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Fellow Texans:

This School and Appraisal Districts’ Property Value Study 2005 Preliminary Report is being released as
required by Section 5.10 of the Property Tax Code for your careful review.

This preliminary report contains important information that could affect your school district’s funding
from the state in the coming year. This information was provided directly to each school district at the
end of January, as required by Section 403.302 of the Government Code. My staff has made every effort
to conduct a fair study, while ensuring that property in all school districts is appraised uniformly at or
near the level required by law so that school funding is equitably distributed. Nothing is more important
than education and our children are our most precious resource.

As you may recall, I worked closely with the 78th Legislature to establish the two-year “grace period,”
which allows school districts time to work with their local appraisal districts to fix identified problems
before they suffer a loss of state funds. For some school districts, this year will be the second year of
“grace;” resulting in a greater need to ensure that appraisals are accurate.

Additionally, you are all aware that in November 2005 the Texas Supreme Court held that the
constitutional prohibition against a state property tax had been violated and gave the Texas Legislature
until June 1, 2006, to address this issue. Your careful review of the preliminary information presented
here is especially critical, since this and other historical property value and property tax information
could be used by the Legislature during its deliberations.

Please know that my staff and I stand ready to answer your questions regarding the study or provide
technical assistance during the appeals process. Please feel free to contact Buddy Brievogel, manager of
my Property Tax Division, by e-mail at buddy.breivogel@cpa.state.tx.us or by phone at 1-800-252-9121,
extension 5-8681. His direct number in Austin is 512/305-8681.

Thanks for all that you do for Texas.

Sincerely,

A

Carole Keeton Strayhorn
Texas Comptroller






Table of Contents

Section One: The Property Value Study

The Fropiety VElie SIoay = TRNSEVIBW < 0L 0 O R s D e e e L L 1
The Property Value Study - Detailed Procednres. . . . . . io o v v ov v v el ov s e v sins cainan 4
Sep-eRe StUdP SUMERREN o 00 . L e e TR ST e R e 4

Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

Statevwife Metint INSIERIERERSIEIE i . i s 3% il i aie B e s e gl A A e g 18
S T R R LT T R R S S B TR R L T TP 18
IndiviGabAdErSal BHStAEE BINAINEE . . . . 0 0o BEERERINE TR AT s G e i 19

Section Three: School District Findings

NIRRT TR B S el DRIEICr IR L L o IR e b R R iy e e e R e T 84
ol TR TR L g L R S R B AR E OIS S e B R R e 86
Appendices

A Selcave He-sopraissl of Sales (Gles CNARIRE) o0 Jundi Ve oue a0 VR Ve Al i o 107
B. Questions and Answers about Margins of Error and Confidence Intervals in the Property Value Study. . . . 109
€. Methos Ushc to COMBUE CORBHENCO IntOrVRIE .. . &, . a b e v bty W 113

School and Appraisal Districts’ Property Value Study: 2005 Preliminary Report v



Definitions

Appraisal Ratio - The ratio of an individual property’s
appraised value shown on the appraisal roll to its market
value.

Appraisal Roll Value - The property value estimated by
the local appraisal district.

Coefficient of Dispersion (COD) - Measures how tight-
ly or loosely the individual sample ratios are clustered
around the median. The lower the COD, the more ratios
are found close to the median.

Confidence Interval - Measure of the reliability of the
Comptroller’s estimate of school district value; expressed
as a plus or minus margin of error range around the sum
of PTD value estimates for tested categories.

Grace Period - A two-year period when local appraisal
roll value is used to estimate the total taxable value in an
eligible school district even though the local appraisal roll
values are invalid.

Invalid Value - Local values cutside the margin of error.

Local Value - The locally appraised value in a school
district.

Margin of Error - An acceptable range of values within
a school district or one-half of the confidence interval
(expressed as a percentage).

Market Value - The price for which a property would sell
under normal conditions. See Section 1.04(7), Tax Code,
for the legal definition.

Median Level of Appraisal - Measure of accuracy of an
appraisal district’s appraisals in relation to the standard of
100 percent of market value. The middle ratio in a list of
appraisal ratios from a property category or appraisal dis-
trict sorted by size (low ratio to high ratio or vice versa).

Outliers - Properties with abnormally high or low ratios
that can distort ratio studies.

Price-Related Differential (PRD) - Measure of inequity
that may arise from systematic differences in the appraisal
of low-value and high-value properties. Only an indica-
tor—cannot alone prove vertical equity or inequity.

Sales Chasing - Practice of using the sale of a property to
trigger a change in appraised value of that property to or
near the property’s selling price.

State Value - The total taxable value in a school district
as determined in the state’s property value study.

Stratify - Placing similar properties into a group based
on use or value.

Valid Value - Local values inside the margin of error.

Value-Stratified Weighted Mean Appraisal - Ratio
mechanism to adjust the sample to be representative of

the values in the property population from which it is
taken.

Weighted Mean Appraisal Ratio - Giving more weight
to higher values of individual properties in a sample.
Calculated by dividing the sum of the CAD appraisal roll
values by the sum of the market values on properties in a
sample.

vi School and Appraisal Districts’ Property Value Study: 2005 Preliminary Report
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SECTION ONE

The Property Value Study

This section presents an overview of the Property Value
Study and then explains the study procedures in detail for
those who want more in-depth knowledge of the process.
References are made to provisions of the Tax Code, the
Government Code, and the Education Code. These laws
collectively provide the basis for conducting the study,
determinations of value, and distribution of state funding
to schools.

The Property Value Study - Overview

The Property Value Study (study) is conducted annually
by the Comptroller to estimate the taxable property value
in each school district and to measure county appraisal
district performance. It is often referred to as a ratio
study, because it uses the appraisal roll value divided by
its market value to calculate a ratio to measure effective-
ness of the appraisal districts. The appraisal roll value is
the property value estimated by the local appraisal dis-
trict. The market value, in simple terms, is the price for
which a property would sell under normal conditions.

Another component of the study is the Comptroller’s
annual appraisal district ratio analysis. It determines the
uniformity of appraisals using data collected in the school
district ratio study.

What is the Primary Purpose of the
Property Value Study?

The primary purpose of the study is to ensure that state
funds for public schools are distributed according to
need.

In Texas, public education is funded through a combina-
tion of state and local funds. Local funding comes from
local property taxes. The chief appraiser of each county
appraisal district (CAD) determines local property val-
ues and school districts set tax rates that determine the
amount of local tax revenue. State funding is based on the
total taxable property value within each school district as
determined by the Property Value Study.

School districts use the study to monitor their appraisal
district’s performance and to evaluate the need for reap-
praisal of their districts. A school district’s funding could
be affected by the results of the study. Consulting the
study and working regularly with the appraisal district

will ensure that values are uniform and as close to market
as possible.

The Commissioner of Education uses the study to ensure
equitable distribution of education funds so that school
districts have roughly the same number of dollars to
spend per student, regardless of the school district’s
property wealth, or lack of wealth. School districts with
less taxable property value per student receive more state
dollars for each pupil than districts with more value per
student. The state’s fair distribution of more than 11 bil-
lion dollars in school funding depends largely on the
Comptroller’s taxable value findings.

School Funding Equity Example

If the state were to rely solely on the values set by the 253
Texas appraisal districts, inequitable school funding could
result in some school districts. For example, assume that
two school districts, school district A and school district
B, are identical in every respect except that the appraisal
district for school district B does a better job appraising
property than the appraisal district for school district A.
Appraisal districts are required to appraise most property
at market value—in short, a property’s fair selling price.
If property values in school district A are at 75 percent
of market value, while property values in school district
B are at 100 percent of market value, school district A
would appear to have less taxable property value per
student than school district B. Accordingly, more state
funding would flow to school district A, even though the
two districts have the same number of students, the same
taxable property value and are alike in every way. This is
a clearly unfair result.

Court Challenges/State Response

A series of court cases brought in the 1980s by poor
school districts challenged the Texas funding system. One
of the issues was that property values were not set at uni-
form percentages of market value in each school district,
resulting in an unfair distribution of funds. As part of its
response to these court challenges, the legislature directed
the Texas Comptroller to provide an independent esti-
mate of taxable property value in each school district to
ensure fair school funding—providing more money to
those districts that are less able to raise money locally
because of insufficient taxable property wealth.

School and Appraisal Districts’ Property Value Study: 2005 Preliminary Report 1



Section One: The Property Value Study

The independent estimate is accomplished through the
study by adjusting school district property values to mar-
ket value. If the locally appraised value in a school district
(local value) is within an acceptable range of the adjusted
value (state value), the Comptroller’s Property Tax Divi-
sion (PTD) certifies the local value to the Commissioner
of Education. If the local value is outside the acceptable
range, PTD certifies the state value, unless the school
district is eligible for a grace period—a two-year period
when local value is used even though it is invalid.

The state funds districts based on either the local value,
or the state value — depending on which was certified.
The state values do not directly affect local property
taxes, which are based on the “ocal appraised values pro-
vided by each appraisal district. If state value is used in
the funding formula, however, it normally is higher than
the local value and causes the school district to receive
less money than expected. For this reason, school districts
should monitor the efforts of their appraisal districts to
maintain market values and skould encourage them to
perform accurate appraisals.

Chapters 41 and 42 of the Education Code describe how
the findings of the study are used in the school funding
formula to determine state aid. For questions about state
aid or the funding formula, contact the Texas Education
Agency at 512/463-9238.

Secondary Purpose

The secondary purpose of the study is to provide taxpay-
ers, school districts, appraisal districts and the Legislature
with measures of appraisal district performance and to
provide accountability for appraisal districts that fail to
meet certain performance standards. PTD staff achieves
this by publishing measures of appraisal level and unifor-
mity, by conducting performance audits and by conduct-
ing appraisal standards reviews.

Appraisal Level and Uniformity

Section 5.10 of the Tax Code requires the Comptroller to
measure appraisal district performance annually and to
publish the results. PTD measures the level and unifor-
mity of property tax appraisals in each appraisal district
using data collected in the annual school district study.
The level of appraisal shows whether the district has
appraised typical properties at 100 percent of the legally
required level — normally the market value. The unifor-
mity of appraisal indicates how much the percentage of
market value varies from property to property.

Performance Audits

Section 5.12 of the Tax Code requires the Comptroller
to conduct a performance audit in any appraisal district
that fails to attain specified appraisal level and

uniformity measures in the study. This section also
requires the Comptroller, under certain circumstances,
to perform an audit upon the written request of taxing
units or taxpayers in the appraisal district. Finally, this
section gives the Comptroller discretion to conduct a
performance audit in any appraisal district. If a perfor-
mance audit is done, the Comptroller’s office will send
a copy of the findings to the affected school districts so
that they can work with their appraisal districts to rem-
edy identified concerns.

Appraisal Standards Reviews

In addition to the performance audits, Section 5.102, Tax
Code, requires the Comptroller to perform an appraisal
standards review of the appraisal district(s) serving a
school district that receives a grace period. This review
produces a report with recommendations for appraisal
districts to improve their appraisal procedures so that
future studies will validate their property values. And, as
with the performance audits, the affected school districts
will receive a copy of the Comptroller’s findings so that
they can work directly with their appraisal district to
remedy any problems.

The school district, through its appraisal district, can
prevent any adverse funding consequences by achieving
valid values in the year after the two-year grace period
and can meet an important requirement for reestablishing
eligibility for a future grace period by achieving valid val-
ues for two years in a row. If the appraisal district fails to
take remedial action within a year of the report’s issuance,
the Comptroller is required to notify the judge of each
district court in the county. The district judges would be
required to appoint a five-member board of conserva-
tors to take control of the appraisal district. The board of
conservators would supervise the appraisal district until
all its component school districts’ values are found valid
in the study.

Other Legal Requirements

The Government Code, in Section 403.302, requires the
Texas Comptroller to conduct the school district taxable
value portion of the study.

Taxable Value

Taxable value is the estimated property wealth of each
school district. By law, it equals the market value of all
property in a district, minus certain exemptions and
deductions. The Comptroller’s estimated taxable value
reflects deductions for state-mandated homestead, dis-
abled veterans’ exemptions and value limitations. Deduc-
tions are also made for reinvestment zones, freeport
exemptions, productivity appraisal of qualified agricultur-
al lands, the school tax ceiling for homeowners age 65 and
older or disabled and other state-mandated exemptions.

2 School and Appraisal Districts’ Property Value Study: 2005 Preliminary Report



Section One: The Property Value Study

In estimating school district taxable values, the Govern-

ment Code requires the Comptroller to:

« use generally accepted sampling, valuation and statisti-
cal techniques;

« ensure that different levels of appraisal on sold and
unsold property do not adversely affect the accuracy of
the study; and

« test the validity of taxable values and presume that
appraisal roll values are correct when values are valid.

Margin of Error

The Comptroller tests the validity of the taxable values
assigned to each category of property by the appraisal
district as required by the Code by constructing a statisti-
cal margin of error around the Comptroller’s estimate of
value for selected property categories in each school dis-
trict. Values are assumed valid, or acceptable, when they
are within the error margin. The margin of error is plus
or minus five percent of the state value at a minimum,
but may be higher. Values outside this margin of error are
considered invalid.

Local Value Above Market Value

Even though a school district’s local value is invalid, the
law requires the Comptroller to certify the local value if
the local value is higher than the state value. This require-
ment prevents a school district from receiving extra state
funding based on a lower state value, while receiving local
funds from taxes on property that is appraised above
market value.

Grace Period

The Government Code also requires the Comptroller
to use the local appraisal roll values to estimate the total

taxable value in an eligible school district for up to two

years even when the local appraisal roll values are invalid.

This is known as a grace period. A school district is eli-

gible for the grace period if it meets three conditions:

« the district’s values are invalid in the most recent Prop-
erty Value Study;

« the district’s values were valid in the two studies pre-
ceding the most recent study; and .

« the district’s local test value is above 90 percent of the
lower threshold of the margin of error.

Chart 1 illustrates how a school district could be eligible
for a grace period if its values are invalid.

Study Timeline

The study is an annual project by PTD staff with the
assistance of appraisal districts and taxpayers. The study
begins in February each year and concludes in July of the
following year. A new study begins while the previous
year’s study is being modified by protests, so there is con-
siderable overlap.

Under the Government Code, the agency must certify
the preliminary findings of taxable value for each district
before February 1 of the year following the year under
study. The agency delivers the findings to school and
appraisal districts and also certifies them to the Commis-
sioner of Education. Districts that wish to protest prelimi-
nary value findings must do so within 40 days after the
date of amended preliminary certification or certification
of preliminary findings [see Rule 9.109(d)(11)].

The Comptroller publishes the results of the appraisal dis-
trict study simultaneously with the school district study

School and Appraisal Districts’ Property Value Study: 2005 Preliminary Report 3



Section One: The Property Value Study

and distributes copies to all appraisal districts and mem-
bers of the Legislature. Although the Tax Code does not
give appraisal districts the rigat to protest study findings,
the Comptroller allows appea’s of level and uniformity
measures in an effort to enhance fairness and accuracy.

After study protests are comp_ete, the Comptroller certi-
fies final values on or about July 1 to the Commissioner
of Education who uses the final values to adjust school
district funding the following September.

The Property Value Study -
Detailed Procedures

This section lists the property categories used in the
study, gives an overview of school district taxable value
calculation, then describes the procedures and calcula-
tions used in the study. This section then describes proce-
dures that are specific to each property category.

Property Categories

The Government Code and the Tax Code require the
Comptroller to develop ratios and value estimates for
property categories and to corabine information on the
various property categories into overall estimates.

The property categories generally used are:
A. real property: single-family, residential;
B. real property: multifamily, residential;
C. real property: vacant _ots and tracts;
D/E. real property: acreage at market value, and farm
and ranch improvements;
DI1. real property: acreage at productivity value;
F1. real property: commercial;
G. real property: oil, gas and other minerals;
J. real and tangible personal property: utilities; and
L1. personal property: commercial.

The Comptroller may group properties into any other
category or subcategory necessary for the efficient and
accurate completion of the study. Pages 13-15 provide
more information about these categories

Calculating Taxable Value - Overview

The PTD calculates the total taxable value in a school dis-
trict, referred to as state value, by estimating market value
or by accepting the local appraised value in each property
category in the district and then adding these category
values for an overall school district value. (See pages 2 and
3 for more information.)

To estimate most category values, PTD obtains a repre-
sentative sample of properties in each category, computes
a weighted mean ratio from this sample and divides this
ratio into the school district’s szlf-reported appraisal roll
value for the category.

.sales, buﬂdmg z:asts and in C
’ recent sales :nfemtatwn is

| .fﬁfﬁter-‘_bi%iipZ§§tudy'sm§n'aé§
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Section One: The Property Value Study

There are several property categories for which the
Comptroller does not develop ratios or value estimates.
These categories are included in the study at the local
appraised value reported by the district.

Step 1. — Gather and Prepare Market Data

PTD gathers and prepares market data, including prop-
erty sales, building costs and income information. If
enough recent sales information is available, this data

will become the basis of the study. PTD staff gathers sales
information from any available source, including CADs,
multiple listing services, realtors, appraisers, title com-
panies and taxpayers. The sales prices must be verified,
edited and adjusted as necessary for financing, personal
property and time of sale. Building costs and income
information become important when sales are scarce,
because in this situation, PTD staff is required to appraise
sample property to meet sample size requirements. The
appraisals may be based on comparable sales information,
building costs, market rents and vacancy rates, or other
market information.

Step 2. — Select a Sample

PTD supervisory staff assigns sample sizes for each prop-
erty category included in the study in each school district
based on a statistical model, designed to achieve a uni-
form 5 percent margin of error in each school district to
the extent practicable. The sample includes a census of
all recent sales when the number of sales is smaller than,
or does not greatly exceed, the target sample size. If the
number of available sales greatly exceeds the required
sample size, the sample is randomly selected from the
sales population. If there are not enough sales to achieve
the assigned sample size, PTD randomly selects enough
properties to fill the gap and then appraises those proper-
ties. In any case, supervisors are responsible for adjusting
sample sizes to match available staff resources.

PTD does not sample industrial property because of the
lack of publicly available appraisal information and the
cost of performing appraisals of this kind of property. If

a property category is appraised at less than $250 million
and includes less than five percent of the value in a school
district (excluding industrial property), PTD generally
does not include that category in the study.

PTD’s samples of properties may sometimes include out-
liers. Outliers are properties with abnormally high or low
ratios. If PTD determines that an outlier is the result of
an appraisal district error or unusual market variability,
the outlier remains in the study. If the outlier was caused
by a clerical error, a property mismatch or an error in
appraisal judgment, PTD attempts to correct the error
so that the property can remain in the study. If the staff
finds that the outlier is a non-market transaction, the
staff excludes the outlier from the sample. To improve
sample representativeness, PTD may exclude extreme

outliers that remain after the process described above is
concluded.

See Appendix A for a discussion of the modified sam-
pling procedures used when saleschasing is suspected.

Step 3. — Appraise Property

PTD appraises sample properties to achieve the required
sample size when insufficient sales are available. After
randomly selecting property for appraisal, PTD staff
physically inspects each property. A CAD staff member
may assist with routing these inspections. If physical
inspection of an unimproved property (no buildings) is
impossible or unnecessary, PTD may use appraisal cards,
aerial photographs, soil maps and other relevant informa-
tion to perform the appraisal.

For each property, PTD records the property class, con-
struction type, condition, age, amenities, and any out-
buildings or other additives such as pools. Staff notes
property specifics such as neighborhood influences,
restrictions, etc. and checks to determine that the square
footage recorded by the CAD is reasonable. If the CAD
record is incorrect, staff measures the property to obtain
an accurate square footage.

Appraisals must reflect a property’s market value as of
January 1 of the study year. PTD appraisers must use the
Comptroller’s procedures in conjunction with the Comp-
troller’s computerized Field Appraiser System to classify
and appraise residential and commercial sample property
unless better information is available or unless that kind
of property is not included in the procedures or the Field
Appraiser System. PTD staff use other specialized com-
puter software to appraise oil and gas reserves and other
complex property types and develops separate appraisal
schedules for vacant land.

Along with properties entered in the sample as apprais-
als, PTD staff also selects and appraises sold properties
to develop a local modifier. A local modifier adjusts the
PTD appraisal system values to account for differences in
local markets.

Step 4. — Match PTD Values with Local Values

PTD staff matches each sample property with the cor-
responding CAD records and obtains several items from
the CAD records. These include the CAD and ISD iden-
tification codes, the category code, the account number,
the legal description, the parcel address, the sale/appraisal
code, the sale date, the sale price, the source code, the
CAD improvement value, the CAD land value, the fur-
niture, fixtures and equipment value and the inventory
value, if applicable to the sample property.

A proper match between the sample property and the
CAD property records is important to ensure that the

School and Appraisal Districts’ Property Value Study: 2005 Preliminary Report 5



Section One: The Property Value Study

comparison of PTD’s value for the sample property and
the CAD’s value for the sample property results in a
meaningful ratio.

Step 5. — Compute Property Ratios

An appraisal ratio for an individual property is the ratio
of the property’s appraised value as shown on the apprais-
al roll to its market value. The market value is indicated
by the sales price or PTD appraised value. Table One
shows appraisal ratios for a sample consisting of both
sales and appraisals as indicators of market value. For
example, Sale Number 1 in Table One has an appraisal
roll value of $65,834 and an adjusted sale price of
$83,113. Dividing $65,834 by $83,113 yields an appraisal
ratio of 0.79 for this parcel. No judgment about appraisal
district performance should be made on the basis of a
single property ratio. Statistics based on aggregated ratios
are intended for performance measurement.

Step 6. — Stratify

Stratifying properties so that similar kinds of property are
in each group before calculating study statistics makes the
results more meaningful and accurate. A sample is select-
ed for each property category, or other stratum included
in the study. At this point PTD has already stratified
properties by their use—single-family residential proper-
ties are grouped together, for instance.

In addition to categorizing property by its use, PTD uses
a further level of stratification —that is, value stratifica-
tion. Value stratification is used only in the school district
study - not in the appraisal district study. PTD obtains
the information needed to value-stratify appraisal roll val-
ues from prior year stratification surveys, or the appraisal
rolls, depending upon availability. In a few school dis-
tricts, value stratification information is not available.

PTD has established a value-stratification procedure that
results in as many as six strata. For the most part, the
value ranges within the strata vary from school district to
school district, and from year to year depending entirely
on the distribution of property value within each school
district.

The six value strata are:

Stratum #1 - The low-value stratum. After sorting all
the properties in the category from lowest value to
highest value, and beginning with the lowest valued
property, this stratum contains the low-valued proper-
ties that collectively equal 5 percent of the category’s
total appraised value. PTD does not study this stratum.
Instead, PTD accepts the locally determined value.

Stratum #2 - This stratum contains all properties that
individually exceed 20 percent of the value in the prop-
erty category. PTD may or may not study these high-
valued properties.

lflelg
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Section One: The Property Value Study

Stratum #3 - After the remaining properties are sorted
from lowest value to highest value, properties repre-
senting about the first 25 percent of the remaining
appraisal roll value in the category comprise stratum 3.

Stratum #4 - Properties representing about the second
25 percent of the remaining appraisal roll value in the
category comprise stratum 4.

Stratum #5 - Properties representing about the third 25
percent of the remaining appraisal roll value in the cat-
egory comprise stratum 5.

Stratum #6 - Properties representing about the fourth 25
percent of the remaining appraisal roll value in the cat-
egory comprise stratum 6.

PTD generally studies strata 3-6 using random sampling
procedures.

In some school districts, the staff finds certain proper-
ties in a category sample sufficiently different from the
remaining sample properties to warrant treatment as
“exception” properties. An exception property is a prop-
erty placed in its own separate stratum. The rationale is to
offset the potential bias that an exception property might
have on the estimated ratio. PTD uses other stratification
methods in special circumstances, such as the resolution
of a protest, when the evidence shows that some property
characteristic other than use or value is distorting the
appraisal level.

