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Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee:

My name is James Quintero, and I am a policy director at the Texas Public Policy Foundation, a nonprofit free-market
research institute headquartered in Austin, Texas. Thank you for the opportunity to address the committee today on this
important topic.

As you know, the interim charge under consideration this morning states:

Bond Efficiency: Conduct a comprehensive review of the school district bond issuance process. Specifically, review
public notice and disclosure requirements, the bond election process, procurement requirements, and how unused
bond proceeds may be utilized. Study the best practices implemented by school boards and make recommendations
to improve bond issuance efficiencies.

I commend the committee for considering ways to improve all the various aspects of the school district bond issuance
process. As I will discuss shortly, the status quo is flawed in some respects and could benefit from strong, new state laws to
strengthen transparency and accountability. However, before discussing the reforms needed, it's worthwhile to first survey
the current environment.

According to the Texas Bond Review Board, in fiscal year 2021, “Texas local governments had $266.38 billion in outstand-
ing debt, an increase of $47.40 billion (21.6 percent) over the past five fiscal years.” Of the total amount owed, school
district debt ($97.79 billion) accounted for 36.7%, which is the most debt by jurisdiction type. The vast majority of districts’
existing debt load was approved by voters at various elections.

Table 1.1
Texas Local Government
Debt Outstanding as of August 31, 2021

(amounts in millions)

Type of Issuer Tax-Supported* Revenue**  Total Debt
Voter-approved tax 96,378.7 96,378.7
. Maintenance tax (ed. equipment) 1,216.2 1,216.2
Public School
Districts Lease-purchase contracts 194.8 194.8
Revenue (athletic facilities) 1.5 1.5
Subtotal $ 97,5949 $ 196.3 $ 97,791.2

Source: 2021 Local Government Annual Report
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As one might surmise based on the amount of school district debt outstanding, the percentage of ISD bonds approved in
the past has been quite high. Consider ISD bond passage rates over the last five fiscal years: 82% in Fiscal Year (FY) 2017;
88% in FY 2018; 82.4% in FY 2019; 79.9% in FY 2020; and86.8% in FY 2021.

In addition to high passage rates, ISD bond election amounts have also been large historically. Consider the amounts put
before voters over the last five fiscal years: $8.7 billion in FY 2017; $13.5 billion in FY 2018; $14.3 billion in FY 2019; $7.2
billion in FY 2020; and $16 billion in FY 2021. In every year, the amount of new debt requested by ISDs at elections dwarfs
the election amounts proposed by other jurisdiction types.

The data makes clear that the bond election process is utilized by ISDs to borrow frequently, heavily, and without much dis-
sent. That is, until recently.

Table A2
Texas Local Government
Estimated Bond Election Results by Fiscal Year
($ 1n millions)
2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

Public School Districts

Election Amount $8,707.0 $13,478.1 $14,340.6 $7,232.9 $16,030.6

Amount Approved 7,143.8 11,854.0 11,820.7 5,780.2 13,914.4

Percent Approved 82.0% 88.0% 82.4% 79.9% 86.8%
Cities, Towns, Villages

Election Amount $3,039.5 $3,896.4 $3,153.8 $906.0 $3,002.4

Amount Approved 2,793.3 3,659.5 3,123.7 868.7 2,663.9

Percent Approved 91.9% 93.9% 99.0% 95.9% 88.7%
Water Districts and Authorities

Election Amount $3,204.5 $8,037.0 $7,577.6 $2,557.8 $1,703.9

Amount Approved 3,184.6 7,808.3 7,254.4 2,451.7 1,444.8

Percent Approved 99.4% 97.2% 95.7% 95.9% 84.8%
Other Special Districts and Authorities

Election Amount $0.0 $0.0 $0.0 $3,500.0 $0.0

Amount Approved 0.0 0.0 0.0 3,500.0 0.0

Percent Approved N/A N/A N/A 100.0% N/A
Counties

Election Amount $551.7 §707.4 $917.0 §712.6 $392.4

Amount Approved 543.2 562.4 917.0 698.6 334.3

Percent Approved 98.5% 79.5% 100.0% 98.0% 85.2%
Community and Junior College Districts

Election Amount $1,199.0 $48.5 $1,353.7 $825.0 $152.8

Amount Approved 1,199.0 0.0 1,353.7 825.0 138.9

Percent Approved 100.0% 0.0% 100.0% 100.0% 90.9%
Health/Hospital Districts and Authorities

