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School District?

Total # of enrolled
students in eligible

districts (2014-15)*

Total # of
economically
disadvantaged
students in eligible

districts (2014-15)*

Estimated financial
loss in one year to
school districts if 5% of
eligible students opt

1
for vouchers

Estimated financial
loss in one year to
school districts if 3% of
eligible students opt

1
for vouchers

Estimated financial
loss in one year to
school districts if 1% of
eligible students opt

1
for vouchers

Larry Taylor 216761 110186 -$43,490,569 -$26,094,341 -$8,698,114
Eddie Lucio Jr. 240084 200679 -$79,208,123 -$47,524,874 -$15,841,625
Paul Bettencourt 601024 362536 -$143,092,859 -$85,855,716 -$28,618,572
Donna Campbell 336651 198184 -$78,223,228 -$46,933,937 -$15,644,646
Bob Hall 303574 226150 -$89,261,552 -$53,556,931 -$17,852,310
Don Huffines 349493 243088 -$95,946,657 -$57,567,994 -$19,189,331
Van Taylor 275742 95897 -$37,850,442 -$22,710,265 -$7,570,088
Carlos Uresti 251619 175197 -$69,150,438 -$41,490,263 -$13,830,088
Royce West 301126 243272 -$96,019,540 -$57,611,724 -$19,203,908
Bryan Hughes NE NE NE NE NE
Kel Seliger NE NE NE NE NE

1. CPPP analysis using Texas Education Agency 2015 enrollment and economically disadvantaged data (2014-15 School Year), with the voucher and payback parameters defined in SB 3. This version
of our calculations is updated to reflect that the final version passed by the Senate excludes counties with a population less than 285,000, based upon the 2010 Decennial Census from the U.S.
Census Bureau. We calculated the financial loss to school districts by multiplying the number of economically disadvantaged students by the 2015 TEA statewide average cost per student ($9022),
and then subtracting the one-time payback payment to the district for those students (51128). Under SB 3, the one-time payback payments to school districts would be based on 50% of the
difference between the state average cost per student and the ESA voucher amount for the student. Because no data is available regarding the percentage of students in each school district with
income levels defined in SB 3, we used TEA data for the percentage of economically disadvantaged students in each district. (Using the economically disadvantaged percentage for our calculations
will yield a conservative estimate of money lost to the district, because the economically disadvantaged group is a smaller group than the lower income group defined by revised SB 3 as eligible for

the ESA vouchers.)

2. CPPP analysis using Texas Education Agency 2015 economically disadvantaged and enrollment data (2014-15 School Year). There are a small number of Texas school districts not included in this

table because TEA did not have the relevant data available.

3. TEA did not have district-specific data available on the percentage of economically disadvantaged students for this district, so we used the statewide average percentage of economically
disadvantaged students, which is 59%.

4. These numbers include K-12 Students. The version of SB3 passed by the Senate excludes Kindergarteners.

NE = Revised SB3 applies only to counties with over 285,000 in population, and these school districts are in such counties.
No ED = Districts with 0% Economically Disadvantaged students