Step 7. — Statistical Analysis

The next step is to compute several statistics that will
enable PTD to adjust reported school district values to
market value, and that will provide a means to interpret
the study results. These statistical computations will be
shown below in two sections. The first will explain sta-
tistics computed for the school district study required by
Section 403.302 of the Government Code, and the second
will explain statistics computed for the appraisal district
study required by Section 5.10 of the Tax Code.

PTD uses different statistical measures for school districts
and appraisal districts.

School District Statistics

The statistics used in the school district study are the
weighted mean ratio, the stratified weighted mean ratio
and the margin of error.

Weighted mean - Table One shows the computation

of a weighted mean appraisal ratio. A weighted mean
appraisal ratio takes into account the different values of
the individual properties making up the sample by giving
more weight to higher values. It is calculated by total-

ing the appraisal roll values, totaling the sales prices and
staff appraisals and dividing the first sum by the second.
As shown in Table One, the total appraisal roll value for
this sample is $2,007,285, and the total value of sales and

appraisals is $2,443,170. Dividing the former by the lat-
ter produces the weighted mean appraisal ratio of 0.8216.
Finally, dividing the district’s total self-reported appraisal
roll category value of $27,621,400 by the weighted mean
appraisal ratio of 0.8216 produces an estimated category
market value of $33,619,036. This result shows below
market appraisal, and could reduce the school district’s
funding.

Stratified weighted mean - A stratified weighted mean
appraisal ratio is an overall property category ratio calcu-
lated by combining the weighted mean ratios of various
sub-categories or strata. As discussed above, PTD uses
property use and property value to define each stratum.
PTD uses these value-stratified weighted mean appraisal
ratios whenever feasible to estimate market values for res-
idential properties (Categories A and B), vacant lots (Cat-
egory C), commercial properties (Categories F1 and L1),
and minerals (Category G). PTD stratifies these ratios by
value stratum within each category if reasonably accurate
stratification data are available.

A value-stratified weighted mean appraisal ratio is a
mechanism used to automatically adjust the sample to be
representative of the property population from which it
is taken. For example, low-valued properties tend to be
clustered in certain geographic areas, while mid-range
and high-valued properties tend to be clustered in oth-
ers. Similarly, construction types tend to vary with value.
A value-stratified weighted mean appraisal ratio adjusts
for location effect and for the effects of varying construc-
tion types. In addition, it is a particularly useful tool for
enhancing sample representativeness when appraisal lev-
els in a category vary significantly between lower-valued
and higher-valued properties.

Tables Two, Three and Four show how a stratified

weighted mean appraisal ratio is calculated and how

it differs from a weighted mean and a simple mean

appraisal ratio. The stratified weighted mean appraisal

ratio for a category is calculated by:

« grouping sample properties by appraisal roll value
stratum;

« calculating a weighted mean appraisal ratio for each
value stratum;

« dividing the weighted mean appraisal ratio into the
CAD total appraisal roll value for each value stratum to
estimate a market value;

« adding these individual market value stratum estimates;
and

« dividing the sum of the CAD values in each stratum
by the sum of PTD’s individual market value stratum
estimates.

Table Two lists the properties in a hypothetical random
sample. The sample properties are grouped in six strata.
A ratio is calculated for each property, by dividing the
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- TABLE TWO: \ - 3
Sample Calculation of a \ Value-Stratlﬁed -
Welghted Mean Appralsal Ratlo -

CAD value by the PTD appraisal value or sale price. A
weighted mean ratio is calculated for each stratum by
dividing the sum of the CAD values by the sum of the
PTD appraisal or sale amounts. A weighted mean ratio is
calculated for the entire property category by dividing the
sum of the CAD values in every strata by the sum of the
PTD values in every strata. A simple mean ratio is cal-
culated by summing all the individual property ratios in
the entire category and dividing by the number of ratios.
The weighted mean and simple mean are calculated for
comparison to the stratified weighted mean in Table
Four and for use in calculating the price-related differen-
tial (PRD). The PRD is calculated by dividing the simple
mean by the weighted mean. See an explanation of the
PRD under Appraisal District Statistics below.

Table Three lists the strata shown in Table Two and
shows the number of sample parcels, the CAD value of
the sample properties, the PTD value of the sample prop-
erties and the weighted mean ratio for each statum. Table
Three also shows how the weighted mean stratum ratios
are calculated by dividing the CAD value in each stratum
by the PTD value in each stratum.

Table Four lists the strata shown in Table Two and Table
Three and shows the number of parcels in the stratum,
the CAD value in the stratum, the stratum ratio (from
Table Two or Table Three) and the PTD market value
estimate for each stratum. Table Four also shows the cal-
culation of the stratified weighted mean ratio by dividing
the sum of the CAD values for each stratum by the sum
of the PTD market value estimated for each stratum. This
stratified weighted mean ratio is divided into the appro-
priate self-reported category total to develop the PTD’s
market value estimate for the category. Refer to the ISD
Summary Worksheet to see this final calculation.

There are substantial differences in the level of appraisal
among value strata in Table Two. Lower-valued properties
are appraised at higher levels than higher-valued proper-
ties, as indicated by a price-related differential well above
1.03. Using a stratified weighted mean appraisal ratio will
adjust for these differences so that they will not bias the
sample ratio and the resulting market value estimate for
the category.

If stratification data are not available for a school dis-
trict, stratified weighted mean appraisal ratios cannot be
calculated. If the data to calculate a value-stratified ratio
becomes available at any time during the process, includ-
ing the protest process, PTD may calculate a value-strati-
fied ratio.

Margin of error - The margin of error is equal to one
half of the confidence interval expressed as a percent of
total value studied in a school district. The confidence
interval is a computed range of school district values for
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which the Property Value Study has not proven that the
state’s estimate of value is significantly different from the
local value. If the school district’s local value is outside
the range, the study has proven, statistically at least, that
the school district’s value is incorrect because it is signifi-
cantly different from the state’s estimate.

For example, assume that PTD staff estimates market
value in sampled property categories in school district
ABC to be $100 million before exemptions. The margin
of error is computed to be plus or minus 5 percent of
$100 million. Market value plus 5 percent is $105 mil-
lion; market value minus 5 percent is $95 million. The
$100 million estimate is known as a point estimate; the
confidence interval of $95 million to $105 million is
often called an interval estimate. The Comptroller uses
the margin of error to determine whether local value is
valid. If the school district’s value is inside the margin of
error range, it is accepted as valid. If not, it is considered
invalid.

The Legislature has instructed the Comptroller to include
enough samples to obtain a margin of error that does not
exceed 5 percent, if resources permit. The Comptroller,
to make the study more uniform, has set a 5 percent floor
on the margin of error. This means that if the statistically
calculated margin of error is less than 5 percent it is set at
5 percent. On the other hand, if PTD’s margin of error is
more than 5 percent, PTD will use the higher margin of
error to decide whether the local value is valid.

More detailed explanations of the confidence interval and
margin of error computations can be found in Appendix
B and Appendix C.

Appraisal District Statistics

For the appraisal district study, PTD aggregates samples
collected for the school district study to the appraisal
district level. PTD then calculates statistical measures of
appraisal level and uniformity in each property category
and for the CAD overall. The measure of appraisal level
is the median. The measures of appraisal uniformity
include the coefficient of dispersion (COD), the percent-
age of properties within 10 and 25 percent of the median,
and the price-related differential (PRD). Together, the
median level of appraisal, the COD, the percentage of
properties within 10 or 25 percent of the median and the
PRD enable the Property Value Study to address the legal
requirements that appraisals be equal, uniform and at 100
percent of market value.

Samples from each category are aggregated to the apprais-
al district level, with one exception. The ratio derived for
agricultural acreage receiving productivity appraisal is not
a median derived from a property sample. Consequently,
PTD does not calculate measures of appraisal uniformity
for acreage receiving productivity appraisal. The appraisal

district performance measures listed under “D. Rural
Real-Market Value” on the appraisal district summary
worksheet are derived from the property samples used to
compute the weighted mean appraisal ratios for estimat-
ing the market values of non-qualified acreage and farm
and ranch improvements.

Median - The median level of appraisal measures
appraisal level, or the accuracy of an appraisal district’s
appraisals in relation to the standard of 100 percent of
market value. The International Association of Assessing
Officers (IAAQ) 1999 Standard on Ratio Studies sets the
standard for appraisal level at 95 — 105 percent of market
value when the study results are used for funding equal-
ization programs, and at 90 - 110 percent of market value
when the results are used for other purposes.

Section 1.12(c) of the Tax Code defines the median
appraisal ratio as:

The median appraisal ratio for a sample of properties
is, in a numerically ordered list of the appraisal ratios
for the properties: (1) if the sample contains an odd
number of properties, the appraisal ratio above and
below which there is an equal number of appraisal
ratios in the list; or (2) if the sample contains an even
number of properties, the average of the two con-
secutive appraisal ratios above and below which there
is an equal number of appraisal ratios in the list.

The value of individual properties does not influence the
median ratio; only the ranking of individual ratios within
the sample matters. The median ratio falls at the middle
of a group of ratios ranked from highest to lowest or low-
est to highest.

Table Five uses 19 sales (marked “S1” to “S19”) and six
appraisals (marked “A1” to “A6”) to show how to identify
the median ratio. In this table, the appraisal ratios are
ranked from the highest ratio to the lowest. Twenty-five
properties make up the sample. The median ratio, 0.81,
is 13th on the list. Twelve properties are ranked above it,
and 12 are ranked below it.

An easy way to find the median for a sample containing
an odd number of properties is to divide the total count
by two, then round the result upward to the nearest whole
number. The sample shown in Table Five contains 25
parcels. Dividing 25 by two yields 12.5. Rounding upward
to the nearest whole number produces 13. The 13th ratio
is the median.

For an even-numbered sample, the median is the average

of the two middle ratios. If there were 24 properties in the
sample, the median would be the average of ratios 12 and

13. Eleven ratios would be above 12 and below 13.
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PTD calculates a median appraisal level for each major
category of property in each appraisal district, provided
there were at least five properties in the sample. PTD
then combines the properties making up the sample for
each category into a larger sample of all properties in the
appraisal district. The median ratio from the larger sam-
ple is listed as the overall ratio for the appraisal district.

'I'ABI.E FIVE:

| Sample Calculation of Median Appraisal Ratio

XYZ County Apprmsal District
Category A: Single famlly Resldentlal

. - Mhlsted
Appralsal _ Sale Priteor
Roll Value Appnisedhlne

o
s

| o] |
Apmisal 1

Coefficient of dispersion - The COD measures how
tightly or loosely the individual sample ratios are clus-
tered around the median. The Code requires the agency
to calculate a coefficient of dispersion around the median
for each major property category. The COD is one mea-
sure of appraisal uniformity.

Technically, the COD expresses as a percentage of the
median the average absolute deviation of the appraisal
ratios in a sample from the sample’s median. A high COD
indicates high variation—few ratios close to the median
and low appraisal uniformity. A low COD indicates low
variation—ratios clustered tightly around the median and
high appraisal uniformity.

The IAAO’s 1999 Standard on Ratio Studies contains stan-

dards for CODs. These are:

1. single-family residential and condominiums—15 or
less; in areas of newer or fairly similar residences—10
or less; heterogeneous rural residences and seasonal
homes—20 or less;

2. vacant land: 20 or less;

3. income properties in large, urban jurisdictions: 15 or
less; and

4. income properties in other jurisdictions: 20 or less.

The IAAO does not publish standards for other real and
personal property, but notes that they vary with local
conditions.

The COD measures appraisal uniformity independently
of the median level of appraisal. As a result, CODs allow
comparison of appraisal uniformity among districts or
property categories where median levels of appraisal dif-
fer significantly.

Calculating a COD requires six steps:

1. subtract the median ratio for the sample from each
individual ratio making up the sample. The result is
the deviation for each ratio;

2. convert each deviation to its absolute value;

3. total the absolute values of each deviation;.

4. divide the total deviation by the number of properties
in the sample to get the average absolute deviation;

5. divide the average absolute deviation by the median
ratio; and

6. multiply the result by 100.

Table Six shows a sample calculation of a COD.

PTD calculates a COD for each major category of prop-
erty in an appraisal district if the sample has at least five
properties and combines the samples for each category
into a larger sample to calculate the overall COD.

Percentage of properties within 10 percent and 25
percent of the median - To calculate the first of these,
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—

multiply the median appraisal ratio by 10 percent. Add-
ing this result to the median yields the ratio that exceeds

- muglg SH' 4 the median by 10 percent. Subtracting the result from
$a mpl e (al enlatl on fﬂl‘ the median yields the ratio 10 percent below the median.

Count the number of properties in the sample that have
ratios equal to or between these two numbers. Dividing
that count by the total number of properties shows the
percentage within 10 percent of the median.

To calculate the percentage within 25 percent of the
median, multiply the median times 25 percent and then
add and subtract the result to find the upper and lower
end of the range. The percentages are computed if the
sample contains at least six properties.

The COD and the percentage of properties within 10
percent and 25 percent of the median are measures of
“horizontal” ratio dispersion. They measure how consis-
tently appraisal districts appraise properties at the same
level (percentage of market value) without regard to the
value of the properties. A low COD and high percentages
indicate equitable appraisals, while a high COD and low
percentages indicate inequitable appraisal.

In Table Six, the properties in the sample that have ratios
between 89.1 percent and 72.9 percent are within 10
percent of the median, and properties that have ratios
between 101.2 percent and 60.7 percent are within 25
percent of the median. In Table Six, all properties fall
within 25 percent of the median.

Price-related differential - The PRD measures another
form of inequity that may arise from systematic differenc-
es in the appraisal of low-value and high-value properties.
According to the IAAO 1999 Standard on Ratio Stud-

ies, “When low-value properties are appraised at greater
percentages of market value than high-value properties,
assessment regressivity is indicated. When low-value
properties are appraised at smaller percentages of market
value than high-value properties, assessment progressiv-
ity results. Appraisals made for tax purposes, of course,
should be neither progressive nor regressive.” Progressive
and regressive appraisal are forms of inequity called “ver-
tical” inequity.

PTD calculates the PRD for each property category
included in the study if the sample contains at least five
properties. The PRD is calculated by dividing a sample’s
mean ratio by its weighted mean ratio. The IAAO stan-
dard for this measure is 0.98 to 1.03, with PRDs below
this range indicating progressivity, and measures above
this range indicating regressivity. A PRD inside this range
indicates that low-value and high-value properties are
treated uniformly in regard to level of appraisal. Table
Seven shows a sample PRD calculation. In this example
the PRD is 1.01, which indicates uniformity.
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The IAAO warns that the PRD is not a reliable statistic
when the sample is small or when the sample is heavily
influenced by extreme sales prices. For this reason, staff
publishes the sample size on the CAD summary work-
sheet. The PRD is only an indicator; it alone cannot prove
vertical equity or inequity. Additional tests are required to
prove vertical inequity.

Step 8. — Use the Results

While the primary use of the study is to equalize school
funding, the secondary, but still very important, use of
the study is for appraisal district performance evalua-
tion. Property taxpayers may use the study to evaluate
whether they are being treated fairly in comparison to
owners of similar property in the same area, or in other
areas across the state. Taxpayers may also compare their
treatment to the treatment of owners of other kinds of
property. Appraisal districts and school districts may use
the study to evaluate the need for reappraisal, although
they should be conducting on-going ratio studies to
obtain this information on a timelier basis. The state
uses the study to trigger mandatory audits and reviews in
some instances.

School district officials should pay particular attention to
local ratio studies, and to the study, because their school
funding may be affected. These officials should consult
with their appraisal districts on a regular basis, and work
with them to ensure that values are uniform and as close
to market value as possible.

Individual Property Category Details

This section defines local properties and technical prop-
erties, and explains how PTD studies the various property
categories. PTD publishes several documents that explain
appraisal procedures used in the study in more detail.
Contact PTD toll-free at 1-800-252-9121 or visit our Web
site at http://taxstar.cpa.state.tx.us/proptax/ptd.html for
more information.

Local properties

Local properties consist of residential properties and
vacant lots, rural real property not qualified for produc-
tivity appraisal, commercial real and personal property
and other taxable property. PTD field appraisers gather
almost all of the data used in the local properties por-
tion of the study. These employees, assigned to different
regions throughout the state, appraise individual proper-
ties and collect sales data and other market information.

As a general rule, PTD staff will sample properties in a
local property category in a school district if the category
has at least 5 percent of total school district value or $250
million in value based on the preceding year’s study.
However, a category may be sampled at any time, regard-
less of whether its value falls within the general rule.

| Saleor Adjusted

TABLE SEVEN:
Sample Calculation of
- Price-Related Differential
XYZ County Appraisal District
- Category A. Single-family Residential
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Categories not sampled are assigned reported appraisal
roll value (local value).

Residential properties and vacant lots - These proper-
ties consist of Categories A (single-family residential real
property), B (multi-family res:dential real property) and
C (vacant lots and tracts).

For each of these property categories sampled, field
appraisers collect sales information and perform apprais-
als to develop a sample of tested parcels. Using this
sample information, the staff then develops a weighted
mean appraisal ratio for each category. A stratified ratio is
developed whenever possible. This estimated ratio, when
divided into the school district’s total self-reported value
for the category, produces the staff’s estimated value for
the category.

Rural real property at market value - These properties
consist of the portion of Category D (rural acreage) that
is appraised at market value and all of Category E (farm
and ranch improvements). Although Categories D and E
remain separate categories on the property value reports,
these categories were merged in 1989 for study purposes.
This merger was necessary since rural improvements and
land are often sold together. Consequently, this merger
makes it easier to compare total sales prices for land and
buildings with the total appraised values on the appraisal
roll without making artificial allocations between land
and buildings. Land that is qualified for productivity val-
uation is not appraised at market value and is discussed
separately under Technical Properties, below.

The staff collects sales and performs appraisals to develop
a property sample based on market values. This sample
may include some property receiving productivity
appraisal, but the ratios for these individual parcels are
calculated on the basis of the appraisal district’s reported
market values, not their productivity values.

From this market value sample, the staff develops a non-
stratified weighted mean apprzisal ratio and divides this
ratio into the school district’s reported value of rural real
property that did not qualify for productivity appraisal.
The result is PTD’s estimated market value for acreage
not receiving productivity appraisal and the value of farm
and ranch improvements. See below for a discussion

of rural real property that is qualified for productivity
valuation and that appraisal districts are not required to
appraised at market value.

Commercial real and personal property - Category F1
contains commercial real property (land and improve-
ments), while Category L1 contains commercial personal
property (furnishings, fixtures, movable machinery,
equipment and inventories). To estimate market values in
these two categories, the staff collects sales information

and, if necessary, performs appraisals for each school dis-
trict category sampled. The staff develops either a strati-
fied or non-stratified weighted mean appraisal ratio from
the sampled properties and divides each school district’s
reported category value by the weighted mean ratio to
generate PTD’s estimate of category market value. This
procedure is the same used to estimate value in other
local property categories, with the exception of agricul-
tural land qualified for productivity appraisal.

Technical properties

Technical properties consist of oil, gas and other mineral
properties; utility properties; and qualified agricultural
land. With the exception of agricultural properties, these
properties are not sold often and if they are, the sales data
are rarely available. As a result the staff must obtain and
analyze volumes of data and develop computer models to
value these properties. The Comptroller’s Austin-based
appraisers perform all of the necessary work to review
and appraise these properties.

As a general rule, the staff will sample properties in each
technical property category in each school district if the
category has a minimum percentage of district value and
a minimum dollar amount. Categories not sampled are
assigned the local reported appraisal roll value.

Rural real property qualified for productivity valuation —
Texas law requires appraisal districts to appraise property
at market value. Constitutional amendments, however,
allow taxation of much of the state’s agricultural land
based on its productive capacity rather than its market
value. These provisions require appraisal districts to clas-
sify qualified land according to its agricultural produc-
tivity, determine the net income to land for each land
class over a five-year period, and capitalize the average to
estimate productivity value. The Tax Code sets the capi-
talization rate at the greater of 10 percent or 2.5 points
above the Farm Credit Bank of Texas’ lending rate for
December 31 of the prior year. Property taxes are based
on the productivity appraisal, but appraisal districts also
must estimate the market value of any land receiving pro-
ductivity appraisal.

Section 23.71 of the Tax Code establishes the procedures
for productivity appraisal of timberland. This process dif-
fers only slightly from the procedure for agricultural land.
Timberland is classified according to soil type and the
type of timber grown. For each class, the estimated net
income to land is capitalized into a value per acre.

To develop the productivity ratio, the division staff uses
the appraisal district’s report of total acreage in each of
the agricultural land classes for each school district. Staff
uses information provided by published sources and
persons in each county who are familiar with local agri-
cultural conditions. The Austin-based staff develops an
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estimate of net return to land over a five-year period and
capitalizes the average using the legally mandated rate

to reach an estimated value per acre for each land class.
Multiplying the value for each class times the reported
acreage in the class yields the total taxable value per land
class. The total of the values for each land class is the
total taxable value for all acreage receiving productivity
appraisal in a school district.

On the report of property value, school districts report
the total appraised value of all land receiving productiv-
ity appraisal. The division divides this reported value by
its own estimate of productivity value. The resulting ratio
shows the general level of appraisal of all land receiving
productivity appraisal in a school district.

An appraisal district’s ratio is calculated similarly and is
based on the sum of the school district calculations. This
ratio is not a median derived from a property sample.
As a result, agency staff does not calculate measures

of appraisal uniformity for land receiving productivity
appraisal.

Finally, staff adds the estimated market value of rural real
property not receiving productivity appraisal and the esti-
mated productivity value for land receiving productivity
appraisal. The total is the estimated total taxable value of
Category D (rural acreage).

Oil, gas and other minerals - The minerals category
consists primarily of oil- and natural gas-producing prop-
erties (Category G1) and lignite and sulfur mines (Cat-
egory G2).

PTD samples mineral properties in school districts if the
minerals category represents 5 percent or more of the
total school district value. Mineral categories not meet-
ing this criterion are assigned local value. The G1 sample
is selected from the current year data provided by the
appraisal firms and county appraisal districts. The low-
value stratum is assigned the local tax roll value and con-
tains property that makes up the lowest 5 percent of the
property category’s value in the school district.

After removing low-value properties, and placing high-
valued properties in a separate stratum, staff stratifies the
remaining properties into four strata. Then PTD random-
ly selects the leases to be appraised for the study.

The staff uses computer models and specialized software
to carry out discounted cash flow evaluations of mineral

properties. Using computer models and information from
a variety of sources including an in-house database, PTD
calculates economic parameters such as wellhead prices,
operating expenses, equipment costs, net salvage values
and discount rates. The future cash flow is generated
based on forecasted production and economic param-
eters, then discounted to present value. The discounted
equipment salvage value is then added to derive the
market value for each oil and gas property. PTD may also
use discounted cash flow analysis to appraise lignite and
sulphur properties.

To produce the individual appraisal ratio for each miner-
als property in the sample, the staff divides the appraisal
district’s value by the estimated market value. Category G
ratios are calculated similarly to Category A, but Category
G is divided into three subcategories.

PTD then calculates a stratified weighted mean ratio
based on the strata discussed above.

Utilities - The utilities category (Category J) consists of
the real property and tangible personal property of tele-
phone, electric, gas distribution, railroad and pipeline
companies, as well as the property of other companies
commonly thought of as utilities, such as water systems.

PTD staff chooses utility samples by a method that
ensures sampling the highest-valued properties and other
properties as appropriate. Utility staff use recognized uni-
tary valuation methods, including the cost, income, and
market approaches, as applicable. Appraisals are based on
information published in annual company reports filed
with federal and state regulatory agencies and furnished
directly to the Comptroller by the utility companies.

