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Executive Summary

Texas’ school M&O property tax, about 43% of the current $81.9 billion total property tax levy, can be
eliminated in as little as six years without raising any existing taxes or creating a new tax.

Yet, for 25 years Texas politicians have been unsuccessful in their attempts to reduce the heavy burden of
property taxes on Texans. Five major reform efforts took place in 1997, 2006, 2015, 2019, and 2021. All
of these efforts have three things in common.

First, they failed. Only the 2006 attempt resulted in even a minor reduction in the property tax burden—
and that was temporary. In all cases, the efforts failed to stop the rapid increase in property taxes. In 1996,
the total property tax levy in Texas was $16.8 billion. In 2022, it was $81.9 billion.

Second, they did not tackle the problem underlying property tax growth, increased government spending.
As long as Texas state, local, and school governments continue to increase their spending, taxes will con-
tinue to increase. Property tax reform will continue to fail until Texas’ elected officials get serious about
reining in the growth of government. The only way to significantly reduce or eliminate property taxes in
Texas is to reduce or reverse the growth of government spending.

Finally, they did not significantly limit the ability of local governments to continue to increase property tax
revenue. Every time the Texas Legislature increased state spending for public education under the guise of
“buying down” the school property tax, schools, counties, cities, and special purpose districts have simply
raised local property taxes to eliminate what little “relief” taxpayers were supposed to enjoy. Usually, the
local governments took advantage of various loopholes in the law that gave them the ability to ignore the
few restrictions the Legislature has placed on them.

It Texas politicians are serious about serving the voters—rather than special interests, it is possible to
eliminate school maintenance and operations (M&QO) property taxes in a relatively short period of time.
This paper, the third in a three-part series on Texas property taxes, provides an outline of how Texas can
successfully eliminate the M&O portion of school property taxes in six to nineteen years, depending on the
level of fiscal discipline exercised by our state politicians.

To eliminate the M&O tax in 8 years, the Texas Legislature must 1) limit annual state spending growth
to 2.9%, 2) allocate 90% of surplus funds created by the spending limit to property tax relief, 3) freeze
and then reduce school property revenue each year until school M&O property taxes are eliminated, and
4) require local governments to get permission of voters to raise property tax rates above the “No New
Revenue” tax rate.

In 8 years—depending on what the Texas Legislature does this session—the school M&O property tax
will be either closing in on $50 billion or §0. Texans should let their elected officials know which outcome
they prefer.
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Figure 1: 8-Year Buydown of M&O Property Tax
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Lessons Learned from Previous Property Tax
Relief Efforts

The five failed attempts to provide property tax relief
since 1997 were divided between two basic approach-
es (for a more complete explanation of previous efforts,
see the Foundation’s second paper, Why Texas Can’t—or
Won't—Stop the Rapid Growth of Property Taxes, in this
series):

« Anincrease in the homestead exemption

+ Replacing local education with higher state spend-
ing on education, paired with compression of school
district property tax rates

The second approach, swapping increased state spend-
ing on education for decreased local taxes, was further
broken down into two approaches:

+ Increasing a state tax that produced revenue used
to “buy down” local school taxes

« Using a “surplus” of existing state revenue to buy
down local school taxes

By 2019, it had become obvious to legislators that both
increasing exemptions and lowering tax rates related
to school taxes were doomed to failure because cities,
counties, and special purpose districts took advantage
of these by rapidly increasing property taxes, thus un-
dermining the benefits of either approach. Legislators,
then, took the additional step of limiting the ability of
taxing entities to increase revenue. While this was a step
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Who Pays for Texas Schools?

Texas Homeowners 21.35%
Texas Renters 3.31%
Texas Businesses 20.12%
Texas State Taxpayers 44.64%
Federal Taxpayers 10.03%

in the right direction, it has not worked because 1) the
limits were originally delayed for a year, 2) local govern-
ments were able to ignore the limits because of Gov. Ab-
bott’s COVID emergency declaration, and 3) the limits,
even when fully implemented, still allow for significant
property tax revenue increases over time.

Because of the 25 years of failure to reduce property
taxes, a number of proposals have been made to ad-
dress the problem. The proposals have either target-
ed the complete elimination of property taxes or the
elimination of the maintenance and operations (M&O)
portion of school property taxes which make up about
43% of property tax levies. Additionally, the proposals
have suggested an immediate elimination/reduction
through a tax swap or a “buy down” of the property tax
over a period of time. The rest of this paper examines
these proposals and makes recommendations for re-
ducing property taxes in Texas.