Election Amount $13.8 §7.2 $841.5 $9.0 $0.0

Amount Approved 13.8 0.0 841.5 0.0 0.0

Percent Approved 100.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% N/A
Total Election Amount $16,715.6 $26,174.6 $28,184.2 $15,743.4 $21,282.0
Total Amount Approved $14,877.7 $23,884.3 $25,310.8 $14,124.2 $18,496.3
Total Percent Approved 89.0% 91.2% 89.8% 89.7% 86.9%
Source: Bond Buyer, Municipal Advisory Council's Texas Bond Reporter, and U.S. Department of Justice, Civil
Rights Division - Voting Section.

Source: 2021 Local Government Annual Report
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During the most recent May 2022 election cycle, school districts around the state submitted 205 separate propositions for
voter approval. The value of those propositions exceeded $16.5 billion (principal amount only), or more than $3,000 of new
debt for every student currently enrolled.” It should be noted that the amount proposed to be borrowed in May 2022 was
greater than the amount of new debt proposed by ISDs in the entirety of FY 2021. That is to say that ISDs intended to bor-
row mightily this election cycle; however, voters were not entirely persuaded.

The May 2022 election results were as follows:
« Voters approved only 104 of the 205 proposed bonds (see Chart A.1), or slightly more than half.

» Voters rejected 101 of the 205 proposed bonds (see Chart A.2). According to The Texan: “Concerns over critical race
theory and transparency may have contributed to the results.”

o While voters defeated almost half of all ISD bond propositions, the value of those items approved was still greater than
those defeated. This cycle, voters approved new debt totaling $10.4 billion and defeated items worth $6.1 billion.

Interestingly, ISD bond propositions failed on a noticeably larger scale than those proposed by other jurisdiction types.
Consider that voters rejected 49% of all school bonds on the May 2022 ballot, but overwhelmingly approved those put for-
ward by cities and certain special districts.

All Proposed Bonds on the May 2022 Ballot
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Source: The Texan

The favorable trends of the recent past offer a stark contrast to the high failure rate that emerged in May 2022. This may sig-
nal one or more happenings. First, it might suggest that voters are not supportive of taking on higher taxes at the moment.
The sour sentiment likely stems from the fact that, like other Americans, Texans are struggling to contend with the rising
cost of groceries, gas, and rent—and do not have the capacity to absorb an increase in the cost of government too.

Second, it might suggest that a key debt transparency reform enacted in 2019 is working well. As you may recall, a pro-
vision in the enrolled version of House Bill 3 (86R) required all school district bond propositions to include a simple
statement along with all other mandatory items. The accompanying statement must read: “THIS IS A PROPERTY TAX
INCREASE. The intent behind including the provision was to ensure that voters are informed that there is a fiscal impact
to putting more money on the taxpayer credit card. While this reform might seem unnecessary, the connection between
new debt and new taxes was not obvious to all.

* According to the Texas Education Agency, the statewide student enrollment for 2021—22 was 5,427,370.
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Prior to the 2019 election, the Austin American-Statesman famously reported on one Austin-area resident who said:

“I'm at the breaking point,” said Gretchen Gardner, an Austin artist who bought a 1930s bungalow in the Bouldin
neighborhood just south of downtown in 1991 and has watched her property tax bill soar to $8,500 this year. “It’s not
because I don't like paying taxes,” said Gardner . .. “I have voted for every park, every library, all the school improve-
ments, for light rail, for anything that will make this city better. But now I can’t afford to live here anymore.

Gardner’s comments are unsettling. They hint at there being at least a few voters deciding on debt without knowing the
fiscal impact. The blame for voting while uninformed, of course, belongs to the individual. But make no mistake: School
districts made it difficult for Gardner to make an informed decision—and continue to do so today.

For years, school districts have promoted bonds to the public using the misleading line that there will be no tax rate
increase. Here is one example from this year’s election in Northside ISD where the district asked voters to approve almost
$1 billion in new debt.