The staff also obtains information from business and
industry publications. PTD determines the percentage

of unit value attributable to each company’s Texas opera-
tions to develop an overall estimated value for the Texas
portion of the company. Using information provided by
the utilities or appraisal districts, the staff allocates this
Texas value to the various school districts in which the
utility owns property.

The total appraisal roll value for the sampled utility prop-
erties divided by the total estimated market values pro-
duces a non-stratified weighted mean ratio for utilities.
Dividing this ratio into the school district’s total reported
value for utilities generates the division’s estimated total
value of all utility property in the school district.&
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SECTIONTWO

Appraisal District Findings

The statewide median appraisal ratios and coefficients of These terms and indicators are discussed on pages 10-13
dispersion for each property category and overall are in of this book.
the next two tables.
Potter and Randall Counties are consolidated into a
The appraisal district summary includes, for each proper- single appraisal district. The results appear under “Potter
ty category, the median appraisal ratio, the coefficient of Appraisal District?”
dispersion (COD), the percentage of observations within
10 percent of the median, the percentage of observations
within 25 percent of the median and the price-related
differential.
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Statewide Median Appraisal Ratios: 1995 through 2005 Property Value Studies

The table below compares the statewide median appraisal ratios from the 1995 to 2005 (preliminary) Property Value Stud-
ies. The statewide median appraisal ratio for an individual property category was calculated using the appraisal ratios of all

Property Tax Division sample properties in that category from across the state. The overall statewide median appraisal ratio
was calculated using the appraisal ratios for all sample properties.

_Property Category B
~A.Single-family Residences 0.
B Mahﬁamily%esadences
- C.VacantLots
- Ruzal Real

- oi, Gas, Minerals
) Utilities

 L1. Commercial Personal

5 lndusmal Persona!

Statewide Coefficients of Dispersion: 1995 through 2005 Property Value Studies

The table below compares the statewide coefficients of dispersion from the 1995 to 2005 (preliminary) Property Value
Studies. The statewide coefficient of dispersion for an individual property category was calculated using the appraisal ratios

of all Property Tax Division sample properties in that category from across the state. The overall statewide coefficient of
dispersion was calculated using the appraisal ratios for all sample properties.
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2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results
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69.69
*

1.05

Overall

Single-Family Residence
Multi-Family Residence
Vacant Lots

Rural Real (Market Value)
Commercial Real
Industrial Real

Qil, Gas, Minerals
Utilities

Commercial Personal
Industrial Personal
Other Personal
Residential Inventory
Special Inventory

0.96
0.97
*

1.00

1.00

*k k *k *x * *x * k

64.63
78.99
*

54.92

8517

* % % * %X *X *

Overall

0.98

67.57
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

005 Archer A Single-Family Residence 0.97 7.78 83.57 96.42 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence i * * * *

C VacantLots ¥ * * " i

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.93 11.96 57.89 88.15 1.00

F1 Commercial Real 0.98 13.49 60.86 86.95 1.07

F2 Industrial Real 2 % - * #*

G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.02 6.86 78.18 96.36 1.00

J  Utilities 1.01 21.68 60.00 70.00 1.16

L1 Commercial Personal 2 * : * *

L2 Industrial Personal i i x * A

M  Other Personal o + 4 i o

O Residential Inventory * & * * »

S Special Inventory A % * * %

Overall 0.97 10.57 7292 9235 1.00

006 Armstrong A Single-Family Residence 0.86 18.65 26.08 78.26 1.07
B Multi-Family Residence ot z * x a

C  VacantLots * * % & %

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.76 3751 15.00 45,00 125

F1  Commercial Real * o * * *

F2 Industrial Real » * > * *

G  Oil, Gas, Minerals * * 5 . %

J  Utilities % * * * *

L1 Commercial Personal . x % » *

L2 Industrial Personal x % 1 * *

M  Other Personal e * * % »

O  Residential Inventory o % # * i

S Special Inventory & * s ¥ *

Overall 0.87 23.62 25.86 7241 0.98

007 Atascosa A Single-Family Residence 0.98 12.21 61.46 84.86 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence = * * & '

C  VacantLots 1.07 14.54 56.25 81.25 1.04

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.01 18.73 3727 70.90 1.04

F1 Commercial Real 0.96 8.71 78.94 94.73 0.99

F2 Industrial Real * X & . *

G  Dil, Gas, Minerals 1.01 18.07 66.66 75.00 1.05

J  Utilities 0.97 5.54 78.94 100.00 0.99

L1 Commercial Personal 0.99 9.42 72.22 90.74 1.00

L2 ndustrial Personal > * ¥ % -

M  Dther Personal * i * . i

O  Residential Inventory A 4 ¥ i 3

S 3pecial Inventory i * » i 4

Overall 0.99 13.05 60.26 84.45 1.03

008 Austin A Single-Family Residence 0.87 14.57 48.64 82.88 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence o i ¥ * 7

C VacantLots » * o * *

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.88 22.68 37.68 7246 1.08

F1 Commercial Real 0.91 1337 75.00 87.50 0.97

F2 Industrial Real & % - * ¥

G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.00 37.48 69.56 82.60 1.01

J Utilities 0.97 9.85 66.66 84.84 1.00

L1 Commercial Personal 0.89 35.17 20.00 40.00 1.08

L2 Industrial Personal " . x * 5

M  Other Personal 2 o > ¥ *

O  Residential Inventory . s 2 * *

S  Spedial Inventory il » i = .

Overall 0.91 1941 50.00 78.88 0.82
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

009 Bailey A Single-Family Residence 0.92 19.22 40.90 71.21 1.04
B Multi-Family Residence i ¥ » ¢ &
C  Vacant Lots i * p ¥ o
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.91 2233 36.84 52.63 1.02
F1  Commercial Real 0.99 6.53 87.50 95.83 0.99
F2 Industrial Real » b i 1 »
G Qil, Gas, Minerals Ly " i e »
J  Utilities b g i 2 *
L1 Commercial Personal * * » # *
L2 Industrial Personal LS i i # "
M  Other Personal " * * 2 *
O  Residential Inventory % * * ¥ .
S Special Inventory A 1 ¥ % i
Overall 0.96 14.71 58.69 77.53 0.98

010 Bandera A Single-Family Residence 0.97 7.91 74.80 96.85 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence " * < » .
C  Vacant Lots 1.00 5.89 78.37 100.00 1.00
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.88 17.76 39.21 76.47 1.19
F1 Commercial Real 0.93 10.03 61.11 100.00 0.97
F2 Industrial Real Y * » ® y
G  0il, Gas, Minerals x " " * *
J  Utilities * . 4 4 =
L1 Commercial Personal ¥ * e » *
L2 Industrial Personal 2 i " P =
M  Other Personal 2 * » o &
O Residential Inventory i * » i *
S Special Inventory X i i " "
Overall 0.96 10.05 70.38 93.13 1.08

011 Bastrop A Single-Family Residence 0.99 10.95 63.24 89.45 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence 3 i % * *
C  Vacant Lots 0.97 18.75 45.67 76.54 1.03
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 1232 55.00 86.87 1.04
F1 Commercial Real 0.92 10.72 64.38 91.78 1.00
F2 Industrial Real * » * X »
G  0il, Gas, Minerals * ® i 2
J  Utilities ¥ » % - »
L1 Commercial Personal * i » * »
L2 Industrial Personal i d " * »
M  Other Personal ® e . ® *
O  Residential Inventory ¢ i oy = -
S Special Inventory % " » * %
Overall 0.98 12.29 60.00 86.95 1.04

012 Baylor A Single-Family Residence 0.97 20.03 59.42 81.15 1.07
B Multi-Family Residence i . * - »
C  Vacant Lots i 4 g - i
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.90 17.49 40.74 77.77 1.06
F1 Commercial Real 1.00 16.79 75.00 85.71 1.03
F2 Industrial Real o * g * *
G 0il, Gas, Minerals * * ™ - *
J  Utilities g i » ) i
L1 Commercial Personal 2 > i o »
L2 Industrial Personal ! i ¢ . i
M Other Personal i3 * » * »
O  Residential Inventory * . " * %
S Special Inventory * 2 . i ¥
Overall 0.98 16.41 61.78 84.07 1.03
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

013 Bee A Single-Family Residence 0.96 10.69 63.86 93.27 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence o * * ¥ .

C VacantLots & - * " *

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.96 11.85 65.27 88.88 1.00

F1  Commercial Real 0.95 11.01 58.33 87.50 0.99

F2 Industrial Real i » * x e

G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.00 793 70.73 92.68 0.99

J  Utilities 0.94 15.14 51.61 87.09 1.01

L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 10.41 63.63 90.90 1.01

L2 Industrial Personal * % 2 > ;.

M  Other Personal * * ” . 3

O Residential Inventory 5 & * ® 2

S  Special Inventory % 2 i ¥ »

Overall 0.97 11.21 63.10 91.26 0.99

014 Bell A Single-Family Residence 0.99 715 79.05 95.77 1.00
B  Multi-Family Residence 0.97 6.34 80.14 97.79 1.03

C Vacant Lots 1.00 8.65 7391 89.13 1.00

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.97 16.76 4932 78.37 1.02

F1  Commercial Real 0.94 10.15 64.86 90.54 1.01

F2 Industrial Real * x ¥ o .

G 0il, Gas, Minerals x * * # %

J  Utilities 0.96 7.66 66.66 91.66 1.02

L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 4.65 90.65 97.19 1.02

L2 Industrial Personal i 2 * * i

M  Other Personal * * * * ol

O Residential Inventory 5 % o b ”

S  Special Inventory i e, x i »

Overall 0.98 8.32 7552 92.86 1.04

015 Bexar A Single-Family Residence 0.97 13.31 63.77 86.05 1.03
B Multi-Family Residence 0.96 9.14 72.68 91.18 0.99

C  Vacant Lots 1.00 17.39 52.76 77.12 1.03

D Rural Real (Market Value) 0.96 19.61 41.37 68.96 0.98

F1 Commercial Real 0.98 11.36 65.53 91.52 1.02

F2 Industrial Real i il o e o

G  0il, Gas, Minerals * * * ® -

) Utilities % i . * »

L1 Commercial Personal 1.02 8.48 76.12 94.14 1.05

L2 Industrial Personal * * 4 * "

M  Other Personal 4 o i b *

O  Residential Inventory » » & » *

S Spedcial Inventory * * % - >

Overall 0.97 13.21 63.49 86.18 1.04

016 Blanco A Single-Family Residence 0.99 8.01 72.72 94.54 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence * " * * i

C  VacantLots 1.00 435 89.76 96.85 1.01

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.91 10.80 54.76 92.85 1.00

F1  Commercial Real 1.00 9.96 65.30 89.79 1.02

F2 Industrial Real 2 » * - o

G 0il, Gas, Minerals . x A " 2

J Utilities * ® 5 i -

L1 Commercial Personal » % " * 2

L2 Industrial Personal o ¥ & * %

M  Other Personal ¥ * g ® -

O Residential Inventory * ” » * 2

S Special Inventory . i o * 8

Overall 1.00 737 75.36 93.84 1.00
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median cop Median Median Price Diff

017 Borden A Single-Family Residence % i i % b
B Multi-Family Residence # % 4 2 %

C  Vacant Lots b » i * i

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.92 .27 84.21 84.21 0.92

F1  Commercial Real x 5 * ¥ *

F2 Industrial Real * i " * ®

G  Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.04 2145 81.25 93.75 122

J  Utilities " i s = »

L1 Commercial Personal “ i # * "

L2 Industrial Personal " " * i "

M  Other Personal X . ¥ * *

O  Residential Inventory * * B * ¥*

S Special Inventory b g * il *

Overall 0.98 18.89 73307 90.24 1.04

018 Bosque A Single-Family Residence 0.98 7.82 75.82 97.80 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence * * * » i

C Vacant Lots 0.99 344 96.82 98.41 1.00

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 6.88 77.71 97.82 1.02

F1  Commercial Real 0.98 477 89.74 100.00 0.99

F2 Industrial Real i 6 . i i

G  Qil, Gas, Minerals * ¥ * s *

J  Utilities 0.95 9.57 54.34 89.13 0.96

L1 Commercial Personal ¢ 2 & » s

L2 Industrial Personal i & . » o

M  Other Personal * i * e .

O Residential Inventory " it o o i

S Special Inventory i * W v »

Overall 0.99 7.06 78.34 97.35 1.02

019 Bowie A Single-Family Residence 0.95 11.29 60.27 91.64 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence * i i = i

C  Vacant Lots ¥ i * * "

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 18.60 40.74 1303 0.96

F1  Commercial Real 0.95 12.14 57.89 87.96 1.03

F2 Industrial Real * 7 o o >

G Oil, Gas, Minerals ‘) s * = »

J  Utilities 0.99 6.31 80.00 95.00 0.94

L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 19.74 61.11 76.38 11

L2 Industrial Personal * * i s i

M  Other Personal . » i - il

O Residential Inventory ® ki » % o

S Special Inventory » * » » .

Overall 0.96 13.08 60.46 87.69 1.04

020 Brazoria A Single-Family Residence 0.98 4.28 93.84 98.37 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence % * * » o

C  Vacant Lots 1.00 5.48 80.64 100.00 0.98

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.95 14.02 48.38 82.79 0.98

F1  Commercial Real 0.94 10.62 54.54 93.18 0.97

F2 Industrial Real . % » * *

G  Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.00 9.79 61.53 94.87 1.01

J  Utilities 0.96 15.36 56.36 83.63 0.98

L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 444 90.27 100.00 1.03

L2 Industrial Personal ¥ * » . "

M Other Personal 5 » » s *

O  Residential Inventory " * % * i

S Special Inventory i ¢ i v »

Overall 0.97 6.11 85.59 96.20 1.02
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

021 Brazos A Single-Family Residence 0.93 1.77 76.28 96.19 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence 0.97 6.81 79.31 99.13 0.98

C  VacantLots * o * * *

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.85 12.11 64.28 92.85 1.01

F1 Commercial Real 0.98 7.09 7343 98.43 0.99

F2 Industrial Real ¥ * * * *

G 0il, Gas, Minerals * » * * *

J Utilities ¥ * * * *

L1 Commercial Personal 1.01 8.15 83.01 94.33 1.02

L2 Industrial Personal * i * * *

M  Other Personal ¥ * * * *

O Residential Inventory * * * * *

S Special Inventory % i ¥ * 4

Overall 0.95 8.04 72.76 96.82 0.97

022 Brewster A Single-Family Residence 1.00 1138 66.66 82.60 1.05
B Multi-Family Residence o r " # 4

C  VacantLots 2 = - . .

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.84 37.79 26.02 46.57 0.96

F1  Commercial Real 0.99 10.96 77.96 91.52 1.04

F2 Industrial Real " * # i *

G  0il, Gas, Minerals » & * % -

J  Utilities n » * - *

L1 Commercial Personal o » i i o

L2 Industrial Personal * * * * »

M  Other Personal * . - . -

O Residential Inventory * . % % .

S Special Inventory ¥ ¥ - o s

Overall 0.99 16.24 62.93 78.59 0.97

023 Briscoe A Single-Family Residence 1.01 1441 50.00 86.36 1.06
B Multi-Family Residence * * ol % s

C  Vacant Lots » * " 2 *

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.01 16.14 60.00 65.00 0.99

F1 Commercial Real o * . * *

F2 Industrial Real ¥ » * * *

G 0il, Gas, Minerals o % " x *

J Utilities » * x . *

L1 Commercial Personal » " » * »

L2 Industrial Personal * * * * o

M  Other Personal * % . = =

0 Residential Inventory o A " ¥ i

S Special Inventory i i * ¥ *

Overall 1.01 15.06 55.81 76.74 1.01

024 Brooks A Single-Family Residence 0.92 8.03 78.57 96.42 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence ” * * % il

C  Vacant Lots B * . - s

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.89 23.82 30.00 50.00 1.10

F1  Commercial Real i * * * *

F2 'ndustrial Real . * " * -

G il Gas, Minerals 1.00 741 77.27 95.45 0.97

J  Jtilities * * * * *

L1 Zommercial Personal i il > * %

L2 ndustrial Personal . A * . .

M Other Personal > i * i ®

O  Residential Inventory * * ¥ * .

S Special Inventory . 2 3 - o

Overall 0.93 10.85 58.20 91.04 0.92
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median cob Median Median Price Diff

025 Brown A Single-Family Residence 0.94 11.97 56.87 87.10 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence G * o % 4

C Vacant Lots 1.01 12.96 58.13 79.06 1.02

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 10.59 63.13 89.40 1.00

F1  Commercial Real 0.96 9.95 67.85 89.28 1.00

F2 Industrial Real g 2 4 & %

G Oil, Gas, Minerals i3 s * x »

J  Utilities 0.95 3.52 89.65 100.00 1.02

L1 Commercial Personal 0.99 245 100.00 100.00 0.98

L2 Industrial Personal . * : o »

M  Other Personal % 5 ¥ x i

O Residential Inventory s * 5 - s

S Special Inventory * b 2 3 *

Overall 0.97 10.90 62.75 88.14 0.99

026 Burleson A Single-Family Residence 0.94 15.99 '48.06 82.17 1.05
B Multi-Family Residence i * * ¥ *

C  Vacant Lots 1.22 42.84 28.20 51.28 1.28

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.04 11.34 56.58 90.69 0.99

F1  Commercial Real 0.92 13.90 4848 84.84 1.06

F2 Industrial Real o * > it *

G  O0il, Gas, Minerals 1.03 11.24 63.15 87.71 0.99

J  Utilities 0.98 8.74 57.14 95.23 1.01

L1 Commercial Personal i % i o i

L2 Industrial Personal ks by g e 2

M  Other Personal i i ¥ » i

O Residential Inventory g ® » * .

S Special Inventory ¥ ki » # =

Overall 1.00 18.00 47.79 82.59 1.05

027 Burnet A ' Single-Family Residence 0.97 11.92 63.68 89.80 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence ¥ b P o =

C  Vacant Lots 0.98 13.26 52.89 85.95 1.00

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 15.39 45.68 83.62 1.06

F1  Commercial Real 0.96 9.77 72.00 94,00 1.01

F2 Industrial Real . * * * >

G Qil, Gas, Minerals = i . * =

J  Utilities 5 % i * A

L1 Commercial Personal 1.03 8.79 65.85 95.12 1.02

L2 Industrial Personal * * * » i

M  Other Personal * T - . -

0  Residential Inventory » # o . e

S Special Inventory N i * ¥ »

Overall 0.99 12.42 57.94 89.17 1.02

028 Caldwell A Single-Family Residence 0.97 1130 62.04 89.05 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence i ¢ 1 " i

C VacantLots i - g : 4

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.99 14.93 4418 79.06 1.04

F1  Commercial Real 0.95 12.48 49.01 88.23 1.00

F2 Industrial Real & o b il i

G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.00 5.64 83.33 92.85 1.00

J  Utilities 1.02 6.69 68.18 100.00 1.05

L1 Commercial Personal * » i » *

L2 Industrial Personal - . » s .

M  Other Personal . it * * ~

O  Residential Inventory 7 - 4 & %

S Special Inventory v " i " *

Overall 0.99 11.45 56.80 87.86 1.01
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Pfeliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

029 Calhoun A Single-Family Residence 0.98 12,65 59.45 88.28 1.03
B Multi-Family Residence x % . 5 ¥

C VacantLots ol * i . =

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.99 13.96 54.54 72.72 1.02

F1  Commercial Real 0.83 22.10 28.12 71.87 133

F2 Industrial Real * " * - >

G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.00 5.53 76.47 100.00 0.98

) Utilities 1.01 22.77 72.72 90.90 147

L1 Commercial Personal 1.01 6.67 84.21 89.47 1.09

L2 Industrial Personal i s A o ®

M  Other Personal * - o * »

O Residential Inventory * X * % i

S Special Inventory % i " 4 4

Overall 0.99 13.49 58.20 85.07 1.05

030 Callahan A Single-Family Residence 0.97 488 90.66 97.33 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence 4 e ® X *

C  VacantLots 1 * % % iy

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.01 7.16 80.99 93.38 1.01

F1  Commercial Real 0.97 2.55 96.70 100.00 0.99

F2 Industrial Real = " » * -

G 0il, Gas, Minerals i * i * "

J  Utilities 1.00 29.17 62.50 75.00 1.19

L1 Commercial Personal 0.99 495 94.87 97.43 1.01

L2 Industrial Personal & * i * i

M  Other Personal % 2 x * >

O  Residential Inventory i, ¢ i i *

S Special Inventory % 7 i 4 it

Overall 0.98 6.86 86.58 94.82 1.06

031 Cameron A Single-Family Residence 0.97 12.08 63.34 87.21 1.04
B  Multi-Family Residence " = 5 * *

C  VacantLots 0.99 7.79 79.22 95.23 1.01

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.96 2240 40.00 66.66 1.08

F1  Commercial Real 0.96 8.78 80.00 94.44 1.00

F2 Industrial Real * * ¥ % %

G  Qil, Gas, Minerals " 4 ¥ " *

J  Utilities 1.00 5.82 76.47 100.00 1.00

L1 Commercial Personal 1.01 6.11 83.33 98.88 1.01

L2 Industrial Personal * ¥ i X *

M  Other Personal » A . 2 i

0 Residential Inventory - i o * *

S Spedial Inventory s & . ) x

Overall 0.98 11.31 67.78 88.11 1.02

032 Camp A Single-Family Residence 1.02 8.88 67.16 94.02 1.01
B  Multi-Family Residence 7 2 B ki W

C VacantLots * il * i ¥

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.01 16.43 62.96 85.18 1.07

F1  Commercial Real 0.78 2491 20.00 56.66 1.00

F2 Industrial Real o e " * *

G  Dil, Gas, Minerals ® * * * ¢

J  Utilities » » r % 14

L1 Zommercial Personal = * z * i

L2 Industrial Personal * * # * :

M  Dther Personal * i 2 » ¥

O  Residential Inventory * i " * i

S  3pecial Inventory . * i % b

Dverall 1.00 14.49 56.45 82.25 1.09
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

033 Carson A Single-Family Residence 0.99 11.89 55.17 91.95 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence o X ¢ i b

C  Vacant Lots i x ¥ . =

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.84 18.87 41.02 84.61 1.04

F1  Commercial Real i - * G 3

F2 Industrial Real * o * * *

G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.03 7.62 76.03 96.69 0.99

J Utilities 1.01 14.30 44.44 83.33 0.99

L1 Commercial Personal » iy o % .

L2 Industrial Personal X iy % * *

M  Other Personal X y » » b

O  Residential Inventory * o2 . * -

S Special Inventory ¥ ks P * 2

Overall 1.00 11.60 58.11 90.56 0.97

034 Cass A Single-Family Residence 0.90 16.30 37.06 79.50 1.03
B Multi-Family Residence ks 5. it % X

C  Vacant Lots * * i » o

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.92 17.93 38.46 75.56 1.07

F1  Commercial Real 0.74 25.69 25.00 59.21 1.01

F2 Industrial Real .. . * . "

G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.01 10.23 66.66 83.33 1.01

J  Utilities 0.97 8.59 72.50 95.00 0.95

L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 12.21 65.38 84.61 1.02

L2 Industrial Personal * - * » .