Options for Eliminating School M&O
Property Taxes
Though some past proposals have suggested eliminat-
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TABLE 1: ALTERNATIVE SALES TAX RATE NECESSARY TO REPLACE ALL PROPERTY TAX REVENUES
INCLUDING THE VALUE OF PROPERTY SALES, AVERAGE 2006 THROUGH 2009

Current Tax Base Including Real Estate

Taxing All FTA Services Including Real Estate

ing all property taxes, this paper focuses primarily on
eliminating the M&O portion of school district property
taxes. For the 2022 tax year, the M&O levy was $35.8 bil-
lion, 43% of the estimated $81.9 billion total property
tax levy. The two primary ways proposed for eliminat-
ing the M&O school property tax are a property tax swap
and a property tax buydown. We will examine each here.

Property Tax Swap

Replace the M&O portion of property taxes using reve-
nue from increasing another tax. In 2006, the Texas Leg-
islature implemented a property tax swap by increasing
the state’s franchise tax on businesses. More recent pro-
posals have focused on using an increased sales tax.

In 2012, the Texas Public Policy Foundation published
a paper that proposed the immediate replacement
of all property taxes with state revenue generated
by increasing the sales tax (Arduin, Laffer & Moore
Econometrics). Table 1 (see above) from the paper
explains the tax rates necessary to accomplish this at
that time.

In order to replace the revenue lost from completely abol-
ishing all property taxes in 2012, Texas would have had to
raise its sales tax rate to 15.73% and start taxing property
sales. To get the rate down to 10.98%, Texas would have
had to expand its sales tax base by taxing every service that
is taxed in at least one other state. Some of those are elec-
tricity, water, veterinary services, newspapers, lobbying,
dentistry, architectural, legal, and medical (including lab
testing).

There have also been discussions about eliminating
all education property taxes, or only its M&O portion,
immediately using revenue from an increased sales
tax. The mechanism for swapping school property tax
revenue for increased sales tax revenue is essentially
the same as for the full swap. The main difference is the
new revenue needed for eliminating M&O school taxes
is less, since the only revenue loss will be from school
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Average Tax Base

2005-2009 (millions) Average Tax Rate

385,257 15.73%

551,773 10.98%

Texas’ school M&O property tax can

be eliminated in as little as six years
without raising existing taxes or creating
a new tax.

property taxes. Another difference is because state and
local funds are already mixed in the existing school fi-
nance system, there is no need to develop a new way to
distribute funds to cities, counties, and special purpose
districts that lost revenue from the elimination of the
property tax, one of their main sources of revenue.

The main problem with a tax swap is that it does not re-
duce taxes. It simply shifts the incidence of the tax from
individuals and businesses who own property and renters
to those who buy goods and services. All Texas taxpayers,
both individuals and businesses, will still pay the taxes,
just a portion of the burden will shift from some Texans to
others. Additionally, a tax swap provides no incentives to
reduce the growth of government spending; total govern-
ment spending will be the same after the swap as it was
before. Finally, while some studies have estimated that
shifting from a property tax to the sales tax will increase
economic growth, the best means of sustaining econom-
ic growth—and liberty—over time is by reducing the size
and scope of government. A tax swap does not achieve
that goal and thus will not produce economic growth
over time.

Property Tax Buydown
Eliminate all school M&O taxes over time using existing
state revenue.

The immediate elimination of property taxes in Texas
through a tax swap has some appeal. However, the dis-
ruption to the economy of the high level of sales taxes
needed to fund an immediate tax swap suggest that a
buydown is the better option for eliminating school
M&O property taxes.
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Elimination of the M&O property tax will
not reduce funding for public schools or
change funding formulas.

In 2018, the Texas Public Policy Foundation crafted a
plan to eliminate the school M&O property tax through
“government exercising fiscal restraint through tax and
expenditure limits and reduce the growth of govern-
ment (Belew, Sass, et al.). Using the past rate of growth
(10.08%) of general revenue-related (GRR) state revenue,
TPPF estimated that Texas could generate enough sur-
plus revenue from existing taxes to eliminate school M&O
taxes and cut property taxes almost in half in as little as
11 years.