Holly Hansen @hollyshansen - May 9 @ Brad Inhnson
| Replylng to @bradj_TX @bradj TX
Here's an example of local bond campaign messaging.
In big letters, it says "NO TAX RATE IMPACT" w/ a big

PUBLIC mu $0 next to it. In small hard-to-see letters, it says
R "Proposed Amount $89MM."
This bond passed w/ 64% support, and it may have
N I e T anyway. But this is all too common of a theme.
RATE ; s : 3 o -
INCREASE 2
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El dia de la eleccion es el sabado 7 de mayo de 2022

Votacion adelantada 25 de abril al 3 de mayo de 2022

o 1 10 Q 14 &L 8 10:17 AM - May 9, 2022 - Twitter Web App

Some districts have even taken the deceptive messaging further. Consider the school bond material promoted by Tyler ISD,
which also adds a “$0” figure in addition to its no tax rate impact messaging.

Unfortunately for voters, this type of deceptive messaging is all too common in school bond races, and it shows both the
need for the simple statement now required by HB 3 and the need for further reform.

Third, it likely suggests that other key debt transparency reforms, like Senate Bill 30 (2019), House Bill 440 (2019), and
House Bill 477 (2019), are working to incrementally improve the landscape. One example is the SB 30 change, which now
requires ISDs to parse out their bond packages by expenditure type, that is, one for natatoriums, one for stadiums, one for
performing arts facilities, etc. This has enabled voters to be more selective in determining what their community needs and
what it does not.

Hence, the most recent round of bond failures may have been motivated by taxpayer angst, more informed voters, and
other debt transparency reforms intended to empower voters.
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Recommendations

Given today’s ISD bond election environment and the base-level reforms that already exist, there are many opportunities
to make small changes that together will make a big difference for voters and taxpayers alike. The following recommenda-
tions are offered with those end goals in mind.

« Expand Ballot Box Transparency. Along with the requirement that each proposition include the acknowledgement
that it is a property tax increase, every new debt proposition should also include the proposed amount to be borrowed,
a short description of the project(s), and the anticipated tax impact on the average area resident should the proposal
succeed. By including a cost element, voters will be better prepared to make an informed decision about the merit of
any new debt proposal. Voters will also be in a better position to digest misleading information promoted by school
districts and their special interest allies.

o Include a Plain Language Description. The short paragraph of legalese accompanying every school bond proposition
can be hard for the average voter to digest and understand, especially if they’ve had little to no exposure with the prop-
osition prior. To better help voters understand the actual effect of any given new debt proposal, school district bond
propositions should also include a brief plain language description, written at or below an 8th grade reading level, that
explains the project in a way that everyone can understand.

o Require a Cooling Off Period for Failed Bonds. When a school district bond proposition fails to pass, there are no
requirements prohibiting that same ISD from petitioning voters again in the following election cycle. The Legislature
should consider enacting a voter protection measure that denies school districts the ability to submit a substantially
similar proposition to voters within a certain timeframe, like 3 years or more.

o Strengthen the Voter Information Document. In 2019, HB 477 enacted a requirement that all political subdivisions
with at least 250 registered voters must prepare a voter information document for each proposition offered up to vot-
ers. According to the House Research Organization, “The voter information document would be required to be posted
in the manner prescribed for bond election orders and would have to distinctly state:

« The language that would appear on the ballot;

o A table with the principal, estimated interest, and estimated combined principal and interest required for full pay-
ment of all outstanding bonds as of the date of the political subdivision adopted the debt obligation order;

o The estimated maximum annual increase in taxes that would be imposed on a residence homestead with an
appraised value of $100,000, based on certain assumptions made by the governing body of the political subdivision
detailed in the bill; and

« Any other information considered relevant or necessary to explain the other information in the document”

While these requirements do in theory provide worthwhile information to voters, there are some lingering questions as
to whether all school districts are observing this particular statute, especially the provision estimating the level of tax
increase to accompany the passage of the proposition. State lawmakers should consider making changes to penalize
school districts that do not provide voters a full and complete picture of the bond projects that they are being asked to
decide upon.

o Require Bond Elections to Be Held in November. Bond elections should be held on the uniform election date in
November to solicit the maximum number of voters and to ensure that a small minority of special interests does not
unduly influence the outcome.

o Establish Minimum Voter Turnout Requirements. Establish a minimum voter turnout threshold for the approval
of new bond propositions and tax ratification elections. This will help prevent the process from being dominated by a
relatively small percentage of voters and better reflect popular sentiment.

