gov/taxes-and-fees/rates.aspx) (Burbank sales/use tax and
fuel taxes), IRS Publication 15 (https://w w w.irs.gov/publications/p15) (Social Security and Medicare), California EDD (https://edd.ca.gov/en/payroll_taxes/rates_and_w ithholding) (Ul and
ETT), and the Board of Equalization (https://w w w .boe.ca.gov/sptaxprog/tax_on_insurers.htm) (gross-premiums tax). Calculations are accounting allocations; they do not assume
that market rent changes dollar-for-dollar with a tax bill, and the indirect rates are deliberately not added because they apply to different tax bases and actors. Prepared by

the Burbank Republican Party.
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