M  Other Personal i " # o i

0 Residential Inventory * % ” * ®

S  Special Inventory i g % * %

Overall 0.92 17.15 40.04 77.82 0.98

035 Castro A Single-Family Residence 0.94 8.82 66.66 97.97 0.98
B Multi-Family Residence i » 2 * .

C  Vacant Lots = o > % %

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.98 8.00 70.00 94.00 0.97

F1  Commercial Real 0.94 5.87 78.26 100.00 0.99

F2 Industrial Real g * * %* %*

G 0il, Gas, Minerals . * 5 ” %*

J Utilities » " » o 7

L1 Commercial Personal » % " ’ *

L2 Industrial Personal * ” * * *

M  Other Personal * " . ¥ -

O Residential Inventory * 5, » * =

S  Special Inventory * * . » e

Overall 0.97 8.05 74.05 96.22 0.98

036 Chambers A Single-Family Residence 0.98 12.66 63.88 85.76 1.03
B Multi-Family Residence » e 5 ¥ iz

C Vacant Lots g b * . *

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 13.65 58.94 83.15 1.05

F1 Commercial Real 0.97 11.95 60.97 90.24 1.00

F2 Industrial Real * * " * %

G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.01 9.26 83.87 96.77 1.05

J  Utilities 0.97 6.56 84.00 92.00 0.95

L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 6.68 78.94 94.73 1.02

L2 Industrial Personal g * » * *

M  Other Personal ” * " * .

O Residential Inventory » A ¥ * Y,

S Special Inventory it i * . e

Overall 0.99 12.08 64.52 88.17 1.01
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

037 Cherokee A Single-Family Residence 0.99 10.40 66.41 90.56 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence * ¥ i » i

C Vacant Lots P * 3 % 2

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.99 21.73 44.02 67.92 1.08

F1  Commercial Real 0.98 5.91 82.45 98.24 1.00

F2 Industrial Real g # e 5 *

G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.02 8.74 7343 95.31 1.02

J  Utilities 0.94 8.27 66.66 96.66 1.03

L1 Commercial Personal 0.98 13.07 7142 80.95 0.96

L2 Industrial Personal * A ¥ 5 *

M  Other Personal x % * . i

O  Residential Inventory % * 3y " .

S Special Inventory i ) r i =

Overall 0.99 12.94 62.58 85.23 1.05

038 Childress A Single-Family Residence 0.96 16.23 45.20 78.08 1.05
B Multi-Family Residence » " # " ol

C VacantLots > i o » 8

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.85 23.53 30.00 60.00 0.94

F1  Commercial Real 0.90 2430 60.86 73.91 1.05

F2 Industrial Real * - - . "

G 0il, Gas, Minerals * % ¥ i o

J  Utilities ' ¥ . ¥ *

L1 Commercial Personal ¥ o * ¥ 2

L2 Industrial Personal & R > o 2

M  Other Personal % i ¥ 5 s

O Residential Inventory - # X y %

S  Special Inventory * * f ¢ *

Overall 0.96 17.39 50.99 77.48 1.01

039 Clay A Single-Family Residence 1.01 8.69 71.80 94.68 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence 34 * * i "

C VacantLots i y i i 2

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 462 8543 99.02 1.01

F1  Commercial Real - * * * *

F2 Industrial Real * ¥ x * -

G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.05 14.27 66.66 93.75 1.11

J  Utilities 0.99 13.37 60.60 81.81 1.03

L1 Commercial Personal % % i * ¥

L2 Industrial Personal % & * >

M  Other Personal * i » 5 %

O Residential Inventory s i i ” »

S  Special Inventory = " A i Ly

Overall 1.00 8.97 73.65 94.35 1.03

040 Cochran A Single-Family Residence 0.98 17.70 47.05 76.47 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence * x w > »

C \acant Lots x * i # i

D  Fural Real (Market Value) 1.00 7.97 73.33 96.66 1.01

F1 Commercial Real 0.93 5.70 85.00 100.00 0.98

F2 Industrial Real i * i * i

G Qil, Gas, Minerals 1.05 10.81 69.56 86.95 1.09

J  Utilities * i3 * x x

L1 Commercial Personal . % > * *

L2 Industrial Personal i % % ¥ "

M  Cther Personal . . n * *

0 Residential Inventory . i i i i

S  Soecial Inventory al » o 4 F

Cverall 1.00 13.12 63.70 86.29 1.01
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

041 Coke A Single-Family Residence 1.03 8.90 71.42 94.28 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence b " * i 4

C VacantLots * > * ¥ x

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.01 12.19 4230 96.15 0.93

F1  Commercial Real ¥ it * " *

F2 Industrial Real x o " o *

G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.02 8.10 69.56 95.65 1.01

J  Utilities 0.95 13.31 50.00 78.57 0.87

L1 Commercial Personal % s * » *

L2 Industrial Personal " # * ” *

M  Other Personal * ® ¥ i »

O Residential Inventory " * * » »

S Special Inventory % * > * *

Overall 1.01 10.55 59.18 93.87 0.98

042 Coleman A Single-Family Residence 0.98 3.56 94.73 96.49 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence ot # A ” z

C  Vacant Lots * * 2 i *

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.01 7.64 76.54 92.59 0.99

F1  Commercial Real 0.97 3.24 9142 100.00 0.99

F2 Industrial Real o 5 2 " &

G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.00 6.57 78.26 93.47 1.03

J  Utilities 0.99 242 100.00 100.00 0.99

L1 Commercial Personal 0.99 1.87 100.00 100.00 0.99

L2 Industrial Personal * % % » =

M  Other Personal s » » ¢ *

0 Residential Inventory v 5 i » g

S Special Inventory : * i " i

Overall 0.99 541 86.08 95.21 1.00

043 Collin A Single-Family Residence 1.00 337 95.11 98.75 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence 1.00 494 83.47 98.26 1.02

C Vacant Lots 1.00 10.27 59.52 94.04 0.98

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.93 16.20 4157 82.10 0.99

F1  Commercial Real 0.97 1033 69.11 89.57 1.03

F2 Industrial Real 4 " * » -

G  0il, Gas, Minerals » i i . *

J  Utilities 0.94 3.10 81.81 100.00 1.00

L1 Commercial Personal 0.98 5.21 84.71 97.45 0.99

L2 Industrial Personal " * " - .

M  Other Personal i * A > .

0 Residential Inventory o x 4 i »

S Special Inventory » k! * . *

Overall 1.00 499 87.79 96.46 1.04

044 Collingsworth A Single-Family Residence 0.97 17.28 51.47 80.88 1.05
B Multi-Family Residence . b 7 * %

C  Vacant Lots * » £ o 2

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.90 15.81 52.56 78.20 1.10

F1  Commercial Real 0.95 10.99 72.22 83.33 0.95

F2 Industrial Real % s $ i "

G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.08 8.15 66.66 100.00 0.99

J  Utilities y i x * *

L1 Commercial Personal ol » » 8 .

L2 Industrial Personal o * ot s "

M  Other Personal % * * » .

O Residential Inventory . % ¥ v »

S Special Inventory * " * o »

Overall 0.97 15.60 53.30 79.71 1.03
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

045 Colorado A Single-Family Residence 0.97 10.38 60.24 91.56 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence * ¥ f 8 *

C  Vacant Lots » * * * »

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 15.12 53.22 79.83 1.05

F1  Commercial Real 0.96 8.17 75.00 93.75 1.00

F2 Industrial Real - * * » »

G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.04 12.67 63.63 90.90 1.02

J  Utilities 1.02 7.84 62.50 100.00 1.06

L1 Commercial Personal i ¥ e % *

L2 Industrial Personal * * = ¥ e

M  Other Personal . % > A W

O Residential Inventory » * x ¥ ¢

S  Special Inventory i by . i 5

Overall 0.99 12.85 58.70 86.45 0.99

046 Comal A Single-Family Residence 0.99 733 77.50 97.18 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence " % 5 * -

C Vacant Lots 0.99 1442 56.34 79.36 1.02

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.99 8.30 60.86 100.00 0.98

F1  Commercial Real 0.91 16.21 48.52 80.88 1.03

F2 Industrial Real s i o " *

G 0il, Gas, Minerals 9 » ” 5. *

J Utilities . i » * *

L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 6.16 76.00 96.00 0.98

L2 Industrial Personal o4 * » 5 »

M  Other Personal x ¥ * % *

O  Residential Inventory o i i b «

S Special Inventory ® ! e 3 X

Jverall 0.98 10.21 67.08 90.56 1.04

047 Comanche A Single-Family Residence 0.96 18.17 46.66 83.07 1.07
B Multi-Family Residence . » i * *

C VacantLots * * i i %

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.95 23.86 29.68 7343 1.06

F1 Commercial Real 0.84 23.87 28.78 68.18 1.09

F2 Industrial Real " * ok i =

G 0il, Gas, Minerals » i 2 bl *

J  Utilities 0.95 489 75.00 100.00 0.99

L1 Commercial Personal 0.99 11.79 56.41 84.61 0.95

L2 Industrial Personal » " » 4 *

M  Other Personal * i * b *

O Residential Inventory " » r * ;

S Special Inventory p % * ¥ *

Overall 0.95 19.60 3727 77.67 1.05

048 Concho A Single-Family Residence 0.97 1155 60.91 91.95 0.99
B Multi-Family Residence % 2 . ~ n

C Vacantlots 0.89 5.71 88.00 100.00 0.99

D  FRural Real (Market Value) 0.94 13.46 60.00 85.00 1.01

F1  Commercial Real 0.98 8.67 62.50 87.50 0.98

F2 Industrial Real * o * i *

G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.01 12.26 62.50 81.25 1.11

J Utilities ) b L 5 il

L1 Commercial Personal ol % i X ¥

L2 Industrial Personal * ¥ i r »

M  Other Personal % X * o *

O  Residential Inventory * i * i i

S  Spedial Inventory i * " ! i

Qverall 0.96 11.49 62.96 89.94 0.99
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

049 Cooke A Single-Family Residence 0.99 8.77 71.17 95.12 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence b # * s ol
C Vacant Lots 1.01 10.00 68.96 93.10 1.00
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.02 16.97 48.75 80.62 1.04
F1  Commercial Real 0.93 1555 50.00 79.41 1.08
F2 Industrial Real % * . * %
G Oil, Gas, Minerals 0.99 11.00 7272 9242 1.00
J  Utilities 0.95 12.98 50.00 83.33 0.95
L1 Commercial Personal 1.02 12.09 60.00 85.00 1.03
L2 Industrial Personal & o * * i
M  Other Personal » i i * ;-
O  Residential Inventory » g = - *
S  Special Inventory ¥ 5 2 . s
Overall 1.00 11.44 64.40 89.10 1.05

050 Coryell A Single-Family Residence 0.90 17.81 45.72 81.04 1.03
B Multi-Family Residence 0.99 13.44 42.85 88.57 1.1
C VacantLots » * » i g
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.12 33.68 25.28 45.97 0.97
F1  Commercial Real 0.94 2317 3148 57.40 1.03
F2 Industrial Real i v " ? ui
G Oil, Gas, Minerals d ” * * *
J  Utilities 0.95 7.74 65.21 91.30 0.99
L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 9.67 66.66 94.44 1.06
L2 Industrial Personal i " £ - “
M  Other Personal * ¢ i * .
O Residential Inventory > o i~ * *
S Special Inventory & ¥ . 4 "
Overall 0.93 21.98 38.88 69.54 1.03

051 Cottle A Single-Family Residence 1.02 11.73 69.64 85.71 0.99
B Multi-Family Residence : * o i %
C Vacant Lots i * T * *
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.02 722 86.36 95.45 0.98
F1  Commercial Real 3 . i * *
F2 Industrial Real ¥ » & % 3
G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.02 7.28 7142 92.85 1.01
J Utilities 3 » b o w .S
L1 Commercial Personal * a o » »
L2 Industrial Personal 4 e iy » *
M  Other Personal * » * » f
O Residential Inventory A B i * ”
S Special Inventory i 4 N b bt
Overall 1.02 9.74 74.22 89.69 1.02

052 Crane A Single-Family Residence 0.90 20.44 40.00 77.14 1.05
B Multi-Family Residence » * » s g
C  Vacant Lots b . . * *
D  Rural Real (Market Value) ® 4 # - *
F1  Commercial Real o ¥ Ly o *
F2 Industrial Real i * " - *
G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.00 9.16 76.47 86.27 1.05
J Utilities 1.00 10.56 55.55 88.88 1.01
L1 Commercial Personal 4 » » * *
L2 Industrial Personal # - * » "
M  Other Personal bl % d * *
O  Residential Inventory ) * * * *
S Spedial Inventory * ¥ 4 * .
Overall 0.98 13.74 56.84 81.05 1.02
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Section Two: Appraisal District =indings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median cop Median Median Price Diff

053 Crockett A Single-Family Residence 0.71 15.18 44.44 88.88 0.99
B Multi-Family Residence * * 4 i %

C  VacantLots i % * d *

D  Rural Real (Market Value) g % = * ¥

F1  Commercial Real » 5 s & *

F2 Industrial Real . & " * *

G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.01 5.69 82.14 98.21 1.01

J  Utilities * ¥ * * *

L1 Commercial Personal » * * * *

L2 Industrial Personal a3 ¥ * * *

M  Other Personal * % * * *

O  Residential Inventory ¥ " ¥ # .

S Special Inventory » * % > *

Overall 0.97 14.49 55.10 7448 0.92

054 Crosby A Single-Family Residence 0.96 21.16 46.80 76.59 1.09
B Multi-Family Residence X i x . i

C VacantLots * i - * 2

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 14.51 61.01 74.57 1.10

F1  Commercial Real 0.99 13.48 70.58 82.35 1.03

F2 Industrial Real * X - * *

G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.00 8.70 70.37 88.88 0.92

J  Utilities 1.00 6.69 69.23 100.00 0.91

L1 Commercial Personal » X * = *

L2 Industrial Personal % * i - *

M  Other Personal ¥ 5 * % *

O  Residential Inventory i * * % %

S Special Inventory * 4 i * »

Overall 0.99 16.81 56.56 78.83 1.00

055 Culberson A Single-Family Residence 0.93 16.54 46.15 76.92 1.04
B Multi-Family Residence & i i * »

C  Vacant Lots 1.00 19.07 64.28 75.00 1.00

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.73 70.23 1333 26.66 1.61

F1  Commercial Real 0.96 9.26 73.68 89.47 1.03

F2 Industrial Real ¥ b i * ¥

G  Qil, Gas, Minerals 1.01 4.05 90.90 100.00 0.98

J  Utilities * % i * -

L1 Commercial Personal » o . G *

L2 Industrial Personal " * » * .

M  Other Personal i . - * e

O Residential Inventory ol * . ;. "

S Special Inventory * * » 5 iy

Overall 0.96 20.06 58.11 771 0.99

056 Dallam A Single-Family Residence 0.96 11.18 67.41 91.01 0.97
B Multi-Family Residence o 2 A 1o ul

C  VacantLots " * % * *

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.92 11.23 58.13 93.02 0.99

F1  Zommercial Real 0.87 18.79 25.80 7741 1.05

F2 ndustrial Real * = ® i .

G Dil, Gas, Minerals x ¥ * * *

J  Jtilities * g * ¥ -

L1 Zommercial Personal * » » i -

L2 ndustrial Personal " . . 5 »

M  Other Personal . % * * *

0 Residential Inventory i * o . »

S Special Inventory * * s 2 *

Overall 0.97 11.13 64.64 87.37 0.95
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

057 Dallas A Single-Family Residence 1.00 4.03 91.17 98.51 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence 1.00 5.64 84.11 96.07 1.03

C  Vacant Lots 1.00 11.52 63.07 87.69 1.01

D  Rural Real (Market Value) » h? L 2 %

F1  Commercial Real 1.00 8.19 73.02 93.42 1.05

F2 Industrial Real i . * N *

G  0il, Gas, Minerals i ¥ 4 = .

J  Utilities " ol " . %

L1 Commercial Personal % * % * *

L2 Industrial Personal 2 & » ® 2

M  Other Personal * - > » 2

O  Residential Inventory 4 " # A 2

S Special Inventory A " il % Y

Overall 1.00 543 85.70 96.44 1.05

058 Dawson A Single-Family Residence 0.99 14.66 56.41 89.74 1.07
B Multi-Family Residence A b l o i

C  VacantLots * o * i i

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.03 10.12 70.83 89.58 1.00

F1  Commercial Real 0.93 13.98 50.00 82.35 1.02

F2 Industrial Real % % * * T

G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.00 6.92 76.00 96.00 0.98

J  Utilities d » o * *

L1 Commercial Personal » 4 " . ®

L2 Industrial Personal ® * & * *

M  Other Personal » e vy o *

O  Residential Inventory # * i v i

S  Special Inventory & g o i Vi

Overall 1.00 10.90 62.87 91.08 0.99

059 Deaf Smith A Single-Family Residence 0.97 7.57 7737 94.16 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence i * 4 * 7

C  Vacant Lots ) %) i . "

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.99 15.92 47.05 85.29 1.02

F1  Commercial Real 0.97 12.60 62.96 85.18 1.07

F2 Industrial Real = o S * *

G Oil, Gas, Minerals ud % " A *

J  Utilities » ¥ i of *

L1 Commercial Personal i % » * *

L2 Industrial Personal 7 * # > "

M  Other Personal » * i * »

0 Residential Inventory » i o . *

S Special Inventory & A * . "

Overall 0.98 8.99 73.56 91.18 1.00

060 Delta A Single-Family Residence 0.97 1343 55.20 82.29 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence i i *: i %

C  VacantLots 4 » 2 . .

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.01 19.89 55.84 77.92 1.07

F1 Commercial Real 0.89 20.99 25.00 70.00 1.06

F2 Industrial Real . o b » ®

G  Oil, Gas, Minerals > X ki o *

J  Utilities 0.89 5.34 91.66 100.00 0.95

L1 Commercial Personal i = " . "

L2 Industrial Personal » * » » *

M  Other Personal * i * " i

0 Residential Inventory " % " o *

S Special Inventory ¥ ’ " o *

Overall 0.98 17.03 47.55 79.55 1.07
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median cob Median Median Price Diff

061 Denton A Single-Family Residence 1.00 3.26 96.15 99.62 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence 0.97 12.02 59.70 82.08 1.06
C  Vacant Lots 1.01 5.48 86.30 94.52 0.98
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.01 6.56 82.75 95.68 1.03
F1  Commercial Real 1.00 8.15 72.04 92.54 0.99
F2 Industrial Real * » i * ®
G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.01 7.18 79.74 96.20 0.99
J  Utilities " * * * .
L1 Commercial Personal 1.04 11.37 73.23 88.73 1.06
L2 Industrial Personal » » i * *
M  Other Personal i " @ " i
O  Residential Inventory i o # " s
S Special Inventory * i ” » »
Qverall 1.00 476 90.00 97.34 1.04

062 Dewitt A Single-Family Residence 0.99 12.14 69.69 87.37 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence . r * & X
C  VacantLots i 7 * X .
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.99 13.55 61.59 81.88 1.02
F1  Commercial Real 0.95 842 69.49 94.91 0.99
F2 Industrial Real d * % . o
G Dil, Gas, Minerals 1.00 7.2 70.90 96.36 1.03
J  \Utilities 1.00 9.95 68.18 90.90 1.10
L1 Commercial Personal 0.97 6.11 91.11 97.77 1.00
L2 Industrial Personal i " ® x "
M  Other Personal * * ¥ x %
O  Residential Inventory iy 5 5 : *
S Special Inventory s 2 i % »
Overall 0.99 11.05 69.63 88.58 1.04

063 Dickens A Single-Family Residence 1.01 8.75 80.64 90.32 0.98
B Multi-Family Residence x X il . s
C VacantLots > i o = o
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 5.22 93.33 97.77 1.00
F1  Commercial Real * " * X "
F2 Industrial Real s o i * =
G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.02 10.05 56.25 100.00 1.02
J Utilities > ' 7 * »
L1 Commercial Personal * * » 2 4
L2 Industrial Personal i * b4 * *
M Other Personal * i > * i
O  Residential Inventory ks " ¥ . »
S Special Inventory % x y i %
Overall 1.00 723 8297 94.68 1.01

064 Dimmit A Single-Family Residence 0.99 WS 50.00 86.66 1.05
B Multi-Family Residence * % x . i
C VacantLots g ;. 4 * ¥
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.02 17.04 38.09 85.71 K12
F1  Commercial Real 0.98 8.91 63.63 100.00 1.00
F2 Industrial Real » * » 3 *
G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.03 17.90 72.22 9444 1.11
J  Utilities b » % i *
L1 Commercial Personal i * * 4 2
L2 Industrial Personal * 2 % " »
M  Other Personal * * % * *
O  PResidential Inventory * " i i 5
S  Special Inventory * 4 > * =
Overall 1.00 12.63 57.89 8947 1.04
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

065 Donley A Single-Family Residence 0.97 11.81 55.42 90.36 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence * i ¢ > "

C Vacant Lots e > ¥ " g

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.93 13.90 55.00 80.00 1.02

F1 Commercial Real 0.95 16.18 63.15 84.21 0.80

F2 Industrial Real il " * i o

G Oil, Gas, Minerals * . - - :

J  Utilities x @ o . g

L1 Commercial Personal s i i . o

L2 Industrial Personal B & o " ®

M  Other Personal > ” * o s

O  Residential Inventory " * i * .

S Special Inventory * i - % .

Overall 0.96 12.76 60.66 88.66 0.96

066 Duval A Single-Family Residence 0.96 6.91 76.74 100.00 1.03
B Multi-Family Residence * s o o %

C  Vacant Lots * e ¥ * i

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.96 17.55 49,05 77.35 1.02

F1  Commercial Real 0.87 9.41 62.50 100.00 0.99

F2 Industrial Real " - i * »

G Oil, Gas, Minerals 0.99 6.44 79.16 93.75 1.01

J  Utilities 0.97 7.49 81.81 95.45 1.00

L1 Commercial Personal " . * * *

L2 Industrial Personal * 5 » " i

M  Other Personal . * - * o

O Residential Inventory » * » " b

S Special Inventory * . & 2 "

Overall 0.97 9.73 68.44 92.88 1.01

067 Eastland A Single-Family Residence 0.99 797 76.67 94.24 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence " * # i .

C  Vacant Lots i o i * *

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.98 11.42 66.66 85.44 1.00

F1  Commercial Real 0.98 8.67 70.40 92.80 1.01

F2 Industrial Real » ] 2 & "

G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.01 11.70 60.52 84.21 0.99

J  Utilities 0.95 9.29 66.66 88.88 1.03

L1 Commercial Personal 0.98 3.62 94.73 100.00 1.01

L2 Industrial Personal . % * 3 .