Thank you for your time. I look forward to answering any questions that you may have.
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Chart A.1 May 2022 ISD Bond Elections —- CARRIED (by request size, largest-to-smallest)

Issuer Name ITS;;:r County EDlaetcetion Prop.# Result $ Requested Purpose  Purpose-Description

Forney ISD ISD Kaufman 5/7/2022 1 = Carried $1,294,000,000 = Building = School Building

Northside ISDa ISD Bexar 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 992,000,000 Other School Building & Buses

Klein ISD ISD Harris 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 843,800,000 Building School Building & Security

Humble ISD ISD Harris 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 730,000,000 Building School Building

Community ISD ISD Collin 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 595,604,000 Building School Building

Spring Branch ISD ISD Harris 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 366,625,000 Building School Building & Technology

Aubrey ISD ISD Denton 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 354,000,000 Building = School Building

Crandall ISD ISD Kaufman 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 345,000,000 Other School, buses, technology

Montgomery ISD ISD Montgomery  5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 312,980,000 Building School Building

Del Valle ISD ISD Travis 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 300,000,000 Building School Building

Pasadena ISD ISD Harris 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 281,269,000 Building School Building

Krum ISD ISD Denton 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 244,700,000 Building School Building

Galveston ISD ISD Galveston 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 233,855,000 Other School Building & Buses

Argyle ISD ISD Denton 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 221,085,000 Other School Building, Buses & Technology
Belton ISD ISD Bell 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 168,825,000 Building School Building & Security

Temple ISD ISD Bell 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 164,800,000 Building School Building

Boerne ISD ISD Kendall 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 162,640,000 Other School Building & Buses

Willis ISD ISD Montgomery  5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 143,050,000 Other School Building/Athletic Improvements
Deer Park ISD ISD Harris 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 142,500,000 Other School Building & Buses

Sanger ISD ISD Denton 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 130,000,000 Building School Building/Athletic Improvements
Hays CISD ISD Hays 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 115,649,800 Other School Building & Buses

White Settlement ISD ISD Tarrant 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 115,000,000 Building School Building/Athletic Improvements
Alvarado ISD ISD Johnson 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 107,450,000 Building School Building/Gym

Harlandale ISD ISD Bexar 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 93,500,000 Other School Building/Athletic Improvements
Tyler ISD ISD Smith 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 89,000,000 Building School Building

Fredericksburg ISD ISD Gillespie 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 82,000,000 Other School, Buses, Tech

Bullard ISD ISD Smith 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 82,000,000 Building School Building

London ISD ISD Nueces 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 79,450,000 Building School Building

Gunter ISD ISD Grayson 5/7/2022 1 Carried § 78,800,000 Building School Building

Aransas County ISD ISD Aransas 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 66,000,000 Other School Building Athletic Improvements
Cotulla ISD ISD  LaSalle 5/7/2022 I Camied $ 65000,000 Other i::;’s";oi‘:tﬁfg Athletic Facility,
Thrall ISD ISD Williamson 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 64,816,680 Other School Building/Athletic Improvements
Pottsboro ISD ISD Grayson 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 62,000,000 Building School Building

Bridge City ISD ISD Orange 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 57,700,000 Building School Building

Buena Vista ISD ISD Pecos 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 56,000,000 Other School Building & Buses

Klein ISD ISD Harris 5/7/2022 2 Carried $ 51,500,000 Other Technology

Shallowater ISD ISD Lubbock 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 48,500,000 Building School Building

Woodville ISD ISD Tyler 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 47,850,000 Building School Building

Anahuac ISD ISD Chambers 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 47,000,000 Building = School Building

Humble ISD ISD Harris 5/7/2022 2 Carried $ 45,000,000 Other Technology

Granger ISD ISD  Williamson  5/7/2022 | Camied $ 44,000,000 Other ?"::r?:;:o?;ltlli?g Athletic Facility &
Hitchcock ISD ISD Galveston 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 43,630,000 Other School Building/Athletic Improvements
Florence ISD ISD Williamson 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 42,750,000 Building = School Building

Blanco ISD ISD Blanco 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 40,000,000 Building School Building

Pleasant Grove ISD ISD Bowie 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 39,900,000 Other School Building/Athletic Improvements
Littlefield ISD ISD Lamb 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 39,085,000 Other School Building/Athletic Improvements
Galveston ISD ISD Galveston 5/7/2022 3 Carried $ 36,160,000 Building School Building

Aubrey ISD ISD Denton 5/7/2022 2 Carried $ 31,900,000 Other Athletic Facilities Improvements
Mineola ISD ISD Wood 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 29,855,000 Building School Building

Argyle ISD ISD Denton 5/7/2022 2 Carried $ 26,915,000 Other Stadium

Ingram ISD ISD Kerr 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 25,232,400 Other School Building & Buses