Unlike the property tax swap, the property tax buydown
would provide an immediate tax cut for Texans who
would see their property tax bills cut by over 40% using
state taxes that had previously funded increased gov-
ernment spending. Additionally, the size of government
in Texas would be significantly less using a property tax
buydown that under either a swap or the status quo.
Thus, future state and local taxes would be significantly
lower than under the status quo.

A large body of research has shown that lower taxes
and government spending are directly correlated to in-
creased prosperity and liberty. The Heritage Foundation
and the Fraser Institute (Stansel, Torra, et. al.) show a
strong correlation between less government spending
and economic freedom and wealth, at both the nation-
al and state levels. After reviewing economic literature
on this topic, the United States Joint Economic Com-
mittee stated, “The conclusions of research in this area
are clear: substantial economic benefits are available
to people in states that have adopted policies that pro-
mote economic freedom.” The Committee goes on to
summarize its findings:

Three important measures capture the degree
of lawmakers’ adherence to policies that pro-
mote economic freedom: (1) state and local
government spending as a percent of state GDP,
(2) a tax climate that is conducive for economic
growth, and (3) a state-level minimum wage not
higher than the federal level and right-to-work
protection.

A property tax buydown, which would reduce the
growth of taxes and government spending, is the best

option for reducing property taxes that also promotes
economic growth and liberty.

Elements Needed to Eliminate Texas’ School
M&O Property Tax

Below is an overview of the path forward for eliminating
school M&O property taxes in Texas.

Time Requirement of a Buy Down

The Comptroller reports total property revenue for tax
year 2022 to be $81.9 billion. The school M&O portion of
property taxesis $35.8 billion. From there, the estimated
time needed to eliminate property taxes is determined
by a simple math equation; though, of course, variabili-
ty in future economic growth will affect the actual time-
line. The average annual growth rate of state general
revenue-related (GRR) funds over the last 11 years is
5.12% (4.59% for the sales tax and 5.66% for other GRR).
For the last five years, the rates are higher: 6.10% for
the sales tax and 9.80% for other GRR. For the purposes
of this paper, the Foundation uses the 11-year growth
rates. If the Texas Legislature exercises fiscal discipline
by limiting annual increases in state GRR to less than
5.12%, this will (on average) create a revenue surplus
with which to buy down the school M&O property tax.
The lower the increase in state spending, the less time
it will take to buy down the school M&O property tax. As
seen in Figure 2, a 2.9% annual limit on state spending
growth would require 8 years to eliminate the school
M&O property tax. However, a 0% state spending limit
accomplishes the elimination in only four years.

Figure 2: Timeline for M&O Buydown

State Spending Time Needed to Eliminate
Growth Limit School M&O Property Tax

2.9% 8 years
2.5% 7 years
2% 6 years
1% 5 years
0% 4 years

Revenue from Limits on State Spending
Growth

An essential revenue component of a property tax buy-
down is excess GRR revenue created by imposing limits
on spending growth. GRR spending does not include
state dedicated revenue (except some unexpended bal-
ances), state other revenue, and federal revenue. The
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Figure 3: Potential Buydown Revenue from GRR
Available GRR Surplus for Property Tax Reduction (000s)

Fiscal Year Estimated GRR 2.9% Growth 2.5% Growth 2% Growth 1% Growth 0% Growth
2024 $81,116,587,000 12,283,816,364 12,513,099,291 12,799,702,950 13,372,910,268 13,946,117,585
2025 $84,780,321,000 8,016,453,639 8,305,400,563 8,666,326,274 9,387,317,886 10,107,163,084
2026 $89,071,105,511 2,473,832,762 2,805,452,395 3,219,625,562 4,046,802,278 4,872,422,369
2027 $93,581,432,088 1,989,095,456 2,342,752,916 2,784,415,827 3,666,381,000 4,546,536,156
2028 $98,322,656,284 2,029,304,321 2,401,651,728 2,866,646,413 3,795,173,368 4,721,755,392

use of GRR, then, provides the Legislature the flexibility
it needs to redirect funds to buying down property taxes.
Figure 3 shows the amount of GRR that would be avail-
able for property tax relief given various levels of spend-
ing growth.

The Texas Comptroller estimates that GRR for Texas’
FY2024, the first year of the state’s next biennial budget
period, to be $81.1 billion. By applying growth limits on
GRR spending, the Legislature could produce surplus
GRR revenue to be used for a buy down. If the spending
limitis setat 0% (a no growth budget; see the sidebaron
the Liberty Budget), Texas could have a surplus of about
$15.1 billion for property tax reduction in 2024. If a 2.5%
limit is imposed, the surplus would be $13.7 billion.