M  Other Personal * * » i s

O  Residential Inventory », * * » *

S  Special Inventory i * 4 e *

Overall 0.98 9.33 71.03 90.76 1.04

068 Ector A Single-Family Residence 0.97 9.29 70.65 95.10 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence » & o o ps

C  Vacant Lots i x = » *

D  Rural Real (Market Value) ¥ L i i »

F1  Commercial Real 0.99 15.07 61.22 83.67 0.97

F2 Industrial Real % & s * €

G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.01 5.82 81.25 100.00 1.00

J Utilities ® ¥ @ * "

L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 6.36 81.81 93.93 0.98

L2 Industrial Personal " o " - =

M  Other Personal 43 % * » ¥

O Residential Inventory » i ¢ *

S Special Inventory A " d £

Overall 0.98 9.91 68.43 92.90 0.97
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of

CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median cop Median Median Price Diff
069 Edwards A Single-Family Residence 0.92 9.37 61.53 96.15 1.00
B  Multi-Family Residence * i » i *
C VacantLots * * - = %
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 091 19.19 39.28 73.21 1.01
F1 Commercial Real 5 * * . *
F2 Industrial Real % % % » *
G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.00 11.66 75.86 86.20 1.01
) Utilities . * * % *
L1 Commercial Personal * o * x *
L2 Industrial Personal " * % 5 *
M  Other Personal % % * * -
O Residential Inventory P . * * "
S Special Inventory x ¥ ” * i
Overall 0.94 14.67 51.72 81.03 0.97
070 Ellis A Single-Family Residence 1.00 743 81.77 95.35 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence 0.84 18.87 15.00 80.00 1.02
C VacantLots » * & % #
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 17273 57.78 81.40 1.01
F1  Commercial Real 0.93 16.37 46.89 77.93 0.97
F2 Industrial Real i < - » "
G Dil, Gas, Minerals % » x - s
J  Utilities 0.95 7:72 66.66 91.66 1.00
L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 20.16 59.09 TI 2t 1.08
L2 industrial Personal g ¥ * * 4
M  ODther Personal ” ;2 * > %
O Residential Inventory iy » . X *
S Special Inventory 2 * * ¥ g
Dverall 1.00 10.05 74.05 90.85 1.04
071 ElPaso A Single-Family Residence 0.96 8.06 74.50 96.67 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence 0.93 9.35 66.16 95.48 0.99
C VacantLots 1.00 8.09 75.39 95.23 1.12
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.98 7.50 79.22 94.80 0.99
F1 Commercial Real 0.94 10.22 60.48 92.68 1.03
F2 Industrial Real " . i * *
G 0il, Gas, Minerals = . » * *
J  Utilities 2 x * x i
L1 Commercial Personal 6 * » o i
L2 Industrial Personal » o i L ”
M  Other Personal > % * " "
O  PResidential Inventory ¥ * . * .
S Special Inventory 2 * * 4 »
Overall 0.96 8.73 72.83 95.37 1.05
072 Erath A Single-Family Residence 0.99 8.82 7191 93.70 1.00
B  Multi-Family Residence * * o * i
C \VacantLots 0.92 1755 50.00 80.00 0.97
D  Fural Real (Market Value) 0.96 18.14 45.06 77.25 1.04
F1  Commercial Real 0.90 19.71 37.66 74.02 0.98
F2 Industrial Real % » * i %
G Qil, Gas, Minerals 1.08 9.34 66.66 96.96 1.00
J  Ltilities 0.88 23.93 54.83 7741 113
L1 Commercial Personal 1.01 10.36 67.39 91.30 0.97
L2 Industrial Personal * % * * o
M  Cther Personal ” » » = *
O Residential Inventory i » » . !
S Soecial Inventory * ¥, i i ®
Cverall 0.98 13.26 58.34 84.97 1.03
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

073 Falls A Single-Family Residence 0.95 16.56 44.09 80.90 1.03
B Multi-Family Residence 5 " i e b

C Vacant Lots * * * ki 2

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.96 1725 50.00 71.29 1.03

F1  Commercial Real 0.92 7.83 84.00 92.00 1.02

F2 Industrial Real 5 . o 2 *

G  0il, Gas, Minerals % " * % i

J  Utilities 0.94 12.88 47.22 8333 0.99

L1 Commercial Personal 1.01 18.78 51.42 82.85 1.07

L2 Industrial Personal w i e 3 R

M  Other Personal * * Ly & »

O Residential Inventory #* if # 5 4

S Special Inventory b & 2 # -

Overall 0.95 16.56 46.34 79.06 1.06

074 Fannin A Single-Family Residence 0.98 17.83 46.37 78.26 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence o * e # e

C Vacant Lots o . % » oy

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.94 20.17 33.99 69.95 1.05

F1  Commercial Real 0.94 24.48 28.57 68.57 1.10

F2 Industrial Real * % . = *

G Oil, Gas, Minerals * . * * »

J  Utilities 0.94 262 91.66 100.00 1.01

L1 Commercial Personal 1.01 17.91 65.95 82.97 1.05

L2 Industrial Personal * » * * *

M  Other Personal i 2 . * *

0 Residential Inventory 3 % * & *

S Special Inventory al ! " . v

Overall 0.97 18.60 4441 76.22 1.04

075 Fayette A Single-Family Residence 0.95 10.15 59.89 93.90 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence b o % g #

C Vacant Lots - i 2 ol *

D Rural Real (Market Value) 0.97 13.21 51.03 84.82 1.03

F1  Commercial Real 0.93 9.70 56.89 94.82 1.03

F2 Industrial Real * i 4 ? "

G  0il, Gas, Minerals 0.98 12.18 68.93 91.26 1.02

J  Utilities 0.97 16.13 69.56 86.95 1.06

L1 Commercial Personal 0.97 18.71 55.00 70.00 1.05

L2 Industrial Personal i by P o x

M  Other Personal » * i * »

O Residential Inventory " i * i *

S Special Inventory 2 i & ¥ i

Overall 0.96 12.00 62.08 89.92 1.01

076 Fisher A Single-Family Residence 1.03 15.97 46.47 80.28 1.03
B Multi-Family Residence " . # » "

C  Vacant Lots » » » * e

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 7.77 77.27 97.72 0.99

F1  Commercial Real i > s ¥ »

F2 Industrial Real * * * ® *

G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.04 3.85 93.75 100.00 1.03

J  Utilities 0.95 8.14 63.63 90.90 1.06

L1 Commercial Personal 0.99 3.98 88.23 100.00 0.99

L2 Industrial Personal N # i o *

M  Other Personal * * * n "

0 Residential Inventory * 3 g » »

S  Special Inventory i . # ¥ v

Overall 1.01 11.03 65.40 89.30 1.04
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

CAD# CAD Name

Category Description

Median

cob

10% of
Median

25% of
Median

Price Diff

077 Floyd

078 Foard

079 Fort Bend

080 Franklin

-

—
C\B""'Uﬁw>

wozTEC-OJION®E LOETLC

OmTON®m>

WG g 15 A -

mogs:‘—mmjchm>

Single-Family Residence
Multi-Family Residence
Vacant Lots

Rural Real (Market Value)
Commercial Real
Industrial Real

Qil, Gas, Minerals
Utilities

Commercial Personal
Industrial Personal
Other Personal
Residential Inventory
Special Inventory

0.92

*

*

0.98

o
O
wu

* * % *k k* * *k *

33.30
*

*

7.70
1047

*

* *k k k Kk Kk ok

46.39
*

*

75.00
52.50

85.56
*

*

95.00
95.00

* ok ok ok ok ok kK

1.14
*

*

1.03
0.98

Overall

Single-Family Residence
Multi-Family Residence
Vacant Lots

Rural Real (Market Value)
Commercial Real
Industrial Real

0il, Gas, Minerals
Utilities

Commercial Personal
Industrial Personal
Other Personal
Residential Inventory
Special Invéntory

o
O
(=)}

1.03
0.93

1.03

* k kR Kk k ok

20.68
16.09

23.83
*

871

* k ok Kk ok

88.37
80.00

64.00

100.00
*

k ok ok kK

Overall

Single-Family Residence
Multi-Family Residence
Vacant Lots

Rural Real (Market Value)
Commercial Real
Industrial Real

0il, Gas, Minerals
Utilities

Commercial Personal
Industrial Personal
Other Personal
Residential Inventory
Special Inventory

0.99
0.97
0.96
0.96
0.95
0.98

0.95
1.00

12.23
5.04
6.04
7.40

16.19
8.01

9.07
5.86
*

7857
98.02
100.00
94.50
7323
95.50
*

92.30
94.00
*

Overall

Single-Family Residence
Multi-Family Residence
Vacant Lots

Rural Real (Market Value)
Commercial Real
Industrial Real

Dil, Gas, Minerals
Utilities

Commercial Personal
ndustrial Personal
Jther Personal
Residential Inventory
Special Inventory

0.97
0.97

1.00
0.97

*

* kR ok ok Kk kK ¥k ¥

6.41
8.15

1799
111

*

* % * %k * k k k

(=23
)
B R PG e

95.55
97517

86.95
90.47
*

= =
88 «

Dverall

0.99

12.13

69.36

.t********

O
oo

g*********

—
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

081 Freestone A Single-Family Residence 1.00 14.04 60.57 83.65 1.05
B Multi-Family Residence % o # i *

C Vacant Lots i % if % %

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.03 20.31 50.66 72.00 1.08

F1  Commercial Real ¥ 2 b * 5

F2 Industrial Real * » # » i

G  Oil, Gas, Minerals 0.99 3.86 95.91 97.95 1.00

J  Utilities 0.95 1217 61.11 88.88 1.00

L1 Commercial Personal A e * * *

L2 Industrial Personal * * Py i *

M  Other Personal » * b i »

0 Residential Inventory * * # 3 5

S Special Inventory % S * e *

Overall 1.00 12.40 68.05 85.62 1.05

082 Frio A Single-Family Residence 0.97 11.60 55.38 89.23 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence " * * * =

C  Vacant Lots % » * r ¥

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.04 9.67 59.57 93.61 1.00

F1  Commercial Real 0.98 12.70 7250 87.50 1.06

F2 Industrial Real * > & * *

G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.03 8.17 7741 93.54 1.04

J  Utilities 1.00 5.11 1117 100.00 0.99

L1 Commercial Personal 0.94 6.53 76.19 100.00 0.97

L2 Industrial Personal i o i ot *

M  Other Personal . i i - »

O Residential Inventory * e = * i

S Special Inventory * @ L 2 *

Overall 1.00 10.38 66.19 93.42 1.03

083 Gaines A Single-Family Residence 0.96 14.77 4545 81.81 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence 5 * " i kil

C Vacantlots ¥ il * " .

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.86 1817 40.00 80.00 1.09

F1  Commercial Real 0.95 17.76 39.13 73.91 117

F2 Industrial Real % » * " *

G Oil, Gas, Minerals 0.99 6.59 84.84 96.96 0.98

J  Utilities * ke " * L

L1 Commercial Personal * & * - *

L2 Industrial Personal ” * e " -

M Other Personal " * * * »

O  Residential Inventory » g 4 " =

S Special Inventory * 3 * * i

Overall ; 0.96 14.07 51.49 82.03 0.94

084 Galveston A Single-Family Residence 0.96 8.15 79.71 96.18 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence 0.99 9.33 62.90 95.16 1.06

C  Vacant Lots 0.97 13.87 61.16 77.66 1.02

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.99 717 75.86 96.55 1.02

F1  Commercial Real 0.92 12.67 64.70 89.30 0.89

F2 Industrial Real * * e - »

G  Qil, Gas, Minerals * " . ” o

J  Utilities » A * * »

L1 Commercial Personal * b it * .

L2 Industrial Personal » o * ® 2

M  Other Personal » 5 * * %*

O Residential Inventory ko ) f * i

S  Special Inventory " ” * ki %

Overall 0.96 9.26 76.21 93.80 1.00
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of

CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median cop Median Median Price Diff
085 Garza A Single-Family Residence 0.92 15.66 4137 79.31 0.95
B Multi-Family Residence . i » i *
C  Vacant Lots i * ¥ x *
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.96 17.60 40.00 75.00 0.95
F1 Commercial Real ] * x * .
F2 Industrial Real i ¥, & X »
G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.02 9.68 63.33 93.33 1.02
J  Utilities ” » > £ *
L1 Commercial Personal 4 " * ¥ *
L2 Industrial Personal o Vi * ¥ *
M  Other Personal 4 = s . *
O  Residential Inventory * " * - ¥
S Spedial Inventory ¥ * i . %
Overall 1.00 13.03 48.27 83.90 0.96
086 Gillespie A Single-Family Residence 0.99 6.63 80.78 96.50 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence * 2 > o *
C  VacantLots * 3 % ¥ %
D  Rural Real (Market Value} 0.98 10.93 65.73 86.71 1.01
F1  Commercial Real 1.00 748 72.00 96.00 1.00
F2 Industrial Real % o = » o
G  Qil, Gas, Minerals * * * t T
J  Utilities # " ’ . >
L1 Commercial Personal " * * ¥ .
L2 Industrial Personal s 7 X » o
M  Other Personal o = o s o
O  Residential Inventory * * * * *
S Special Inventory » * 4 * 2
Overall 0.98 8.29 75.56 92.69 1.01
087 Glasscock A Single-Family Residence ¥ o 5 N %
B Multi-Family Residence A » g i3 %
C  Vacant Lots i % ¥ * ¥
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.01 1317 70.00 85.00 0.99
F1 Commercial Real * i ® 1 .
F2 Industrial Real o % * * b4
G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.01 6.69 76.47 95.58 0.99
J  Utilities iy e ® % "
L1 Commercial Personal * * » 5 -
L2 Industrial Personal o " - » ”
M  Other Personal * 2 i o i
O Residential Inventory " . ® " »
S Special Inventory e o o 58 =
Overall 1.00 828 75.00 94.79 0.98
088 Goliad A Single-Family Residence 0.98 7.11 70.00 100.00 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence * ¥ 2 e g
C  Vacant Lots * 2 i3 % *
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.98 14.29 38.09 85.71 0.99
F1  Commercial Real i * i & .
F2 Industrial Real i i * it o
G  Jil, Gas, Minerals 0.98 8.01 80.00 90.00 0.95
J  Jtilities 0.97 12.71 66.66 77.77 0.91

L1 Zommercial Personal * i~ : .

L2 ndustrial Personal % * . s 4
M  Dther Personal o % ¥ * ¥
O  Residential Inventory i .. ¥ * *
S  Special Inventory » % * ¥ £
Overall 0.98 9.88 63.75 91.25 0.97
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

089 Gonzales A Single-Family Residence 0.97 9.72 62.36 94.62 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence y * 4 3 ¥
C  Vacant Lots i = i 5 i
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.01 12.37 58.62 83.90 1.03
F1  Commercial Real 0.97 10.18 60.86 86.95 0.97
F2 Industrial Real i ¥ i . *
G  Oil, Gas, Minerals 0.97 14.71 7272 90.90 0.93
J  Utilities 1.00 9.10 7142 95.23 1.00
L1 Commercial Personal 0.99 6.93 90.47 95.23 1.01
L2 Industrial Personal i % " . *
M  Other Personal * * » . <
0 Residential Inventory * » a ” ¥
S Special Inventory * % * Y b
Overall 0.99 10.76 63.67 91.40 0.99

090 Gray A Single-Family Residence 0.96 19.32 42.85 82.41 1.08
B Multi-Family Residence * # . ¥ =
C VacantLots * ¥ 5 * i
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.86 19.01 43.85 7192 0.97
F1  Commercial Real 0.93 1722 4375 81.25 0.95
F2 Industrial Real i . » ¥ »
G  Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.00 12.58 63.15 85.96 1.01
J  Utilities 1.00 20.89 38.88 1717 0.93
L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 14.86 65.51 86.20 0.98
L2 Industrial Personal & . % il -
M  Other Personal o ™ o - .
0 Residential Inventory * * # * =
S Special Inventory ¥ W 4 * y
Overall 0.96 737 50.14 82.99 0.94

091 Grayson A Single-Family Residence 1.00 8.63 76.84 93.13 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence 1.00 594 78.12 100.00 1.05
C  Vacant Lots 1.21 18.23 29.03 83.87 1.07
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.02 1743 57.01 80.18 1.08
F1  Commercial Real 0.98 13.53 59.87 80.25 1.02
F2 Industrial Real ® o4 ¥ % »
G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.01 8.53 66.66 95.55 1.00
J  Utilities 0.95 5.83 76.92 96.15 0.99
L1 Commercial Personal 0.99 8.14 7391 89.85 1.00
L2 Industrial Personal > * i » »
M  Other Personal » . . * .
O Residential Inventory » y ¥ * Y
S Special Inventory A . * * i
Overall 1.00 10.85 70.95 89.35 1.06

092 Gregg A Single-Family Residence 0.97 8.95 72.88 9433 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence 0.98 7.46 75.51 97.95 1.03
C Vacant Lots . * - » »
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.96 20.18 45.16 70.96 0.98
F1  Commercial Real 0.99 10.17 64.34 91.30 1.02
F2 Industrial Real » b x » »
G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.01 4.65 89.32 99.02 1.01
J  Utilities 0.97 1713 53.84 76.92 0.95
L1 Commercial Personal 1.01 8.28 78.02 92.30 0.97
L2 Industrial Personal » * " * »
M  Other Personal - s " * -
O Residential Inventory v " ¥ 4 %
S  Special Inventory i " = % %
Overall 0.98 940 71.39 92.79 0.99
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median cob Median Median Price Diff

093 Grimes A Single-Family Residence 0.94 10.88 55.93 95.76 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence % o A i »

C  Vacant Lots % & - * ¥

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.99 14.90 54.43 81.01 1.03

F1 Commercial Real 0.99 15.01 47.61 80.95 1.02

F2 Industrial Real » X ¥ i >

G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.04 8.78 7547 96.22 1.01

J  Utilities 1.01 597 74.19 93.54 0.98

L1 Commercial Personal 0.90 13.61 50.00 90.00 1.00

L2 Industrial Personal % o * * +

M  Other Personal * * " i *

O Residential Inventory = * . ~ z

S Special Inventory i * y . 2

Overall 0.98 12.06 59.31 88.19 0.98

094 Guadalupe A Single-Family Residence 1.00 6.84 82.63 9547 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence & o ¥ i B

C  VacantLots o - * b *

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.93 13.84 58.20 79.10 1.01

F1 Commercial Real 0.98 14.31 43.10 84.48 1.03

F2 Industrial Real » - ” o o

G  0il, Gas, Minerals i * i % *

J  Utilities 1.02 10.64 53.84 100.00 1.05

L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 3.95 88.37 97.67 1.01

L2 Industrial Personal b * i * 3

M  Other Personal . ) . » %

O Residential Inventory * i it * »

S Special Inventory * * o i *

Overall 1.00 8.59 72.76 92.47 1.04

095 Hale A Single-Family Residence 0.95 10.21 62.30 92.14 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence " * # % i

C VacantLots * x* . ¥ )

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.98 11.68 64.35 81.18 1.02

F1 Commercial Real 0.88 19.30 32.20 69.49 0.93

F2 Industrial Real * o » * *

G  Oil, Gas, Minerals 2 % o " o

J  Utilities o * " ® *

L1 Commercial Personal ® * * * *

L2 Industrial Personal * * * * *

M  Other Personal & el i * o

O Residential Inventory * o * * *

S Spedial Inventory : % " & *

Overall 0.96 11.22 65.57 88.09 0.97

096 Hall A Single-Family Residence 1.02 25.29 52.00 74.66 1.16
B Multi-Family Residence » i o % o

C VacantLots ¢ . i » >

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 28.17 42.85 60.00 122

F1  Commercial Real 0.95 15.44 1177 91.66 11

F2 industrial Real » ” » i o

G il Gas, Minerals - & o £ i

) Utilities * » " * r

L1 Zommercial Personal * o y * *

L2  ndustrial Personal * * * * *

M  Dther Personal i 2 o % i

O Residential Inventory ) iy z * 4

S Special Inventory x ” N ¥ *

Dverall 1.00 20.62 60.55 80.55 1.12
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median cob Median Median Price Diff

097 Hamilton A Single-Family Residence 1.02 1493 37.22 85.40 1.04
B Multi-Family Residence q 2 o 4 :

C Vacant Lots * . o * "

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 11.09 61.33 92.00 0.98

F1  Commercial Real 1.02 28.82 25.00 67.30 1.18

F2 Industrial Real = i * Ly iy

G Oil, Gas, Minerals i * i » N

J  Utilities 0.97 474 100.00 100.00 1.04

L1 Commercial Personal % * i ) 5

L2 Industrial Personal ¥ i3 * * i

M  Other Personal - " 3 ) »

0 Residential Inventory i y: * * *

S Special Inventory » # * ¥ %

Overall 1.00 16.49 43.06 83.94 1.07

098 Hansford A Single-Family Residence 0.96 13.84 62.33 80.51 1.04
B Multi-Family Residence s o * 5 *

C Vacant Lots b 5 > % .

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.95 9.72 80.00 90.00 o |

F1 Commercial Real » * ¥ 2 ¥

F2 Industrial Real * i 2 * %

G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.01 33.66 45.91 7232 1.05

J Utilities 1.11 54.59 30.00 60.00 133

L1 Commercial Personal * v » X o

L2 Industrial Personal o * * » *

M  Other Personal n ® » . i

O  Residential Inventory " * i » ®

S  Special Inventory X # i 3 %

Overall 0.99 27.21 5217 75.36 0.96

099 Hardeman A Single-Family Residence 0.98 16.00 64.63 84.14 1.04
B Multi-Family Residence o & i * g

C Vacant Lots 5, " " » *

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.97 12.37 64.28 83.33 1.03

F1  Commercial Real ! 4 e » »

F2 Industrial Real * * i a »

G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.01 5.10 84.84 93.93 1.01

J  Utilities 0.99 12.88 58.33 83.33 1.01

L1 Commercial Personal 0.96 417 100.00 100.00 0.97

L2 Industrial Personal 2 i Y » i

M  Other Personal = » » » b

O Residential Inventory # * « * *

S Special Inventory * i 2 v *

Overall 0.98 12.56 69.66 85.95 1.02

100 Hardin A Single-Family Residence 0.98 6.16 84.52 96.59 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence i " * b o

C  VacantLots % g . " 2

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.96 469 94.18 97.67 0.98

F1  Commercial Real 0.97 486 88.09 100.00 1.00

F2 Industrial Real * * " * L

G  0il, Gas, Minerals 0.99 9.96 64.86 91.89 0.97

J  Utilities 1.00 6.97 75.00 94.44 1.00

L1 Commercial Personal » * . o -

L2 Industrial Personal * * 5 * »

M  Other Personal * * * * -

O Residential Inventory 5 * " . ¥

S  Special Inventory 1 o " % »

Overall 0.97 6.28 83.58 96.56 0.99
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

101 Harris A Single-Family Residence 0.99 577 85.65 98.59 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence 0.97 11.24 63.66 89.92 1.00
C VacantLots 0.90 19.82 30.40 1251 1.12
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.87 25.10 29.03 67.74 1.18
F1  Commercial Real 0.95 14.60 50.48 82.84 1.01
F2 Industrial Real y: * : i i
G O0il, Gas, Minerals * % : * g
J  Utilities 1.00 11.55 68.18 81.81 0.95
L1 Commercial Personal 0.97 8.33 72.96 93.70 1.00
L2 Industrial Personal e ® > » x
M  Other Personal x % * % *
O Residential Inventory & s % 2 2
S Special Inventory 4 ¥ s r »
Overall 0.98 7.85 78.15 94.30 1.05

102 Harrison A Single-Family Residence 1.00 8.99 7145 94.50 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence 4 . x b i
C VacantLots * ¥ ¥ ® ¥
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.92 23.66 36.00 63.20 0.95
F1  Commercial Real 1.00 8.93 68.88 91.11 0.98
F2 Industrial Real * * * * *
G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.02 10.59 60.15 91.72 1.00
J  Utilities 1.00 15.94 62.50 87.50 0.94
L1 Commercial Personal 1.02 8.61 77.50 87.50 1.03
L2 Industrial Personal o - ” ¥ *
M  Other Personal * ¥ ® * *
O Residential Inventory o ® % i 5
S Special Inventory i A a: ! %
Overall 1.00 11.51 64.54 88.70 0.99

103 Hartley A Single-Family Residence 1.00 13.08 37.50 91.66 0.97
B  Multi-Family Residence * i . r 4
C  Vacant Lots ® ” i 5 x
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.96 947 73.33 91.11 0.96
F1  Commercial Real 0.98 7.94 2.7 100.00 1.02
F2 Industrial Real * * * o ?
G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.06 6.63 80.64 100.00 1.01
J  Utilities 1.00 6.67 66.66 100.00 0.99
L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 16.55 4545 72.72 0.99
L2 Industrial Personal * * ol » *
M  Other Personal ¥ R i * *
O Residential Inventory 5 e i . %
S Special Inventory T A " % =
Overall 1.00 10.41 61.24 89.92 0.98

104 Haskell A Single-Family Residence 0.98 11.86 68.18 83.76 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence i # i i 2
C  VacantLots i » » i 3
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.89 17.75 34.78 72.46 1.00
F1 Commercial Real 0.73 23.10 3333 7142 1.09
F2 Industrial Real * X " » *
G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.02 7.56 70.83 95.83 1.00
] Utilities 0.94 13.59 53.84 76.92 0.89
L1 Commercial Personal 0.99 5.09 92.85 100.00 1.01
L2 Industrial Personal * . o ¥ ®
M  Other Personal x * o . *
O Residential Inventory # i £ * .
S  Special Inventory i * * i k!
Overall 0.97 1345 60.51 81.55 1.02
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median cop Median Median Price Diff

105 Hays A Single-Family Residence 0.99 5.58 85.85 98.63 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence 0.98 5.10 94.44 97.22 0.98

C  Vacant Lots 0.98 9.74 73.03 89.70 1.01

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.97 755 78.26 94.78 1.01

F1  Commercial Real 0.99 6.82 83.33 91.66 1.01

F2 Industrial Real ¥ A o * 4

G  Oil, Gas, Minerals % * . . =

J  Utilities 1.01 6.27 71.77 100.00 1.00

L1 Commercial Personal 0.99 5.56 88.46 92.30 1.00

L2 Industrial Personal » 2 y * "

M  Other Personal i * ¢ & 1

0  Residential Inventory * % i * *

S Special Inventory i ® ¥ i x

Overall 0.99 6.49 82,62 96.47 1.00

106 Hemphill A Single-Family Residence 0.96 12.57 60.00 90.00 1.04
B Multi-Family Residence i i (2 » %

C  Vacant Lots * . o » »

D  Rural Real (Market Value) * ¥ * o *

F1  Commercial Real % * % " x

F2 Industrial Real ¥ ol Vi 2 .