Lyford CISD ISD Willacy 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 24,705,020 Other Athletic Facilities Improvements
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Galveston ISD ISD Galveston 5/7/2022 5 Carried $ 24,270,000 Other Stadium

Harlandale ISD ISD Bexar 5/7/2022 2 Carried $ 22,000,000 Refund Refunding Notes

Bullard ISD ISD Smith 5/7/2022 2 Carried $ 21,000,000 Other Athletic Facilities Improvements
Crandall ISD ISD Kaufman 5/7/2022 3 Carried $ 20,000,000 Other Performing Arts

Bartlett ISD ISD Bell 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 20,000,000 Other School Building/Athletic Improvements
Argyle ISD ISD Denton 5/7/2022 3 Carried $ 19,885,000 Other School Building, Athletics, Renovations
Normangee ISD ISD Leon 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 18,600,000 Other School Building/Athletic Improvements
ICSL};"“SO“ Calbutplltatlo S e 5/7/2022 1 Cartied $ 18,000,000 Building School Building

Alvarado ISD ISD Johnson 5/7/2022 2 Carried $ 17,550,000 Other Athletic Facilities Improvements

Deer Park ISD ISD Harris 5/7/2022 2 Carried $ 17,500,000 Other Technology

Baird ISD ISD Callahan 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 17,000,000 Other School Building & Buses

Beckville ISD ISD Panola 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 17,000,000 Other School Building/Athletic Improvements
Galveston ISD ISD Galveston 5/7/2022 2 Carried $ 15,980,000 Other Aquatic Center

Cameron ISD ISD Milam 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 15,900,000 Building School Building

Veribest ISD ISD Tom Green 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 15,500,000 Building = School Building

London ISD ISD Nueces 5/7/2022 2 Carried $ 15,180,000 Other Stadium

Whitewright ISD ISD Grayson 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 15,000,000 Building School Building

Spring Branch ISD ISD Harris 5/7/2022 2 Carried $ 14,975,000 Other Technology

Pasadena ISD ISD Harris 5/7/2022 2 Carried $ 14,921,000 Other Technology

Bridge City ISD ISD Orange 5/7/2022 2 Carried $ 14,700,000 Building School Building

Lago Vista ISD ISD Travis 5/7/2022 3 Carried $ 13,184,000 Building Community Center

Abbott ISD ISD Hill 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 12,000,000 Other School Building/Athletic Improvements
Leon ISD ISD Leon 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 10,000,000 Building School Building

Harlandale ISD ISD Bexar 5/7/2022 3 Carried $ 9,500,000 Other Stadium

Lago Vista ISD ISD Travis 5/7/2022 2 Carried $ 9,175,500 = Building = School Building

Pasadena ISD ISD Harris 5/7/2022 3 Carried $ 8,810,000 Other Athletic Facilities Improvements
Montgomery ISD ISD Montgomery  5/7/2022 2 Carried $  8510,000 Other Athletic Facilities Improvements

East Chambers ISD ISD Chambers 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 8,000,000 Building School Building

Center ISD ISD Shelby 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 8,000,000 Building = School Building

Fairfield ISD ISD Freestone 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 8,000,000 Building School Building Improvements
Prairiland ISD ISD Lamar 5/7/2022 2 Carried $ 8,000,000  Other Athletic Facilities Improvements
Prairiland ISD ISD Lamar 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 8,000,000 Building School Building

Coolidge ISD ISD Limestone 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 7,000,000 = Other School Building/Athletic Improvements
Florence ISD ISD Williamson 5/7/2022 2 Carried $ 6,570,000 Other Athletic Facilities Improvements
Kelton ISD ISD Wheeler 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 6,000,000 Other School Building & Buses

Montgomery ISD ISD Montgomery  5/7/2022 3 Carried $ 5,400,000 Other Technology

Taft ISD ISD San Patricio 5/7/2022 1 = Carried $ 5,400,000 Refund Refunding Notes

Belton ISD ISD Bell 5/7/2022 2 Carried $ 5,000,000 Other Technology

Galveston ISD ISD Galveston 5/7/2022 4 Carried $ 4,535,000 Other Technology

Lago Vista ISD ISD Travis 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 4,123,500  Other Stadium

Center ISD ISD Shelby 5/7/2022 2 Carried $ 4,000,000 = Other Athletic Facilities Improvements