The surplus is higher in 2024 and 2025 than in later
years. This is because of the extremely high budget sur-
plus Texas currently has. This provides an extraordinary
opportunity to quickly reduce the property tax burden
on Texans. Butitis an opportunity that Texas politicians
seem eager to ignore in their quest for spending the sur-
plus to meet the demands of special interests.

It should be noted that the state’s current constitutional
spending cap, which has been defined by the Legislature
to mean population growth plus inflation, provides no
protection for those wanting to limit spending to save
money for reducing property taxes. The Texas’ Legisla-
tive Budget Board recently adopted a 12.3% spending
limitation for the 2024-25 fiscal biennium. If the Legisla-
ture comes to town every two years prepared to spend
money up to the current constitutional spending limits,
there will be no funds available for reducing property
taxes.

Not only does a strong spending limit generate revenue

for reducing property taxes, it also limits the spending
growth that is responsible for higher taxes. A meaning-
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If the Legislature comes to town every
two years prepared to spend money up
to the current constitutional spending
limits, there will be no funds available for
reducing property taxes.

ful spending growth limit is essential.

Using Texas’ $32 Billion Budget Surplus

On January 9, Texas Comptroller Glenn Hegar an-
nounced a projected fiscal year 2023 ending balance of
$32.7 billion. That means that Texas will have a surplus
of available revenue after taking into account the appro-
priations made by the Texas Legislature in 2021. Already,
plans are being made for how the state can spend all
this money. Yet all of these funds came from taxpayers.
Rather than make up new ways of spending the mon-
ey, 100% of it should be returned to taxpayers. One way
to do that is through the buy-down mechanism. Since
these are one-time funds, as opposed to the ongoing
surpluses that would be created by spending growth
limits, the best way to use this is to apply a portion of
it to the buydown annually for a period of years. For in-
stance, applying the surplus over 8 years, starting in FY
2024, would reduce property taxes by $4.1 billion. By the
time the $32 billion is entirely used, the M&O property
tax would likely be eliminated, allowing future surplus-
es to cover the termination of this funding stream.

Freezing School District Property Tax Revenue
Growth

The only way to eliminate the school M&O property tax
is to eliminate the ability of school districts to increase
property taxes during the buydown. Otherwise, school
districts will do what they always do: raise taxes. To do
this, the state must freeze school M&O property tax rev-


 https://comptroller.texas.gov/transparency/reports/biennial-revenue-estimate/2024-25/

enue at current levels, then reduce it in steps over the
buydown period based on the compression levels set
by the comptroller using surplus state revenues. While
the state cannot impose a local property tax, the courts
have held that the state can place caps on property tax
rates; the only restriction on this is maintaining equity in
public education funding. As long as the state replaces
local property tax revenue with enough revenue from
state funds to maintain adequate and equitable fund-
ing, there is no constitutional prohibition on the state
freezing, then reducing, revenue from the school M&O
property tax during a buydown (Griesinger, Sass, et al,
10-11).

As the M&O property tax is eliminated over the buy
down period, local revenue from the property tax would
be eliminated by reducing the property tax rate in each
school district. At the same time, the revenue lost from
the reduction in property taxes would be replaced from

In 8 years—depending on what the
Texas Legislature does this session—the
school M&O property tax will be either
closing in on $50 billion or $0.

state revenue sources. For each dollar of M&O property
tax revenue that is eliminated, one dollar of state reve-
nue would replaceit. If the Legislature wants to not only
replace but increase the revenue schools previously
received from the property tax, it can do so within the
spending limit decided upon by the Legislature.

Eliminating the M&O property tax will not reduce fund-
ing for public schools or change funding formulas. All
school district revenue for maintenance and operations
is already distributed according to state school finance
funding formulas, whether it comes from local property
taxes or state taxes. Adjusting the formulas to account
forthe shiftin revenue from property taxes to the state is
a mechanical process that would reduce the complexity
of the current school finance system.

This mechanism would only eliminate school M&O
property taxes. No change would be made to the inter-
est and sinking fund property tax that schools use to
fund expenditures such as new construction.