G  Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.03 13.92 45.76 83.05 0.98

J  Utilities 3, y » bl i

L1 Commercial Personal * » 2 b »

L2 Industrial Personal * ¥ . * w

M  Other Personal A * * : -

0 Residential Inventory » . # i .

S Special Inventory * % " . #

Overall 1.01 14.46 51.61 84.94 0.98

107 Henderson A Single-Family Residence 0.98 12.50 64.22 86.69 1.04
B Multi-Family Residence * ¥ * & 2

C  Vacant Lots 1.00 2917 45,62 70.04 115

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.97 15.07 55.82 79.12 1.05

F1  Commercial Real 0.97 5.42 90.69 95.34 0.96

F2 Industrial Real 2 # < ” .

G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.00 10.63 75.00 85.00 1.02

J Utilities 0.95 21.79 74.07 74.07 1.09

LT Commercial Personal 0.99 8.31 77.14 97.14 0.98

L2 Industrial Personal % % * * A

M  Other Personal & * ¥ . *

O Residential Inventory * % * ’ .

S Special Inventory » . * : d

Overall 0.99 15.58 59.36 81.77 1.07

108 Hidalgo A Single-Family Residence 0.96 10.50 71.05 89.77 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence 0.96 12.02 51.28 89.74 0.96

C Vacant Lots 0.97 7.74 77 .47 96.70 0.98

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.97 11.49 63.72 90.19 1.02

F1  Commercial Real 0.96 7.09 78.22 98.15 0.99

F2 Industrial Real * * * * o

G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.00 25.81 44.44 61.11 1.13

J  Utilities 1.00 5.80 80.00 100.00 1.04

L1 Commercial Personal 1.01 837 78.60 93.44 1.01

L2 Industrial Personal " » » " =

M  Other Personal i 3 " * i

0 Residential Inventory g * . " »

S Special Inventory o ¥ » . *

Overall 0.97 9.68 72.88 92.44 1.02
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

109 Hill A Single-Family Residence 1.00 13.69 62.45 85.21 1.04
B Multi-Family Residence 2 ¢ * P .
C VacantLots 1.08 59.41 25.00 42.18 1.38
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 26.69 36.98 69.86 1.10
F1  Commercial Real 1.00 13.64 67.81 83.90 1.05
F2 Industrial Real i i - * *
G  0il, Gas, Minerals s e * . *
J  Utilities 0.97 8.65 64.40 9491 1.04
L1 Commercial Personal 1.01 6.31 86.44 93.22 1.02
L2 Industrial Personal * e * %* %
M  Other Personal ¥ * % * *
O Residential Inventory i ” 2 ¥ *
S Special Inventory 4 il 5 . *
Overall 1.00 19.62 55.72 79.62 1.10

110 Hockley A Single-Family Residence 0.87 16.28 4342 80.64 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence * * ¥ * *
C \VacantLots 5 " o d A
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.94 18.76 36.36 74.74 0.98
F1  Commercial Real 0.86 2258 4583 75.00 115
F2 Industrial Real % » 2 F "
G O0il, Gas, Minerals 1.01 6.34 81.11 95.55 1.02
J  Utilities 1.01 13.27 60.00 90.00 1.04
L1 Commercial Personal * 5 g > *
L2 Industrial Personal * * * 5 ¥
M  Other Personal " o » .3 *
O Residential Inventory » p 4 * %
S Spedcial Inventory o " * ¥ »
Overall 0.91 16.64 40.89 80.67 0.91

111 Hood A Single-Family Residence 0.99 12.22 62.63 85.71 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence o * 7 & 4
C Vacant Lots » 5 * % *
D Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 14.93 48.23 83.52 1.07
F1 Commercial Real 0.99 13.16 48.38 87.09 1.06
F2 Industrial Real " * * & i
G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.01 7.95 7272 93.93 1.04
J  Utilities 0.94 1032 50.00 90.00 1.06
L1 Commercial Personal i * * . *
L2 Industrial Personal * s i . %
M  Other Personal x o # " »
O Residential Inventory ¥ » * % ¥
S  Special Inventory . * * * al
Qverall 1.00 1252 58.06 85.92 1.07

112 Hopkins A Single-Family Residence 0.98 9.85 68.67 93.39 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence * * iy i i
C  Vacantlots > % r o o
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.99 12.67 54.74 87.50 1.04
F1 Commercial Real 0.90 1573 36.00 84.00 1.02
F2 Industrial Real i * * * *
G  Oil, Gas, Minerals 3t i * i *
J Utilities P x » iy =
L1 Commercial Personal X » i * ¥
L2 industrial Personal » ¥ 4 2 ¥
M  Dther Personal . 4 - & i3 »
O  Residential Inventory » " v % i
S Special Inventory > * * » *
Dverall 0.98 11.18 63.58 89.85 1.02
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

\

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

113 Houston A Single-Family Residence 0.97 12.44 62.60 87.80 1.03
B Multi-Family Residence 4 % " i i

C VacantLots * * i 6 >

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.99 9.99 60.31 95.23 1.02

F1  Commercial Real 1.03 16.42 48.48 81.81 0.91

F2 Industrial Real » 2 " 4 .

G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.02 741 76.47 97.05 1.01

| Utilities 0.97 9.31 7142 91.42 0.94

L1 Commercial Personal 1513 45.13 21.73 56.52 1.39

L2 Industrial Personal 2 ¥ * g »

M  Other Personal d 3 » = .

O Residential Inventory = o i * *

S Special Inventory " i * i '

Overall 0.98 13.67 60.16 86.92 1.00

114 Howard A Single-Family Residence 0.96 14.28 56.16 84.24 1.03
B Multi-Family Residence & * ¥ 2 i

C  Vacant Lots . * it 4 *

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.94 9.11 1.5 83.33 1.02

F1  Commercial Real 1.00 16.72 50.00 78.12 1.05

F2 Industrial Real 2 o » % i

G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.01 749 82.75 95.40 1.01

J Utilities 1.00 6.43 80.95 100.00 1.04

L1 Commercial Personal 1.03 16.69 51.61 77.41 1.05

L2 Industrial Personal . " # 5 »

M  Other Personal . oo * o >

O Residential Inventory 3 i o » i

S Special Inventory & * i 2 *

Overall 0.98 12.63 64.17 86.86 1.01

115 Hudspeth A Single-Family Residence 0.99 3.95 90.59 96.58 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence » * » * *

C VacantLots 1.00 14.53 69.36 88.28 1.05

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.95 18.81 51.61 75.26 0.98

F1  Commercial Real 0.98 4.08 91.89 97.29 1.00

F2 Industrial Real * " » ol "

G  0il, Gas, Minerals * * i 2 »

J  Utilities 1.00 2.00 100.00 100.00 1.02

L1 Commercial Personal * s " » *

L2 Industrial Personal ¥ * X » *

M  Other Personal ® ” » ¥ *

O  Residential Inventory * * g il .

S Special Inventory : 2 o 4 *

Overall 0.99 10.96 74.79 87.53 1.02

116 Hunt A Single-Family Residence 0.99 14.75 57.55 81.83 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence 0.97 10.26 71.79 84.61 1.03

C  Vacant Lots 1.00 18.89 65.95 8297 1.1

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 2291 39.83 70.95 1.10

F1  Commercial Real 0.87 19.97 4242 75.75 1.06

F2 Industrial Real iy s % » *

G  0il, Gas, Minerals o % » " *

J  Utilities 0.94 6.07 76.19 97.61 1.01

L1 Commercial Personal 0.99 9.12 75.00 97.50 1.03

L2 Industrial Personal % % b * *

M  Other Personal * * " » i

O  Residential Inventory * . * 4 "

S Special Inventory * % w i *

Overall 0.98 16.66 53.94 79.25 1.09
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

: 10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median ()] Median Median Price Diff

117 Hutchinson A Single-Family Residence 0.99 7.53 84.24 93.15 0.99
B Multi-Family Residence ;2 * ¥ 2 »
C  Vacant Lots * * s * *
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.53 39.28 21.42 46.42 0.95
F1  Commercial Real 0.90 1042 66.66 91.66 0.99
F2 Industrial Real * = . % .
G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.07 11.37 65.00 90.00 1.03
J  Utilities 1.05 51.19 25.00 56.25 1.15
L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 243 86.95 100.00 1.00
L2 Industrial Personal * % i * *
M  Other Personal o * " % »
O  Residential Inventory ” * * * ¥
S Spedial Inventory % * % o :
Overall 1.00 13.62 66.38 84.72 0.95

118 Irion A Single-Family Residence 0.89 10.21 72.72 90.90 0.99
B Multi-Family Residence * . * e i
C  Vacantlots * * ¥ i .
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.77 25.58 30.00 60.00 1.06
F1 Commercial Real * * 4 i ¥
F2 Industrial Real * * * % *
G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.06 13.25 4347 91.30 0.98
J  Utilities * = v * *
L1 Commercial Personal * * . . =
L2 Industrial Personal > % # ¥ r
M  Other Personal ® <4 * * *
O Residential Inventory ¥ » " % i
S Special Inventory * * 5 ¢ e
Overall 0.92 15.64 50.70 81.69 0.88

119 Jack A Single-Family Residence 0.97 7.93 72.28 100.00 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence * X " s *
C Vacant Lots i * " n ;.
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 13.92 56.17 79.77 1.04
F1 Commercial Real 0.98 8.88 80.00 9333 1.04
F2 Industrial Real " * i " i
G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.02 9.75 68.00 92.00 1.00
J  Utilities 0.89 15.28 40.00 80.00 1.01
L1 Commercial Personal " o i 5 .
L2 Industrial Personal - * * * *
M  Other Personal * i o r i
O  Residential Inventory ad * ® * »
S Special Inventory » ¥ ¥ " &
Dverall 1.00 11.06 63.24 88.41 1.04

120 Jackson A Single-Family Residence 0.94 11.90 59.09 90.15 1.00
B  Multi-Family Residence - * * e ¥ i
C VacantLots = % ¥ * »
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.90 2443 36.66 76.66 1.07
F1 Commercial Real 091 15.31 52.50 77.50 0.95
F2 Industrial Real * ¥ * * ®
G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.06 14.13 5555 84.44 1.00
J  Utilities 1.00 5.96 TR T 88.88 1.00
L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 16.32 57.89 81.57 0.94
L2 Industrial Personal . i " i *
M  Other Personal * * > * *
O  Residential Inventory * = 5 * *
S  Special Inventory > & i B 5
Overall 0.94 16.67 52.68 81.98 0.94
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

121 Jasper A Single-Family Residence 0.81 30.98 27.77 61.66 1.20
B Multi-Family Residence * i 2 ¥ S

C  Vacant Lots 1.00 81.55 15.15 21.21 2415

D Rural Real (Market Value) 0.91 28.96 56.25 73.75 115

F1  Commercial Real 0.98 15.62 53.84 78.20 1.03

F2 Industrial Real " 2 g . o

G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.02 6.37 79.41 100.00 0.99

) Utilities 1.00 7.63 70.00 86.66 1.00

L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 12.26 82.60 91.30 1.10

L2 Industrial Personal * i " * "

M  Other Personal i # A . ¥

0 Residential Inventory < $ 5 ¥ *

S Special Inventory » * > - *

Overall 0.94 28.00 4213 67.24 1.07

122 Jeff Davis A Single-Family Residence 0.98 8.94 7323 94.36 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence Yy i " i !

C VacantLots 1135 30.67 26.89 53.78 152

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 12.18 70.45 86.36 1.03

F1  Commercial Real 0.98 3.11 100.00 100.00 0.99

F2 Industrial Real » ® o & -

G  0il, Gas, Minerals » iy ® i *

J  Utilities » 3 * % i

L1 Commercial Personal . * » " s

L2 Industrial Personal i L » ? "

M  Other Personal * * g s g

O Residential Inventory ¥ ' * - »

S Special Inventory * 47 # i »

Overall 1.03 27.03 49.04 65.39 133

123 Jefferson A Single-Family Residence 0.97 6.03 89.12 96.02 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence » ¥ * * .

C VacantLots 0.98 4.55 88.46 100.00 1.00

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.98 11.16 70.96 90.32 1.03

F1  Commercial Real 0.97 12.99 60.40 91.27 0.99

F2 Industrial Real = " & . .

G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.03 5.40 83.33 100.00 1.02

J  Utilities 1.01 10.81 69.44 83.33 0.99

L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 17.59 71.55 89.90 1.09

L2 Industrial Personal * * * * *

M  Other Personal - - o » .

O  Residential Inventory b » » ® :

S Special Inventory o * ¥ - »

Overall 0.98 9.69 77.61 93.96 1.03

124 Jim Hogg A Single-Family Residence 0.99 7.24 7333 100.00 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence * o r & »

C Vacant Lots » . g » i

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.94 8.06 75.00 100.00 0.99

F1  Commercial Real * * * o *

F2 Industrial Real * * " » .

G  0il, Gas, Minerals 0.99 6.64 85.71 95.23 0.99

J  Utilities * e i b &

L1 Commercial Personal . 2 * * *

L2 Industrial Personal * » # " #

M  Other Personal * x ' i g

O  Residential Inventory % 4 % o i

S Special Inventory - o * 4 *

Overall 0.97 7.61 76.47 98.52 1.00
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

125 Jim Wells A Single-Family Residence 0.96 6.18 85.07 97.76 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence ¥ * * » *
C VacantLots * & @ " *
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.96 9.92 7241 . 90.80 1.04
F1  Commercial Real 0.96 6.43 79.16 100.00 0.96
F2 Industrial Real * . e * o
G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.00 10.69 84.37 87.50 1.02
J  Utilities 0.97 135 81.25 93.75 0.98
L1 Commercial Personal 1.02 490 91.30 95.65 1.02
L2 Industrial Personal : 2 u i i
M  Other Personal ¥ 2 * i -
O Residential Inventory - % 3 % id
S  Special Inventory ? & * . 3
Overall 0.97 8.04 78.91 94.57 1.01

126 Johnson A Single-Family Residence 0.99 9.88 7241 92.91 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence 0.90 14.11 40.00 80.00 0.99
C  Vacant Lots 1.03 17.54 5144 80.76 1.05
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.99 16.39 58.62 79.31 1.04
F1  Commercial Real 0.80 24.25 30.71 63.39 1.19
F2 Industrial Real 2 % . * =
G  0il, Gas, Minerals " * . » »
J  Utilities 0.97 7.95 68.57 97.14 1.08
L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 36.36 47.54 57.37 1.13
L2 Industrial Personal % ® X * *
M  Other Personal * * * * s
O  Residential Inventory # " 3 * iy
S Special Inventory . i * > x
Overall 0.99 14.33 62.12 84.83 1.19

127 Jones A Single-Family Residence 1.02 10.22 58.72 95.74 0.99
B Multi-Family Residence % % . . &
C  VacantLots * * " . »
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.97 7.97 78.78 95.95 1.00
F1  Commercial Real 0.95 8.62 67.24 96.55 0.98
F2 Industrial Real » * o 5 C
G  Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.01 5.04 90.69 95.34 1.02
J  Utilities 0.94 7.00 62.50 100.00 0.96
L1 Commercial Personal 0.99 8.58 76.92 89.74 0.99
L2 Industrial Personal » #* » . *
M  Other Personal N i ® ¥ "
O Residential Inventory 2 ’ 4 5 ¥
S Special Inventory i * ? % *
Overall 0.99 9.36 68.07 94.57 1.02

128 Karnes A Single-Family Residence 0.96 9.26 7543 92.98 1.02
B  Multi-Family Residence i & 2 #* i
C  VacantLots x * * * *
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.99 16.57 50.00 76.92 1.07
F1  Commercial Real 097 11.76 58.97 87.17 1.02
F2 Industrial Real 2 B ¥ 7 2
G Qil, Gas, Minerals 1.03 2142 51.02 75.51 1.05
J  Utilities 0.97 6.67 68.42 100.00 1.02
L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 9.87 60.00 93.33 0.94
L2 Industrial Personal d o : i *
M  Other Personal * - i i f
O  Residential Inventory ® * ¥ ¥ =
S Special Inventory 2 * = i e
Overall 0.98 13.53 62.10 85.35 1.00
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

129 Kaufman A Single-Family Residence 0.99 7.60 78.40 96.42 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence x i i % r
C Vacant Lots * o i i i
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.99 18.80 55.48 80.00 1.00
F1  Commercial Real 0.89 16.03 36.58 78.04 1.02
F2 Industrial Real ke * % i *
G  0il, Gas, Minerals ¥ * o > st
J  Utilities i % % 4 T
L1 Commercial Personal 1.01 16.21 60.46 81.39 1.07
L2 Industrial Personal x o 4 ® .
M  Other Personal . o o % »
O Residential Inventory o % " ¥ $
S Special Inventory * * il b i
Overall 0.99 10.88 70.50 90.55 1.02
130 Kendall A Single-Family Residence 0.98 497 88.21 99.28 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence A 3 i . .l
C  VacantLots 1.01 6.57 76.53 96.93 1.00
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.01 8.54 80.24 90.12 1.04
F1  Commercial Real 0.97 12.22 60.41 83.33 1.04
F2 Industrial Real * * o3 i *
G  0il, Gas, Minerals i Uy * L "
J  Utilities i * s o ks
L1 Commercial Personal o ® * 2 *
L2 Industrial Personal 2 * . > .
M  Other Personal 2 o ® 2 .
O  Residential Inventory i i 3 i3 %
S Spedial Inventory i i 2 - o
Overall 0.99 6.85 79.37 96.23 1.03
131 Kenedy A Single-Family Residence * » e o i
B Multi-Family Residence . . ity # i

C  Vacant Lots # o :
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.91 1.46 100.00 100.00 0.98
F1  Commercial Real o * = " *
F2 Industrial Real * ¥ " L =
G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.02 9.64 72.22 83.33 0.99
J Utilities ¥ * * » *
L1 . Commercial Personal * * » 2 2
L2 Industrial Personal 2 " * e ;i
M  Other Personal » * » » ®
O  Residential Inventory 5 * " » "
S Special Inventory » i v o x
Overall 0.98 15.95 71.05 89.47 0.97
132 Kent A Single-Family Residence e iz » * i
B Multi-Family Residence # y g 4 x
C  Vacant Lots 4 X * * »
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.95 2.63 100.00 100.00 1.00
F1  Commercial Real i » o # *
F2 Industrial Real X - % v x
G  0il, Gas, Minerals i . 4 i »
J  Utilities i A ¥ * i
L1 Commercial Personal i 8 2 " *
L2 Industrial Personal * ~ 4 . ¥
M  Other Personal P " x » i
O  Residential Inventory " v o i ®,
S Special Inventory * i * o iy
Overall 0.97 9.99 75.00 81.25 0.95

School and Appraisal Districts’ Property Value Study: 2005 Preliminary Report 51



Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median cobD Median Median Price Diff

133 Kerr A Single-Family Residence 098 8.94 75.20 93.31 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence 7 ks 2 * »

C  Vacant Lots ¥ * T o ..

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.98 1293 64.70 83.19 1.02

F1  Commercial Real 1.00 9.72 76.56 92.18 1.06

F2 Industrial Real = * » * *

G  0il, Gas, Minerals » s = % o

J  Utilities = * o = X

L1 Commercial Personal 0.99 10.79 68.18 95.45 0.98

L2 Industrial Personal . i % & 2

M  Other Personal " ¥ ¥ i 2

O  Residential Inventory ¥ » ¥ il *

S Special Inventory % X i * i

Overall 0.98 10.51 71.15 89.45 1.01

134 Kimble A Single-Family Residence 0.95 733 7142 92.85 0.99
B Multi-Family Residence " * * * &

C  Vacant Lots % . > » 4

D Rural Real (Market Value) 1.01 115 47.82 91.30 0.97

F1  Commercial Real 0.96 13.07 4545 86.36 1.02

F2 Industrial Real e » . - *

G 0il, Gas, Minerals * * & * *

J  Utilities > ¥ * * .

L1 Commercial Personal x " * * 7

L2 Industrial Personal e % i » y:

M  Other Personal * i " %* L

O Residential Inventory * . b & g

S Special Inventory * * * > *

Overall 0.97 10.31 67.53 89.61 1.00

135 King A Single-Family Residence * 2 * " *
B  Multi-Family Residence et i 4 * *

C VacantLots » # * W *

D Rural Real (Market Value) 0.95 7.08 81.81 100.00 0.93

F1 Commercial Real * % i * o

F2 Industrial Real * ¥ d ” o

G  Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.01 8.09 5555 100.00 1.03

J  Utilities 4 ¥ i * *

L1 Commercial Personal * ” i * X

L2 Industrial Personal " % % i *

M  Other Personal % f o 4 i

O Residential Inventory i " » . *

S  Spedial Inventory 2 * ¥ X 13

Overall 1.00 7.79 68.96 96.55 1.00

136 Kinney A Single-Family Residence 0.97 8.09 70.49 95.08 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence i 2 " & i

C  VacantLots s i * * ;s

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.03 13.59 4285 89.28 0.99

F1 Commercial Real 0.97 5.21 89.47 100.00 0.96

F2 Industrial Real * * i * 2

G  0il, Gas, Minerals » s ¥ % ki

J  Utilities . : * 5 X

L1 Commercial Personal i x e ” .