Buena Vista ISD ISD Pecos 5/7/2022 2 Carried $ 4,000,000 Building Housing Facility

Peaster ISD ISD Parker 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 3,500,000 Building = School Building & Buses

Fort Stockton ISD ISD Pecos 5/7/2022 4  Carried $ 3,000,000 Other Technology

Boerne ISD ISD Kendall 5/7/2022 2 Carried $ 3,000,000 = Other Technology

Ics‘gberson County-Allamoore 1o, yiperson 5/7/2022 3 Carried $ 3,000,000 Building Housing Facility

ICS“Il)berSO“ County-Allamoore  yor Culperson  5/7/2022 2 Carried $ 2,000,000 Other  Stadium

East Chambers ISD ISD Chambers 5/7/2022 2 Carried $ 1,800,000  Other Athletic Facilities Improvements
London ISD ISD Nueces 5/7/2022 3 Carried $ 1,500,000 = Other Technology

Shallowater ISD ISD Lubbock 5/7/2022 2 Carried $ 1,500,000 Other Stadium

Bloomington ISD ISD Victoria 5/7/2022 1 Carried $ 1,100,000 Building = School Building

Trenton ISD ISD Fannin 5/7/2022 2 Carried $ 830,000 Building School Building Improvements
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Chart A.2 May 2022 ISD Bond Elections - DEFEATED (by request size, largest-to-smallest)

Issuer Name }[s;;:r County ﬁl:;tlon Prop.# Results $ Requested Purpose  Purpose-Description

Sheldon ISD ISD Harris 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 430,670,000 Building School Building & Technology
Little Elm ISD ISD Denton 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 398,500,000 Other School Building, Buses & Technology
Medina Valley ISD ISD Medina 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 383,215,400 Building = School Building

Granbury ISD ISD Hood 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 355,000,000 Building School Building

Eagle Mt-Saginaw ISD ISD Tarrant 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 275,000,000 Building School Building

Sheldon ISD ISD Harris 5/7/2022 2 Defeated $ 272,000,000 Building Multi-Purpose Center

Ector County ISD ISD Ector 5/7/2022 1  Defeated $ 215,255,000 Other School Building & Technology
Ector County ISD ISD Ector 5/7/2022 2 Defeated $ 183,000,000 Building School Building

Amarillo ISD ISD ;(;EEZH 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 180,600,000 Building  School Building & Technology
Longview ISD ISD Gregg 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 178,185,000 Building School Building

Greenville ISD ISD Hunt 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 169,400,000 Building School Building

Red Oak ISD ISD Ellis 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 156,800,000 Building School Building

Brenham ISD ISD Washington 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 153,900,000 Building = School Building & Security
Klein ISD ISD Harris 5/7/2022 3 Defeated $ 131,300,000 Building Event Center

Chapel Hill ISDa ISD Smith 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 113,060,000 Building = School Building

Huffman ISD ISD Harris 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 98,900,000 Other School, Buses, Tech

Terrell ISD ISD Kaufman 5/7/2022 1  Defeated $ 94,358,110 Building  School Building

Mabank ISD ISD Kaufman 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 94,000,000 Building School Building

Sulphur Springs ISD ISD Hopkins 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 93,000,000 Other School Building & Buses
Coupland ISD ISD glalilia;mson- 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 91,600,000 Other School Building/Athletic Improvements
Columbus ISD ISD Colorado 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 90,000,000 Building = School Building

Joshua ISD ISD Johnson 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 84,650,000 Building School Building & Technology
Fort Stockton ISD ISD Pecos 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 84,000,000 Other School Building & Buses
Kaufman ISD ISD Kaufman 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 79,600,000 Other School Building/Athletic Improvements
Klein ISD I1SD Harris 5/7/2022 4  Defeated $ 75,200,000 Other Stadium

Wills Point ISD ISD Van Zandt 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 71,965,000 Building School Building

Corsicana ISD ISD Navarro 5/7/2022 1 Defeated § 70,393,094 Building = School Building

Willis ISD I1SD Montgomery  5/7/2022 2 Defeated $ 62,570,000 Other Stadium

Bonham ISD ISD Fannin 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 53,600,000 Building School Building

Ferris ISD ISD Ellis 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 53,000,000 Other School Building & Security
Stephenville ISD ISD Erath 5/7/2022 1  Defeated $ 50,000,000 Other Stadium