Limit Property Tax Revenue Growth

As noted above, overthe past 25 years the Texas Legisla-
ture hasfailed numeroustimesto reduce property taxes.
One of the reasons for that is every time the Legislature

attempted to provide property tax relief, schools and
local governments stepped in to fill the gap by raising
property taxes. In 2019, the Texas Legislature attempted
to restrain local governments from doing this. Yet the
legislation adopted by the Legislature contained sever-
al loopholes, including the “no-new-revenue” tax rate
that exempts new development from the revenue lim-
its. Today, if a property has been newly developed since
the last appraisal, or there is additional development of
an existing development, the additional revenue gen-
erated from these activities does not count against the
limits place on property tax growth by the Legislature.
This is the reason, along with some districts that do re-
ceive voter approval, why property tax revenue is still
growing at more than 4% per year despite lower growth
limits.

If Texas is going to get control of local property taxes
growth by meaningfully controlling local government
spending, the Texas Legislature must greatly reduce
the ability of local governments and schools to increase
property tax revenue without voter approval. The sim-
plest way to accomplish this is to require voter approval
for tax rate that would increase property tax revenue in
excess of the no-new-revenue standard.

Despite what many local government officials might
claim, thisis not a draconian restriction on local govern-
ments. Harris County provides a good example of this.
The county recently set its tax rate for FY 2023 at the
no-new-revenue rate. This happened because two com-
missioners boycotted court meetings to avoid imposing
a $257 million tax increase on residents favored by the
county judge and two other commissioners. By law,
without a quorum to adopt a tax rate, the no-new-rev-
enue tax rate automatically took effect. Because of the
exemption from the calculations for new development,
the no-new-revenue rate will produce about $66 million
in new revenue for Harris County next year. That equals
3.3% in additional revenue growth over 2022. Harris
County will have more than enough revenue to meet its
fiscal responsibilities in 2023.

Counties experiencing less economic activity might see
less revenue growth than Harris County. Of course, less
economic activity means less demand forincreased ser-
vices. However, if county commissioners or city council
members believe more revenue is needed than can be
had underthe No New Revenue tax rate, all they have to
do is ask voters to approve the higher tax rate.
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Constitutional Amendment

The changes needed to eliminate the property tax in
Texas can be accomplished by changes to state law. Re-
alistically, though, eliminating the school M&O property
tax should be accomplished through an amendment
to the Texas Constitution. Though this requires a high-
er, two-thirds threshold of votes in both houses of the
Texas Legislature, it is important that Texans be given a
chance to express their views on a state-funding shift of
such significance.

Additionally, if anything can be learned from the Legis-
lature’s failures to reduce property taxes, it is that politi-
cians have a hard time keeping their hands off taxpayer
money. In 2006, forexample, the Texas Legislature raised
taxes to support an increase of $14 billion in education
spending based on the promise of reduced property
taxes. However, property taxes decreased by only $438
million, and that reduction only lasted a year. If Texans
can persuade their elected officials to make real reforms
to the property tax system that provide significant tax
relief, the changes should be incorporated into the Tex-
as Constitution to ensure that any future changes must
also be approved by Texas voters. This will prevent the
Texas Legislature from, for example, reinstituting the
school M&O property tax to support higher spending in
the future.

Prioritize Liberty Over Local Control

While local governments—and to some extent school
districts—have control over their revenue, the current
level of local control is not conducive to the liberty of
local taxpayers. Schools and local governments often
schedule votes on bonds, tax rates, and council elec-
tions on low turnout election days, rather than the gen-
eral election days in November. The result is that often
a small minority, sometimes with a financial interest in
the adoption of higher spending and more debt, deter-
mines the outcomes of these elections. Under a serious
plan to reduce or eliminate property taxes, however,
the liberty of individual Texans will be better protected
by allowing Texans to keep more of their own money
through limiting the growth of government spending
and reducing the overall tax burden on Texans.

Conclusion: Five Steps to Eliminating the
School M&O Property Tax

Elimination of the school M&O property tax within 8
years is unequivocally achievable. However, one of the
current proposals to provide property tax relief, increas-
ing the homestead exemption, will not work. For one

www.HuffinesLiberty.com

thing, it affects less than one-half of all property value.
Rather, to accomplish the elimination, the Texas Legis-
lature should:

Limit State Spending Growth

Limiting state spending growth to no more than 5.9%
per biennium (2.9% annually) will provide adequate
state revenue to eliminate the M&QO portion of school
property taxes within 8 years.

Freeze School M&O Property Taxes

Eliminating the ability of school districts to increase
M&O property taxes by freezing school property taxes at
the current level stops school districts from interfering
with a buydown.