L2 Industrial Personal % » 5 i "

M  Other Personal by » * x i

O Residential Inventory b ¥ ¥ & %

S  Special Inventory o " * * 5

Overall 0.98 9.14 68.14 91.15 1.01
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

137 Kleberg A Single-Family Residence 0.95 8.54 72.06 93.29 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence 0.97 14.07 70.58 76.47 112

C  Vacant Lots b 2 % o i

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.99 8.52 63.33 96.66 0.99

F1  Commercial Real 0.97 7.8 84.61 100.00 1.02

F2 Industrial Real 5 L i % "

G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.02 9.90 72.54 92.15 0.99

J  Utilities 0.97 9.06 62.06 93.10 1.00

L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 6.48 71.42 100.00 1.01

L2 Industrial Personal * ® s " o

M  Other Personal * - o 2 g

O  Residential Inventory il # i * =

S Special Inventory X . i % 4

Overall 0.98 9.10 70.82 93.20 0.98

138 Knox A Single-Family Residence 0.99 13.29 72.88 89.83 1.07
B Multi-Family Residence b ” ¥ 2 3

C  Vacant Lots 0 " ks A »

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.95 9.28 78.43 86.27 1.00

F1  Commercial Real i ¥ i . *

F2 Industrial Real N * #* * *

G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.03 18.23 50.00 88.88 1.09

J  Utilities 0.98 791 75.00 91.66 0.96

L1 Commercial Personal 0.99 409 90.47 100.00 1.00

L2 Industrial Personal % . o . *

M  Other Personal ¥ " * * e

O  Residential Inventory A b e * *

S Special Inventory ] * i & s

Overall 0.98 11.26 73.02 90.04 1.03

139 Lamar A Single-Family Residence 0.97 7.72 81.27 93.00 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence 0.94 12.49 69.56 82.60 1.02

C  Vacant Lots - % . . *

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.97 8.10 83.10 91.21 1.03

F1  Commercial Real 0.98 12.49 57.40 85.18 0.97

F2 Industrial Real 2 i » * *

G Oil, Gas, Minerals i i ¥ 5 *

J  Utilities 0.95 5.91 66.66 100.00 0.97

L1 Commercial Personal 1.01 12.83 64.15 77.35 1.04

L2 Industrial Personal " 2 . - i

M  Other Personal i 2 4 . »

0  Residential Inventory " » # * 2

S Special Inventory ¥ A * - »

Overall 0.97 8.71 78.38 91.30 1.01

140 Lamb A Single-Family Residence 1.02 16.14 46.82 80.92 0.96
B Multi-Family Residence * & 2 i 2

C VacantLots e b * . &

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.98 7.39 82.00 92.00 0.98

F1  Commercial Real 0.99 11.46 53.84 92.30 0.96

F2 Industrial Real * * * * *

G  0il, Gas, Minerals 4 i g & »

) Utilities 0.99 19.76 43.75 56.25 0.94

L1 Commercial Personal 0.99 403 93.33 98.66 0.98

L2 Industrial Personal S % . » *

M  Other Personal . * . ® *

O Residential Inventory » H o > *

S Special Inventory % s # & »

Overall 0.99 11.77 63.46 87.25 1.00
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median cop Median Median Price Diff

141 Lampasas A Single-Family Residence 1.00 8.67 76.22 95.90 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence * * » iz %
C VacantLots % * % i -
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 8.85 72.50 92.50 1.01
F1 Commercial Real 0.98 6.73 80.00 96.00 1.02
F2 Industrial Real * . * * *
G  0il, Gas, Minerals & o * * *
J  Utilities * i » * .
L1 Commercial Personal % p i i i
L2 Industrial Personal * * * i *
M  Other Personal % ¥ % i *
O Residential Inventory A i * 3 »
S Special Inventory B * x & ¥
Overall 1.00 8.53 75.52 95.31 1.05

142 LaSalle A Single-Family Residence 0.87 22,54 52.17 78.26 1.13
B Multi-Family Residence 3 * Pt . *
C  VacantLots 2 * % i %
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.70 37.03 23.07 4230 123
F1 Commercial Real 0.95 6.11 80.00 100.00 1.03
F2 Industrial Real » * * * %
G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.04 11.22 66.66 91.66 1.01
J  Utilities * iy " » =
L1 Commercial Personal * 5 * % b
L2 Industrial Personal * % 5 2 *
M  Other Personal X i 2 * i
O  Residential Inventory 4 . # 4 2
S Special Inventory X * * * "
Overall 0.96 2039 43.87 7142 0.97

143 Lavaca A Single-Family Residence 0.98 10.39 69.11 91.17 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence # * # e >
C  Vacant Lots * » » & -
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.01 15.08 50.00 81.13 1.04
F1  Commercial Real 0.94 10.52 57.89 91.22 1.04
F2 Industrial Real % f = * "
G  0il, Gas, Minerals 0.99 7.87 74.28 90.00 1.00
J  Utilities 0.95 2453 40.00 90.00 1.20
L1 Commercial Personal 1.01 18.75 58.82 76.47 1.14
L2 Industrial Personal > . % * *
M  Other Personal * X i > i
O Residential Inventory i 2 g X 4l
S  Special Inventory o » » 2 i
Overall 0.98 12.32 61.11 87.87 1.03

144 Lee A Single-Family Residence 0.96 11.50 65.47 89.28 0.98
B Multi-Family Residence " i o " *
C  Vacant Lots * hi * x ¥
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.99 11.02 62.50 91.25 1.01
F1  Commercial Real 0.93 1237 59.37 87.50 1.05
F2 Industrial Real * s . = "
G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.00 4,07 91.66 97.22 1.01
J  Utilities 1.00 4.10 90.00 100.00 0.98
L1 Commercial Personal 1.04 10.98 66.66 87.50 1.02
L2 Industrial Personal i * ® % »
M  Other Personal 2 * » » o
O  Residential Inventory * = ¥ £ 7
S Special Inventory . " * 5 .
Overall 0.99 9.72 67.54 91.72 1.00
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

145 Leon A Single-Family Residence 0.98 75.95 80.28 86.05 1.65
B Multi-Family Residence i ¢ ¢ = o

C  Vacant Lots 1.00 2.38 96.87 100.00 0.99

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 15.40 63.84 84.18 1.04

F1  Commercial Real 0.96 3.35 88.88 100.00 1.02

F2 Industrial Real » * A = b

G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.04 14.63 55.17 81.03 1.10

J Utilities 0.95 8.96 65.85 95.12 0.97

L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 12.06 76.47 88.23 1.00

L2 Industrial Personal 5 % ol » i

M  Other Personal hd it 4 i *

O  Residential Inventory 2 " @ ¢ *

S Special Inventory * * i » hd

Overall 1.00 34.32 7272 87.30 1.26

146 Liberty A Single-Family Residence 0.99 14.13 63.21 88.50 1.04
B Multi-Family Residence i R o i ™

C  Vacant Lots 0.98 14.91 51.96 81.10 1.02

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 13.47 60.50 85.71 1.05

F1  Commercial Real 0.97 14.13 51.80 86.74 1.05

F2 Industrial Real ;. a0 > o X

G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.02 794 74.60 96.82 0.99

J  Utilities 1.01 8.75 76.31 89.47 1.01

L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 13.23 52.50 82.50 1.03

L2 Industrial Personal = % . e "

M  Other Personal L b ul ® »

0 Residential Inventory o . * * i

S Special Inventory i i ¢ % A

Overall 1.00 13.23 61.50 87.80 1.00

147 Limestone A  Single-Family Residence 0.96 13.32 57.64 85.88 1.03
B Multi-Family Residence " » 4 * *

C  Vacant Lots o * o » »

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.97 13.71 53.37 83.10 1.04

F1  Commercial Real 0.99 14.27 43.47 86.95 0.98

F2 Industrial Real * b . 2 o

G  Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.01 6.42 83.07 95.38 1.04

J  Utilities 0.95 6.76 70.83 100.00 0.99

L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 471 78.57 100.00 1.03

L2 Industrial Personal » * 2 o by

M  Other Personal = . r 4 "

0 Residential Inventory . . ® * *

S Special Inventory * % * % e

Overall 0.99 11.80 58.10 88.28 1.02

148 Lipscomb A Single-Family Residence 0.94 17.27 47.29 75.67 1.06
B Multi-Family Residence » » . 2 "

C  Vacant Lots ¥ » * " i

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.92 12.10 55.00 85.00 1.00

F1  Commercial Real % i o i *

F2 Industrial Real » % o . "

G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.04 1142 59.28 91.42 1.03

J  Utilities % * i " *

L1 Commercial Personal * * * * *

L2 Industrial Personal * * * * *

M  Other Personal . > * i *

O Residential Inventory o i * " N

S Special Inventory * g 2y * o

Overall 0.99 14.29 54.23 83.84 0.99
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

149 Live Oak A Single-Family Residence 0.97 8.68 73.68 94.73 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence ¥ ¥ * * P

C  VacantLots % i & 4 :

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.95 8.95 60.71 96.42 0.97

F1  Commercial Real 0.97 11.18 56.75 89.18 1.02

F2 Industrial Real ¥ » * i »

G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.03 7.84 83.33 97.22 1.00

J  Utilities 1.00 461 83.33 100.00 0.98

L1 Commercial Personal * " * x *

L2 Industrial Personal * * * * *

M  Other Personal s * * * 4

O  Residential Inventory 5 d » i :

S  Special Inventory 4 e * % "

Overall 0.98 8.96 69.31 94.88 0.98

150 Llano A Single-Family Residence 0.98 557 87.17 99.48 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence # . : pe P

C VacantLots 1.00 11.58 62.06 86.20 1.08

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.99 6.82 72.50 100.00 1.02

F1  Commercial Real 0.98 10.71 58.33 91.66 1.02

F2 Industrial Real » X * * od

G  0il, Gas, Minerals - ! y * *

J  Utilities i % * ¥ ¥

L1 Commercial Personal e & il ¥ i

L2 Industrial Personal * * * " ”

M  Other Personal * * . 2 %

O Residential Inventory % = & i i

S Special Inventory * = % * b

Overall 0.99 7.96 74.66 94.66 1.02

151 Loving A Single-Family Residence » 3 x * vz
B Multi-Family Residence » * . i 2

C  Vacant Lots * > i % »

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.85 1.60 90.90 100.00 1.00

F1  Commercial Real 5 * * * *

F2 Industrial Real * % * 5 ¥

G 0il, Gas, Minerals * N * * "

J  Utilities B " * * 2

L1 Commercial Personal = * % " »

L2 Industrial Personal . i & * -2

M  Other Personal * *® i * )

O Residential Inventory * " - i i

S Spedial Inventory 2 i i * "

Overall 0.85 1.60 90.90 100.00 1.00

152 Lubbock A Single-Family Residence 0.99 11.06 67.64 91.98 1.02
B  Multi-Family Residence 0.99 7.89 69.42 94.21 1.00

C  VacantLots 1.00 6.62 7142 96.82 0.97

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 12.72 56.73 76.92 1.05

F1 Commercial Real 0.98 15.27 67.09 87.09 1.01

F2 Industrial Real * % * * %

G Qil, Gas, Minerals 1.00 11.26 67.74 87.09 0.99

J  Utilities 1.01 533 75.00 100.00 0.99

L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 445 89.16 97.50 1.00

L2 Industrial Personal % ® v ¥ %

M  Other Personal % » 4 i *

O Residential Inventory - i 5 ;i i

S  Special Inventory » * ™ ™ ¥

Overall 0.99 10.66 68.76 91.42 1.01
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median cob Median Median Price Diff

153 Lynn A Single-Family Residence 0.95 18.44 31.03 77.01 0.95
B Multi-Family Residence . * . * =
C  Vacant Lots 3 £ i % x
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 10.97 71.01 92.75 1.00
F1  Commercial Real 1.02 11.88 58.82 82.35 0.97
F2 Industrial Real . ¥ * » *
G  0il, Gas, Minerals 0.99 8.38 74.07 92.59 0.98
J  Utilities 1.02 10.13 7777 88.88 0.90
L1 Commercial Personal ® R i £ %"
L2 Industrial Personal o > * » -
M  Other Personal » = * € »
O Residential Inventory » 32 * » i
S Special Inventory i . = i *
Overall 0.98 15.31 46.62 81.75 0.95

154 Madison A Single-Family Residence 0.96 17.69 45.71 76.19 1.05
B Multi-Family Residence * o » » *
C  Vacant Lots » ¥ * i o
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 20.05 47.27 76.36 12
F1  Commercial Real 1.00 16.95 31.81 86.36 1.02
F2 Industrial Real ¥ * * & "
G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.03 14.75 74.19 93.54 1.1
J  Utilities 1.01 4.02 88.23 100.00 1.02
L1 Commercial Personal 1.07 27.57 35.00 55.00 1.16
L2 Industrial Personal * " > . v
M  Other Personal o » " . &
O Residential Inventory % g » ¢ »
S Special Inventory * o it . 2
Overall 1.00 17.87 46.00 80.80 1.07

155 Marion A Single-Family Residence 0.79 26.54 27.69 56.92 1.08
B Multi-Family Residence c: ¥ * % &
C  Vacant Lots ! * 5 " 5
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.89 21.24 25.80 7741 1.18
F1  Commercial Real 0.93 15.10 37.50 79.16 1.08
F2 Industrial Real 5 . 4 i .
G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.00 493 86.66 100.00 1.02
J  Utilities . & i x 3
L1 Commercial Personal X * ¥ * e
L2 Industrial Personal ¥ . o » »
M  Other Personal - = * . .
O  Residential Inventory . 2 ” * *
S Special Inventory * * * * i
Overall 0.90 20.63 27.27 72.02 0.91

156 Martin A Single-Family Residence 1.02 2437 2432 56.75 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence i . 2 % %
C  Vacant Lots * » » » .
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.02 21.38 57.14 77.14 1.04
F1  Commercial Real " . * - o
F2 Industrial Real . x % g *
G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.01 7.65 73.33 92.59 1.00
J  Utilities 0.94 11.27. 52.94 94.11 0.97
L1 Commercial Personal . “ i * -
L2 Industrial Personal » i » " "
M  Other Personal " 1 24 * .
O  Residential Inventory .« * ¥ ¥ ¥
S Special Inventory 5 % » . *
Overall 1.01 14.11 61.00 81.85 1.00
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

157 Mason A Single-Family Residence 0.96 16.52 35.29 78.43 1.03
B Muiti-Family Residence * » ol ! *
C  VacantLots * " 4 » ®
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.70 26.23 40.90 54.54 0.89
F1  Commercial Real 0.93 13.09 56.52 86.95 1.03
F2 Industrial Real * = i % *
G  Qil, Gas, Minerals 2 2 > * *
J  Utilities x o g o -
L1 Commercial Personal * % s . *
L2 Industrial Personal i~ i * * -
M  Other Personal 2 e » % ¥
0 Residential Inventory : " o i X
S  Special Inventory = i 3 * *
Overall 0.91 20.11 3737 .75 0.99

158 Matagorda A Single-Family Residence 0.97 15.18 58.95 86.22 1.04
B Multi-Family Residence ¥ * " % i
C  Vacant Lots 0.91 32,51 25.00 57.50 1.09
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.92 36.28 3478 71.01 1.31
F1 Commercial Real 0.96 12.97 56.60 90.56 1.01
F2 Industrial Real » * & & *
G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.00 6.43 86.27 94.11 1.04
J  Utilities 1.00 13.59 64.10 94.87 1.04
L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 8.30 78.26 91.30 1.05
L2 Industrial Personal > " * fy »
M  Other Personal i * * ", o’
O Residential Inventory * * & i 2
S Special Inventory % " j * h
Overall 0.98 17.65 S5.77 82.88 1.02

159 Maverick A Single-Family Residence 0.99 5112 92.17 98.26 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence * ¥ i & o
C  VacantLots 1.00 7.78 77.55 93.87 1.00
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.91 16.53 34.61 88.46 0.97
F1 Commercial Real 0.96 534 87.50 95.83 1.04
F2 Industrial Real i 4 » 2 4
G Qil, Gas, Minerals 0.99 2.38 100.00 100.00 0.98
) Utilities . o ¥ * >
L1 Zommercial Personal 0.99 496 91.30 95.65 1.02
L2 ndustrial Personal i » ” % *
M  Other Personal ” ¥ * 2 *
0 Residential Inventory » » i o *
S Special Inventory i " * . *
Overall 0.99 6.80 82.66 95.16 1.02

160 McCulloch A Single-Family Residence 0.96 13.95 56.25 80.00 1.06
B Multi-Family Residence * " ¥ * s
C VacantLots 2 o * ¥ 2
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.95 11.41 67.56 90.54 1.03
F1  Commercial Real 0.98 11.04 63.63 86.36 0.97
F2 Industrial Real A % .y * x
G  0il, Gas, Minerals o . # * .
J  Utilities i i ! . i
L1 Commercial Personal ‘i » i * *
L2 Industrial Personal * i : % »
M  Other Personal * * * * *
O  Fesidential Inventory 1 ? * * .
S  Special Inventory » " o > i
Overall 0.96 12.35 62.50 86.45 0.99
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median cob Median Median Price Diff

161 McLennan A Single-Family Residence 0.97 793 79.38 95.31 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence 0.97 6.95 79.56 95.69 0.97

C  VacantLots f % % o o

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.99 13.69 65.05 84.01 1.03

F1  Commercial Real 0.98 6.27 84.49 96.25 1.00

F2 Industrial Real * i " * »

G 0il, Gas, Minerals ¥ i » . *

J  Utilities 0.97 10.82 72.58 88.70 1.08

L1 Commercial Personal 1.01 6.60 81.95 94.63 1.01

L2 Industrial Personal » ¥ i * *

M  Other Personal * ¥ o e i

O  Residential Inventory = s # ¥ %

S Special Inventory ¥ * % il s

Overall 0.98 8.50 77.33 93.36 1.02

162 McMullen A Single-Family Residence ® i i & b
B  Multi-Family Residence o & e ® b

C  VacantLots " . . * %

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.92 11.90 50.00 85.00 1.09

F1 Commercial Real o i » r ¥

F2 Industrial Real * * » * .

G  0il, Gas, Minerals 0.99 3.54 93.75 93.75 0.97

J  Utilities * » »* ot *

L1 Commercial Personal * iy ’ * *

L2 Industrial Personal % * e . ’

M  Other Personal p * " * »

0 Residential Inventory . * it » *

S Special Inventory * " 8 il .

Overall 0.98 8.82 71.42 88.09 0.96

163 Medina A Single-Family Residence 0.97 7.23 75.52 97.90 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence " * " * -

C  VacantLots 1.00 9.09 75.00 91.07 1.01

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.99 12.59 58.69 86.95 1.02

F1  Commercial Real 0.97 6.36 84.12 96.82 1.01

F2 Industrial Real * * * . g

G  0Oil, Gas, Minerals » o ¥ * *

J  Utilities * 4 % * o

L1 Commercial Personal . # s ¥ i

L2 Industrial Personal . * o L o

M  Other Personal s » " % .

O Residential Inventory x i i 2 *

S  Special Inventory * - § » »

Overall 0.98 8.67 72.08 93.40 1.02

164 Menard A Single-Family Residence 0.95 16.43 53.65 80.48 1.04
B Multi-Family Residence s % » " i

C  Vacant Lots " " * » "

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.95 11.18 61.53 9230 1.10

F1  Commercial Real o 4 ¥ % »

F2 Industrial Real % = * * *

G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.00 18.15 30.00 75.00 0.99

J  Utilities by i) * s -

L1 Commercial Personal * » 4 * .

L2 Industrial Personal " » b * *

M  Other Personal * » b * o

O  Residential Inventory x i ¥ i .

S Spedial Inventory o 1) * " %

Overall 0.96 15.06 5233 85.55 1.04
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

165 Midland A Single-Family Residence 0.97 8.52 87.86 99.01 1.03
B Multi-Family Residence * * i3 * %
C  Vacant Lots * " * e £
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.94 6.22 76.92 100.00 0.99
F1  Commercial Real 1.01 13.82 64.15 88.67 1.02
F2 Industrial Real * » i » i
G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.00 835 76.74 88.37 0.99
J  Utilities 0.94 11.02 54.54 90.90 1.01
L1 Commercial Personal 1.01 7.06 78.12 96.87 0.98
L2 Industrial Personal » * . i %
M  Other Personal » * iy 2 A
O Residential Inventory i " * 2 G
S Special Inventory : % i/ it *
Overall 0.98 9.23 80.96 96.28 0.98

166 Milam A Single-Family Residence 0.95 14.77 42.10 82.70 0.99
B Multi-Family Residence s * * 3 ¥
C VacantLots i * i " *
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 17.85 45.38 70.76 1.03
F1  Commercial Real 0.93 9.16 70.45 93.18 0.95
F2 Industrial Real * . . i »
G Oil, Gas, Minerals 0.97 8.16 76.92 100.00 1.01
J  Utilities 0.96 8.02 63.04 9347 1.02
L1 Commercial Personal 1.02 14.32 P 82.60 1.01
L2 Industrial Personal * * - . *
M  Other Personal v * * * %*
O  Residential Inventory . . * * X
S Special Inventory e * * * *
Overall 0.96 14.68 49.23 81.41 1.03

167 Mills A Single-Family Residence 0.98 14.94 41.55 80.51 1.03
B  Multi-Family Residence = i i » %
C  Vacant Lots * . 4 i #
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.05 16.88 3333 82.92 1.08
F1 Commercial Real 0.78 17.14 32,55 7441 1.01
F2 Industrial Real * * * i *
G 0il, Gas, Minerals ¥ " * . g
J  Utilities 0.95 2.78 100.00 100.00 0.97
L1 Commercial Personal e i ® * o
L2 Industrial Personal % * * ud *
M  Dther Personal * 4 - . A
O Residential Inventory * it * 5 *
S Special Inventory i & it = %
Jverall 0.99 16.64 38.67 77.94 1.06

168 Mitchell A Single-Family Residence 1.02 13.89 61.05 86.31 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence s X 2 " ¥
C VacantLots * " i . ”
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.98 10.18 75.60 92.68 0.98
F1 Commercial Real 0.97 6.43 90.47 95.23 0.96
F2 Industrial Real # (i = 4 o
G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.00 5.68 84.00 100.00 0.98
J  Utilities 0.95 19.08 521 78.26 1.10
L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 6.22 7222 100.00 1.01
L2 Industrial Personal 4 % > A i
M  Other Personal » ¥ x X *
0 Residential Inventory * * * * »
S  Special Inventory * * * * *
Overall 1.00 11.59 69.05 89.68 1.00
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median cob Median Median Price Diff

169 Montague A Single-Family Residence 0.95 13.21 51.68 89.86 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence i A Y A A
C  VacantLots i % il * "
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.94 17.32 42.55 78.72 1.04
F1  Commercial Real 0.99 10.03 77.04 90.16 1.01
F2 Industrial Real x 3 * * i
G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.02 7.53 69.86 95.89 1.02
J  Utilities 0.99 12.62 56.09 80.48 1.03
L1 Commercial Personal * * * * *
L2 Industrial Personal ¥ % s » »
M  Other Personal * " * » »
O Residential Inventory 4 4 5 s *
S  Special Inventory 5 * » * *
Overall 0.97 13.22 58.16 86.43 1.01

170 Montgomery A Single-Family Residence 0.96 8.44 74.48 95.86 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence 0.99 8.76 62.96 100.00 1.01
C  Vacant Lots 1.00 9.02 66.76 93.35 1.01
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 11.17 71.21 90.90 1.01
F1  Commercial Real 0.98 8.67 71.21 95.45 0.98
F2 Industrial Real » . P . i
G  0il, Gas, Minerals " % 3 * "
J Utilities 0.97 10.42 55,55 88.88 0.28
L1 Commercial Personal 0.99 777 77.01 93.10 0.98
L2 Industrial Personal 2 * " ¥ v
M  Other Personal * " % : 2
O Residential Inventory * 2 i » *
S Special Inventory X b * = 2
Overall 0.98 897 70.49 9433 1.00

171 Moore A  Single-Family Residence 0.94 9.56 67.75 94.85 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence * . * i »
C  Vacant Lots b * » i "
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.95 12.84 50.00 80.00 1.05
F1  Commercial Real 0.89 11.33 62.50 87.50 0.98
F2 Industrial Real i x * » i
G  Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.05 8.87 69.35 95.16 1.01
J  Utilities ” . * i »
L1 Commercial Personal % % > x *
L2 Industrial Personal i s # » 2
M  Other Personal % » * * *
0 Residential Inventory . * * 4 »
S Special Inventory & ® o » b
Overall 0.96 10.52 65.14 92.76 0.96

172 Morris A Single-Family Residence 0.91 10.40 57.14 94.28 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence - . * o i
C  Vacant Lots * * o » £
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.02 14.51 46.66 86.66 1.08
F1  Commercial Real 0.74 22.91 31.81 59.09 0.87
F2 Industrial Real o * 7 " *
G  O0il, Gas, Minerals 5 » . . i
J  Utilities * o »: o "
L1 Commercial Personal " * » * »
L2 Industrial Personal * » » * *
M  Other Personal ” ’, * b 4
O Residential Inventory » * » * *
S Special Inventory * % 5t * 5
Overall 0.95 2244 44 89 7448 1.00
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median cob Median Median Price Diff

173 Motley A Single-Family Residence 1.01 8.27 80.00 90.00 0.92
B Multi-Family Residence s " i % o

C  Vacant Lots 3 * A : i

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.97 5.15 95.00 100.00 0.99

F1  Commercial Real " . " " .