Amarillo ISD ISD ﬁ‘;gz;'u 5/7/2022 4 Defeated $ 48,000,000 Building Multi-Purpose Center

Red Oak ISD ISD Ellis 5/7/2022 2  Defeated $ 45,000,000 Other Stadium

Trenton ISD ISD Fannin 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 43,250,000 Building School Building

Longview ISD ISD Gregg 5/7/2022 2  Defeated $ 40,795,000 Other Athletic Facilities Improvements
Mount Vernon ISD ISD Franklin 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 39,500,000 Building School Building

Marion ISD ISD Guadalupe 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 39,300,000 Building = School Building

Connally ISD ISD McLennan 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 39,000,000 Building School Building

Granbury ISD ISD Hood 5/7/2022 2  Defeated $ 39,000,000 Other Stadium

Santa Fe ISD ISD Galveston 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 39,000,000 Building School Building

Amarillo ISD ISD ;ngl:u 5/7/2022 3 Defeated $ 38,300,000 Building Natatorium

Community ISD ISD Collin 5/7/2022 3 Defeated $ 35,058,000 Building Multi-Purpose Center

Crandall ISD ISD Kaufman 5/7/2022 2  Defeated $ 35,000,000 Other Stadium

Goliad ISD ISD Goliad 5/7/2022 2 Defeated $ 35,000,000 Building School Building

Sheldon ISD ISD Harris 5/7/2022 3  Defeated $ 33,900,000 Building Natatorium

Poolville ISD ISD Parker 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 32,550,000 Building School Building

Krum ISD ISD Denton 5/7/2022 2  Defeated $ 30,300,000 Other Stadium

Goliad ISD ISD Goliad 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 30,000,000 Building School Building Improvements
Seymour ISD ISD Baylor 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 29,500,000 Building School Building

Chilton ISD ISD Falls 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 28,900,000 Other School Building, Athletics, Renovations
Edcouch-Elsa ISD ISD Hidalgo 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 26,000,000 Building School Building

Stephenville ISD I1SD Erath 5/7/2022 2 Defeated $ 25,000,000 Other Athletic Facilities Improvements
Tola ISD ISD Grimes 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 24,000,000 Building School Building

New Diana ISD ISD Upshur 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 23,210,000 Building School Building

Brownsboro ISD ISD Henderson 5/7/2022 1  Defeated $ 20,500,000 Building School Building & Technology
Itasca ISD ISD Hill 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 20,000,000 Building School Building

Willis ISD ISD Montgomery = 5/7/2022 3 Defeated $ 19,390,000 Other Aquatic Center

Community ISD ISD Collin 5/7/2022 2 Defeated § 19,338,000 Other Stadium

Amarillo ISD ISD g‘;ﬁggu 5/7/2022 2 Defeated $ 19,000,000 Other Athletic Facilities Improvements
Red Oak ISD ISD Ellis 5/7/2022 4 Defeated $ 19,000,000 Other Transportation
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San Saba ISD ISD San Saba 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 18,000,000 Building = School Building

Louise ISD ISD Wharton 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 17,000,000 Building School Building

Idalou ISD ISD Lubbock 5/7/2022 1  Defeated $ 16,100,000 Other Athletic Facilities Improvements
Alba-Golden ISD ISD Wood 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 16,000,000 Building School Building/Gym

Medina Valley ISD ISD Medina 5/7/2022 2  Defeated $ 14,000,000 Other Stadium

Ferris ISD ISD Ellis 5/7/2022 3 Defeated $ 14,000,000 Other Athletic Facilities Improvements
Hallettsville ISD ISD Lavaca 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 13,820,000 Building = School Building

Joshua ISD ISD Johnson 5/7/2022 2 Defeated $ 12,850,000 Building Multi-Purpose Center

Mount Vernon ISD ISD Franklin 5/7/2022 2  Defeated $ 12,800,000 Other Athletic Facilities Improvements
Era ISD ISD Cooke 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 12,720,000 Building School Building

Chapel Hill ISDa ISD Smith 5/7/2022 2  Defeated $ 12,180,000 Other School Building, Athletics, Renovations
Fort Stockton ISD ISD Pecos 5/7/2022 2 Defeated $ 12,000,000 Other Stadium

Ferris ISD ISD Ellis 5/7/2022 2  Defeated $ 12,000,000 Other Performing Arts

Waelder ISD ISD Gonzales 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 12,000,000 Building School Building