Use 90% of Current and Future Texas’ Budget
Surpluses for the Property Tax Buydown

Fiscal discipline at the state level will provide enough
funds to eliminate the M&O property tax in 10 years (or
less) only if 90% of the surpluses generated are used for
the buydown.

Require Voter Approval for Local Governments
to Exceed the No-New-Revenue Tax Rate

Cities and counties constantly undermine property tax
relief by rapidly filling in the gap created by reduction in
school property taxes. They should be required to ask
voters for permission if they want to keep doing so.

Enshrine Property Tax Relief in the Texas Con-
stitution

Property Tax relief can be accomplished by the Texas
Legislature passing a new law. But to ensure a future
Legislature does not backtrack on its promises, property
tax relief must be made permanent through the passage
of an amendment to the Texas Constitution.

These five steps will bring Texans long-awaited and per-
manent relief from runaway property taxes. It is up to
Texas voters and politicians to make it happen.
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Appendix
Figure 4: Where Texas Gets Its Money - FY 2022 re 5: Texas Public Education Fundin
Sales Taxes 38,826,997,000 Funding Source Current After Buydown
= : M&O Property Taxes wio Recapture $26,132,322,677 29.46% 0%
Oil & Gas Production Taxes 10,831,632,000 M&O Recaptured Property Tax 2.970,608,744 3.35% 0%
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E hise T 971.03 Other Local Funds £2,769,097,185 3.12% 0%
Corporate Franchise Tax 3,971,036,000 All Local Funds 45.33% 9.40%
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State Debt Service-Related Funds 12,293,723,639 13.86% 13.86%
Net Lottery Proceeds 1,906,985,000 A
State TRS Contributions 2.500,216,302 2.83% 2.83%
Alcoholic Beverage Taxes 1,643,972,000 All State Funds 44.64% 80.57%
. 2 . 90,057,269 0.03%
Licenses, Fees, Fines, and Penalties 1,539,510,000 dederal Fuidls 5890/ 26 - 10.03%
Total $88,707,382,809 100% 100%
Hotel Occupancy Taxes 699,939,000
Cigarette and Tobacco Taxes 531,082,000
Other Taxes 4,804,853,000
Other Non-Tax Revenue 3,531,718,000 . e .
Figure 7: Total Texas School District Expenditures 2002-2022
Total 76,472,815,000
School Year Expenditures
2002-03 $30,051,126,935
200304 $33,164,345,212
Figure 6; History afthe Property Tax Burden, Total Education Revenue, and Tatal State and Local
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e H3EI60E0 $744,800,324
HiK $171,630,80 2016-17 $58,664,356,733
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https://www.texaspolicy.com/enhancing-texas-economic-growth-through-tax-reform/
https://www.texaspolicy.com/abolishing-the-robin-hood-school-property-tax/
https://www.texaspolicy.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/02/Griesinger-Sass-Stathatos-CIE-Education-and-Property-Taxes.pdf
https://www.heritage.org/index
https://www.fraserinstitute.org/studies/economic-freedom-of-north-america-2022#:~:text=The subnational indices&text=The least free by far,Texas and Tennessee at 7.66.
https://www.jec.senate.gov/public/index.cfm/republicans/analysis?id=CC3B54F3-6D68-4279-B5DE-C6B69E0D311D
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About the Founder
Don Huffines

Former Texas State Senator Donald B. Huffines is a strong Christian,
proud fifth-generation Texan, husband, father, grandfather, and self-
made businessman.

Don Huffines fought fearlessly for fiscal restraint and government ac-
countability in the Texas State Senate while representing Dallas County.

During his time in the Senate, Senator Huffines served as the
Vice-Chairman of the Border Security Committee. Huffines also
earned a reputation as one of Texas’s most conservative lawmakers.

Don Huflines now serves as President of the Huffines Liberty Founda-
tion and leads the Texas First movement by promoting the values we all
cherish that make Texas great.

The Huffines Liberty Foundation is a 501(c)(3) non-profit, non-partisan research
institute.

Our mission is to advance the cause of liberty, prosperity, and virtue in the
State of Texas by educating citizens so they may hold their elected officials
accountable.

We have developed an agenda based upon the common sense liberty prin-
ciples of individual rights, fiscal restraint, personal responsibility, limited
government, and social conservatism.

The Huffines Liberty Foundation encourages and educates citizens so they
are better informed to tackle the toughest challenges.