Paint Rock ISD ISD Concho 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 11,750,000 Building = School Building

Callisburg ISD ISD Cooke 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 11,481,250 Building School Building

Brookesmith ISD ISD Brown 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 9,950,000  Other School Building, Athletics, Renovations
Callisburg ISD ISD Cooke 5/7/2022 2 Defeated $ 9,893,750  Other Stadium

Corsicana ISD ISD Navarro 5/7/2022 2 Defeated $ 9,596,531 Building = Multi-Purpose Center

Red Oak ISD ISD Ellis 5/7/2022 3  Defeated $ 9,300,000  Other Athletic Facilities Improvements
Aquilla ISD ISD Hill 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 9,250,000 Other School Building/Athletic Improvements
Longview ISD ISD Gregg 5/7/2022 3  Defeated $ 8,565,000 Other Stadium

Callisburg ISD ISD Cooke 5/7/2022 3 Defeated $ 7,125,000  Other Athletic Facilities Improvements
Santa Rosa ISD ISD Cameron 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 6,100,000 Building School Building

Fort Stockton ISD ISD Pecos 5/7/2022 3 Defeated $ 6,000,000 Building Housing Facility

Olney ISD ISD Young 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 6,000,000 Other Athletic Facilities Improvements
Meyersville ISD ISD DeWitt 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 5,000,000 = Building = School Building

Fort Stockton ISD ISD Pecos 5/7/2022 5 Defeated $ 5,000,000 Building  Multi-Pupose Center

Sabinal ISD ISD Uvalde 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 4,500,000 Building Multi-Pupose Center

Thrall ISD ISD Williamson 5/7/2022 2  Defeated $ 3,683,320  Other Stadium

Huffman ISD ISD Harris 5/7/2022 2  Defeated $ 2,900,000  Other Athletic Facilities Improvements
Ranger ISD ISD Eastland 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 2,750,000 Other School Building & Buses
Longview ISD ISD Gregg 5/7/2022 4  Defeated $ 2,440,000 Other Aquatic Center

Ranger ISD ISD Eastland 5/7/2022 2 Defeated $ 1,650,000  Other Stadium

Trenton ISD ISD Fannin 5/7/2022 3  Defeated $ 1,445,000  Other Stadium

Santa Rosa ISD ISD Cameron 5/7/2022 2  Defeated $ 1,400,000  Other Stadium

Cross Roads ISD ISD Henderson 5/7/2022 1 Defeated $ 1,000,000 = Other Athletic Facilities Improvements
Cross Roads ISD ISD Henderson 5/7/2022 2 Defeated $ 1,000,000  Other Stadium

Terrell ISD ISD Kaufman 5/7/2022 2 Defeated $ 641,900  Other Performing Arts

Ranger ISD ISD Eastland 5/7/2022 3  Defeated $ 600,000 Other Housing Facility

New Diana ISD ISD Upshur 5/7/2022 2  Defeated $ 550,000 = Other Athletic Facilities Improvements

www.TexasPolicy.com 9




Notes




ABOUT THE AUTHOR

James Quintero is the policy director for the Texas Public Policy Foundation’s
Government for the People initiative. Having joined the Foundation in 2008, Quintero’s
research covers a wide range of issues, mostly related to local government matters,
including: taxes, spending, debt, transparency, annexation, and pension reform. His work
has been featured in the New York Times, Forbes, Fox News, Breitbart, and more.

Quintero received an M.PA. from Texas State University and a B.A. from the University of
Texas at Austin. He is currently seeking a Ph.D. in public policy from Liberty University.

Quintero and his wife, Tricia, are blessed with five beautiful children, a Great Dane, a Boston Terrier, and an
exceptionally large grocery bill.



About Texas Public Policy Foundation
The Texas Public Policy Foundation is a 501(c)3 nonprofit, nonpartisan research institute. The Foundation
promotes and defends liberty, personal responsibility, and free enterprise in Texas and the nation by educat-

ing and affecting policymakers and the Texas public policy debate with academically sound research and
outreach.

Funded by thousands of individuals, foundations, and corporations, the Foundation does not accept gov-
ernment funds or contributions to influence the outcomes of its research.

The public is demanding a different direction for their government, and the Texas Public Policy Foundation
is providing the ideas that enable policymakers to chart that new course.

* Texas Public Policy
Foundation

901 Congress Avenue | Austin, Texas 78701 | (512) 472-2700 | www.TexasPolicy.com