F2 Industrial Real . & * * x

G  0il, Gas, Minerals x w . i %

J  Utilities - o * * #

L1 Commercial Personal ’ o i 2 .

L2 Industrial Personal f 8 o o *

M  Other Personal - % * i g

O  Residential Inventory » G . i %

S Spedial Inventory > % 2 ¥ *

Overall 1.00 6.59 84.09 95.45 0.99

174 Nacogdoches A Single-Family Residence 0.99 10.82 61.98 91.52 0.99
B Multi-Family Residence 0.98 4.69 90.00 95.00 0.98

C  Vacant Lots 1.00 14.50 56.66 90.00 1.00

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.98 14.68 61.14 87.26 1.02

F1  Commercial Real 0.95 12.16 70.96 83.87 0.98

F2 Industrial Real » » 4 » %

G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.00 5.57 85.00 96.00 1.00

J Utilities 0.94 1249 47.82 91.30 1.05

L1 Commercial Personal 0.99 8.70 65.21 95.65 0.98

L2 Industrial Personal * . 8 * x

M  Other Personal ¥ o o * *

O Residential Inventory o = i e *

S Special Inventory * * 4 4 »

Overall 0.99 11.06 63.98 90.33 1.00

175 Navarro A Single-Family Residence 0.95 15.12 56.65 82.79 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence * " * & *

C VacantLots 0.95 9.20 79.03 93.54 1.02

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.96 22.55 46.29 76.54 1.09

F1 Commercial Real 0.95 8.97 72.00 88.00 1.01

F2 Industrial Real * P % ® g

G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.00 345 81.81 100.00 1.01

J  Utilities 0.99 7.34 80.39 92.15 1.01

L1 Commercial Personal 0.99 9.22 73.91 86.95 0.98

L2 Industrial Personal » * > * 2

M  Other Personal = 5 0 i’ "

O Residential Inventory * ® B * i

S  Spedial Inventory o #* % » *

Overall 0.95 15.37 57.92 84.02 1.02

176 Newton A Single-Family Residence 0.99 5.83 92.17 97.76 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence * " 2 ® *

C  VacantLots ¥ % o * "

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.96 8.42 83.01 90.56 1.00

F1 Commercial Real - i . » *

F2 Industrial Real r i * * *

G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.01 9.83 66.66 86.66 1.01

J  Utilities 0.95 9.00 54.54 100.00 0.92

L1 Commercial Personal 3 " . i *

L2 Industrial Personal » & 2 o ]

M  Other Personal % 5 * o *

0  Residential Inventory e » o . i

S  Spedial Inventory & 4 * x i,

Overall 0.98 7.14 86.08 95.23 1.00
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

177 Nolan A Single-Family Residence 1.02 12.69 54.23 90.67 0.99
B Multi-Family Residence " i i i »
C  Vacant Lots & . " s s
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.99 478 90.21 100.00 0.99
F1  Commercial Real 0.97 7.84 87.50 95.00 0.97
F2 Industrial Real a * i i i
G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.02 7.46 77.77 91.66 1.02
J Utilities 0.94 10.73 7272 9393 0.99
L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 4.10 95.23 100.00 1.03
L2 Industrial Personal . ¥ o ¥ £
M  Other Personal o * X w i
O Residential Inventory 3 i * b *
S Special Inventory o % * ki ¥
Overall 0.99 8.74 74.79 95.29 1.01

178 Nueces A Single-Family Residence 0.95 7.81 1235 96.46 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence 0.97 591 86.36 100.00 0.97
C  Vacant Lots 1.00 6.12 80.51 94.80 0.98
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.98 8.36 67.77 98.88 0.97
F1  Commercial Real 0.97 9.36 69.89 91.93 1.00
F2 Industrial Real ¥ * * * i
G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.00 11.24 75.80 83.87 0.98
J Utilities 1.00 8.85 77.02 87.83 1.01
L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 7.83 76.66 93.33 1.01
L2 Industrial Personal r 1 % bl 3
M  Other Personal & i * % -
O  Residential Inventory * 4 id i i
S Special Inventory ¥ b i * 2
Overall 0.96 8.48 7533 94.79 0.99

179 Ochiltree A Single-Family Residence 0.89 1434 53.84 87.17 1.03
B Multi-Family Residence % 3 # " A
C  Vacant Lots * 2 7 * *
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.91 11.26 56.25 93.75 1.00
F1  Commercial Real 0.98 1042 82.75 93.10 1.08
F2 Industrial Real * * ¥ . *
G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.07 10.82 53.48 97.67 1.00
J  Utilities " * * 4 »
L1 Commercial Personal & o o 2 .
L2 Industrial Personal g i * » &
M  Other Personal * . i " »
O  Residential Inventory * * i b *
S Special Inventory % % ” ¥ *
Overall 0.97 13.46 52.87 86.38 0.96

180 Oldham A Single-Family Residence 0.97 1240 57.50 82.50 0.97
B Multi-Family Residence . " * » *
C  Vacant Lots * * * * i
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.98 10.81 71.01 86.95 1.00
F1  Commercial Real 0.94 24.57 30.00 50.00 1.00
F2 Industrial Real 4 » * * o
G  0il, Gas, Minerals * b 2 o e
J  Utilities 1.02 741 66.66 100.00 0.95
L1 Commercial Personal % * » * o
L2 Industrial Personal * 4 o ¥ *
M  Other Personal . ol * * *
O  Residential Inventory . * * » *
S Special Inventory ” ¥/ * ¢ *
Overall 0.98 1215 62.50 84.37 0.98

School and Appraisal Districts’ Property Value Study: 2005 Preliminary Report 63



Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median cob Median Median Price Diff

181 Orange A Single-Family Residence 1.00 21.18 55.04 81.25 1.09
B Multi-Family Residence * i, 4 * =
C VacantLots i * * * *
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.98 16.71 60.00 77.77 1.04
F1  Commercial Real o o u » i
F2 Industrial Real w i * * »
G 0il, Gas, Minerals » * i * s
J  Utilities * » * * -
L1 Commercial Personal ” * A » *
L2 Industrial Personal g » * . *
M  Other Personal * W * * *
0 Residential Inventory * * * i g
S Special Inventory * * » * 2
Overall 1.00 19.92 56.71 81.22 1.08

182 Palo Pinto A Single-Family Residence 0.99 11.55 61.46 90.07 0.99
B Multi-Family Residence * * % * >
C  VacantLots 1.00 8.84 78.84 84.61 0.99
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 12.55 59.55 84.55 1.05
F1  Commercial Real 0.99 8.37 78.48 96.20 1.02
F2 Industrial Real ¥ * - ® .
G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.00 873 79.83 93.54 1.03
) Utilities 0.99 6.84 66.66 100.00 1.00
L1 Commercial Personal 1.04 19.03 81.81 93.93 1.09
L2 Industrial Personal i » 4 * .
M  Other Personal * * * d »
O Residential Inventory » ® i i "
S Special Inventory i * * 3 x
Overall 1.00 10.85 67.37 89.76 1.02

183 Panola A Single-Family Residence 0.94 14.57 42.92 82.82 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence x * o L i
C VacantLots * * id * *
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.92 18.26 37.03 76.54 1.01
F1 Commercial Real o ¥ x » -
F2 Industrial Real * . . X %
G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.02 5.14 87.27 100.00 1.00
J  Utilities 0.97 13.64 56.66 80.00 1.00
L1 Commercial Personal ¥ * 4 * -
L2 Industrial Personal ¥ * 7 * x
M  Other Personal * * . * i
0 Residential Inventory o ¥ = * *
S  Special Inventory o * i » 7
Overall 0.98 13.01 52.74 87.35 0.96

184 Parker A Single-Family Residence 1.00 6.71 81.33 94.90 1.01
B  Multi-Family Residence » * » * B
C Vacant Lots : * o * *
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 8.42 73.39 91.13 1.01
F1 Commercial Real 1.00 5.89 80.85 100.00 1.01
F2 Industrial Real » » » * £
G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.02 9.10 JE27 88.88 0.99
J  Utilities 0.94 10.69 50.00 90.90 0.98
L1 Commercial Personal 1.01 5.10 88.46 100.00 0.96
L2 Industrial Personal " . E * *
M  Other Personal " A ” o %
O Residential Inventory » " s 5 *
S  Special Inventory i * o " %
Overall 1.00 7.1 79.39 94.17 1.02
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

185 Parmer A Single-Family Residence 0.92 11.07 57.47 92.52 0.99
B Multi-Family Residence <l 3 n " ki

C  Vacant Lots X ¥ 4 " ¥

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.99 6.18 81.81 93.93 0.99

F1  Commercial Real 0.91 8.42 75.00 90.62 0.95

F2 Industrial Real i b 1 i W

G  0il, Gas, Minerals s - i » i

J  Utilities 0.99 8.26 9272 100.00 0.97

L1 Commercial Personal 0.98 333 94.44 98.14 0.98

L2 Industrial Personal » # * * *

M  Other Personal it ¥ * 4 s

O  Residential Inventory * * * i *

S Special Inventory * 5 ¥ * *

Overall 0.95 8.95 67.35 94.36 0.96

186 Pecos A Single-Family Residence 0.82 17.23 47.56 7307 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence E o 2 i "

C  Vacant Lots n x i . !

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.74 21.14 50.00 71.42 117

F1  Commercial Real - * r ’ .

F2 Industrial Real * x P b A

G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.01 7.65 83.33 91.66 1.03

J Utilities 1.00 11.61 60.86 86.95 1.02

L1 Commercial Personal * A * 3 »

L2 Industrial Personal * " » % i

M  Other Personal " i * i »

0  Residential Inventory * iy " % d

S Special Inventory i : ¥ & s

Overall 0.97 15.87 46.92 79.32 0.94

187 Polk A Single-Family Residence 0.92 3041 28.52 5573 1.16
B Multi-Family Residence i » i * i

C Vacant Lots 1515 30.37 27.74 60.73 117

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.05 18.05 4495 7431 1.05

F1  Commercial Real 0.93 25.87 28.23 60.00 1.04

F2 Industrial Real * i » i *

G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.01 9.87 71.05 94.73 0.98

J  Utilities 0.97 16.14 4473 84.21 1.04

L1 Commercial Personal 1.08 28.82 47.82 60.86 1.16

L2 Industrial Personal » * * * *

M  Other Personal * e » L »

O Residential Inventory " 2 ] 2 .

S  Special Inventory o ki * gt 2

Overall 1.00 27.85 32,57 60.45 1.10

188 Potter A Single-Family Residence 0.97 8.80 77.25 93.40 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence » 2 " L »

C  Vacant Lots > 2 5 % b

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 2 o e * *

F1 Commercial Real 0.99 11.80 73.33 89.52 1.03

F2 Industrial Real * . % * =

G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.05 10.99 61.01 94.91 1.04

J Utilities 0.99 10.57 53.84 92.30 0.97

L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 4.28 86.86 98.98 1.00

L2 Industrial Personal * * ” » .

M  Other Personal = * * L "

O Residential Inventory ® X 4 * »

S  Special Inventory ud * % * »

Overall 0.98 9.13 75.82 92.84 1.00
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

189 Presidio A Single-Family Residence 0.76 23.53 25.26 61.05 1.06
B Multi-Family Residence * i ¥ . *
C VacantLots 1.00 10.90 48.38 80.64 0.98
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 42.08 32.50 50.00 1.27
F1  Commercial Real 0.98 9.23 75.00 90.90 0.97
F2 Industrial Real " x " » ¥
G  0il, Gas, Minerals i * i * »
J  Utilities * * - - %*
L1 Commercial Personal o * % - »
L2 Industrial Personal * * 5 s B
M  Other Personal L » * » »
0 Residential Inventory 2 > ~ x *
S Special Inventory % . * b o
Overall 0.96 2231 52.15 69.41 0.99

190 Rains A Single-Family Residence 0.98 19.01 43.75 75.00 1.06
B  Multi-Family Residence » . <. > %
C VacantLots . 2 % " *
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 24.00 3134 64.17 1.10
F1  Commercial Real 0.98 7.24 66.66 100.00 1.00
F2 Industrial Real = o * ’ »
G 0il, Gas, Minerals . % * g *
J  Utilities * * * i *
L1 Commercial Personal X * * . o
L2 Industrial Personal ] * * " .
M  Other Personal * * * o x
0 Residential Inventory * ¥ * x i
S  Special Inventory " * - 2 *
Overall 0.99 19.28 4261 75.00 1.04

192 Reagan A Single-Family Residence 0.93 9.44 59.45 91.89 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence iy » ¥ - ¥
C VacantLots i > i o i
D  Rural Real (Market Value) * » i * o
F1 Commercial Real * % e i *
F2 Industrial Real & 4 i ® 2
G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.02 1043 86.36 90.90 1.06
J  Utilities 7 * = » i)
L1 Commercial Personal i % o * e
L2 Industrial Personal 5 » o 2 3
M  Other Personal » * » b i
0 Residential Inventory x w i * i
S Special Inventory i » i 2 2
Overall 0.98 11.43 T2 90.90 0.98

193 Real A Single-Family Residence 0.98 7.29 67.85 96.42 0.99
B Multi-Family Residence *» = o i *
C  VacantLots 0.99 13.09 50.00 85.71 1.00
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.14 10.29 5333 86.66 0.94
F1 Commercial Real 0.98 5.86 84.21 9473 0.98
F2 Industrial Real * " b T i
G Oil, Gas, Minerals & x * ¥ "
J  Utilities " v ¥ . i
L1 Commercial Personal i ” * * »
L2 Industrial Personal i " » % *
M  Other Personal » x 2 x ”
O Residential Inventory ¥ i e x b
S  Special Inventory - " 5% s 5
Overall 0.99 9.83 62.22 92.22 0.98
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

194 Red River A Single-Family Residence 1.01 10.81 71.66 86.66 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence " s & * *
C  Vacant Lots n % +f s i
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.01 12.76 61.38 84.15 0.99
F1  Commercial Real 0.90 22.22 40.00 70.00 0.99
F2 Industrial Real ¥ " i . .
G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.04 841 68.75 100.00 1.00
J Utilities 0.97 5.34 81.81 90.90 0.95
L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 15.19 61.90 90.47 1.01
L2 Industrial Personal 4 > * 2 »
M  Other Personal * ! o * "
O Residential Inventory 5 % 3 % o
S Special Inventory 2 A 2 9 *
Overall 1.00 12.55 63.32 85.46 1.00

195 Reeves A Single-Family Residence 0.98 15.60 50.00 79.26 1.03
B Multi-Family Residence i * * 2 .
C  Vacant Lots o o by " *
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.92 16.07 40.54 7297 1.07
F1  Commercial Real 1.02 17.33 39.28 82.14 0.96
F2 Industrial Real * ! * a5 i
G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.01 11.28 63.41 92.68 1.00
J Utilities 0.99 12.80 72.22 83.33 0.95
L1 Commercial Personal * i " ;i *
L2 Industrial Personal o * oo % o
M  Other Personal . * » * »
O Residential Inventory * " ¥ . "
S Special Inventory ¥ # ¥ i »
Overall 0.99 14.83 51.94 84.46 0.98

196 Refugio A Single-Family Residence 0.93 14.30 53.01 86.74 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence 3 g o 'y £
C  Vacant Lots o ¥ * * *
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.96 9.89 74.46 89.36 0.99
F1  Commercial Real * * * * *
F2 Industrial Real . % » * *
G  Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.02 8.93 66.66 94.44 1.02
J  Utilities 0.95 16.29 4848 9393 1.02
L1 Commercial Personal . % » i b
L2 Industrial Personal " o 2 ¥ *
M  Other Personal * - = » -
O Residential Inventory * » ¢ ” o
S  Special Inventory b ih o ¥ ig
Overall 0.96 12.84 62.81 90.95 0.98

197 Roberts A Single-Family Residence 0.95 8.00 80.00 100.00 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence i > of * »
C  Vacant Lots * % » ® »
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.93 16.86 40.00 80.00 1.01
F1  Commercial Real % * hd * *
F2 Industrial Real i * o » .
G  0il, Gas, Minerals 0.99 9.46 70.21 95.74 1.01
J  Utilities 1.50 40.44 0.00 50.00 1:33
L1 Commercial Personal i L o ¥ *
L2 Industrial Personal * » 2 * *
M  Other Personal * > * * *
O Residential Inventory - 2 r * %
S Special Inventory x 5 . % :
Overall 0.99 15.44 64.70 83.82 1.00
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median cob Median Median Price Diff

198 Robertson A Single-Family Residence 0.94 17.43 3534 73.70 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence * i o 2 ¥
C  VacantLots 5 * . 4 »
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 15.98 44,56 77.17 0.99
F1  Commercial Real 0.90 10.67 62.85 91.42 0.97
F2 Industrial Real * * x * >
G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.01 841 7323 94.36 0.98
J Utilities 0.98 7.66 79.24 90.56 0.99
L1 Commercial Personal & - * % *
L2 Industrial Personal ¥ ¥ o * >
M Other Personal * ¥ % = b
O  Residential Inventory * % A . *
S Special Inventory ¥ # . * *
Overall 0.97 14.39 50.31 80.12 0.96

199 Rockwall A Single-Family Residence 0.99 6.21 80.38 99.17 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence * * P . i
C  \Vacant Lots 0.96 7.29 82.05 97.43 0.99
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.97 8.79 66.66 93.33 1.03
F1  Commercial Real 1.00 1152 5357 89.28 1.02
F2 Industrial Real * . * & -
G 0il, Gas, Minerals " * * * *
) Utilities i 1 . » *
L1 Commercial Personal 2 % . o »
L2 Industrial Personal i % ¥ * ”
M  Other Personal . % » i *
O  Residential Inventory . X " " X
S Special Inventory 2 * . * *
Overall 0.99 0T 76.72 97.63 1.03

200 Runnels A Single-Family Residence 0.92 11.60 61.48 87.16 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence 2 A % % >
C  VacantLots . * x i ¥
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.96 13.93 51.16 81.39 1.01
F1  Commercial Real 0.94 13.44 42.50 85.00 1.01
F2 Industrial Real i - % ¥ *
G  Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.03 11.03 64.28 92.85 1.04
J  Utilities 0.94 8.26 58.82 94.11 0.96
L1 Commercial Personal 1.01 7.56 72.72 90.90 1.00
L2 Industrial Personal . * s * 2
M  Other Personal * » * ¥ >
O  Residential Inventory = . X ® o
S Spedial Inventory & " » i .
Overall 0.95 1242 51.07 86.85 1.00

201 Rusk A Single-Family Residence 0.97 11.47 56.52 89.76 1.01
B  Multi-Family Residence o 4 & i o
C  Vacant Lots x x = 3 *
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.01 18.11 37.76 74.82 1.01
F1 Commercial Real 0.96 6.20 80.00 95.00 1.00
F2 Industrial Real s s " * *
G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.03 9.89 72.15 93.67 1.01
J  Utilities 0.94 11.51 51.61 88.70 0.95
L1 Commercial Personal 0.99 10.24 69.44 88.88 0.98
L2 Industrial Personal ™ > * * .
M  Other Personal g * . 5! %
O  Residential Inventory * * 4 * *
S  Spedcial Inventory o . . * *
Overall 0.98 1243 57.10 87.22 1.01
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

202 Sabine A Single-Family Residence 0.98 7.07 78.84 97.11 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence i i * * ®

C  Vacant Lots 0.95 9.06 80.70 89.47 1.03

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.96 2.74 96.07 100.00 0.99

F1  Commercial Real 0.99 11.47 68.18 90.90 1.02

F2 Industrial Real i 5 5 ¥ %

G Oil, Gas, Minerals * * > » "

J  Utilities 2 i@ Y b "

L1 Commercial Personal % % d 5 %

L2 Industrial Personal * i o b *

M  Other Personal . W i > =

O Residential Inventory ¥ ¥ i < :

S  Special Inventory : b o 5 -

Overall 0.97 7.16 8242 94.56 1.01

203 San Augustine A Single-Family Residence 0.67 24.00 29.03 61.29 1.03
B Multi-Family Residence * i » e 5

C  Vacant Lots 1.20 15.04 52.45 80.32 1.03

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.25 13.62 53.84 84.61 1.01

F1  Commercial Real 0.89 31.09 50.00 62.50 1.15

F2 Industrial Real o b i i o

G 0Oil, Gas, Minerals * % 4 . *

J  Utilities o * ® ¥ *

L1 Commercial Personal " & 7 i e

L2 Industrial Personal % * % by !

M  Other Personal " e of * *

0 Residential Inventory % i P hd *

S Special Inventory o & " » e

Overall 0.99 30.40 18.09 49.32 1.13

204 San Jacinto A Single-Family Residence 1.01 19.37 58.17 81.25 1.11
B Multi-Family Residence * s # & *

C Vacant Lots 1.01 19.53 48.91 68.47 1.04

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 20.22 32.00 80.00 1.10

F1  Commercial Real 0.80 24.11 41.17 82.35 0.76

F2 Industrial Real » ' " * .

G Oil, Gas, Minerals 0.99 10.38 62.06 96.55 0.99

J  Utilities 1.00 9.22 7777 88.88 0.94

L1 Commercial Personal hd " o o &

L2 Industrial Personal 7 5 -4 & .

M  Other Personal * * % " *

O Residential Inventory * # e * »

S  Special Inventory ’ 5 * * o

Overall 1.00 18.97 $1.35 78.02 1.05

205 San Patricio A Single-Family Residence 0.99 14.64 63.62 86.72 1.04
B Multi-Family Residence 0.96 8.21 70.83 95.83 1.01

C Vacantlots 1.01 23.96 46.15 68.13 1.11

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.99 23.01 45.05 70.32 1.10

F1 Commercial Real 0.95 10.81 68.14 88.49 1.04

F2 Industrial Real ¥ % * » i

G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.03 13.21 62.74 82.35 1.01

J  Utilities 0.97 9.21 60.97 97.56 0.97

L1 Commercial Personal 0.97 7.03 81.81 95.45 1.00

L2 Industrial Personal o 5 2 . "

M  Other Personal i o = ® *

0 Residential Inventory i * * » b

S Spedial Inventory ¥ * # . s

Overall 0.99 15.36 61.00 84.79 1.04
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

206 SanSaba A Single-Family Residence 1.02 8.89 66.66 94.66 1.03
B Multi-Family Residence * X % % <
C  Vacant Lots s % o 5 *
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.98 9.56 66.66 90.00 0.98
F1  Commercial Real 0.95 5.89 80.00 100.00 1.01
F2 Industrial Real x 2 i x i
G  0il, Gas, Minerals i 4 . * »
J  Utilities * * " . %
L1 Commercial Personal * * " * &
L2 Industrial Personal i ’ * % 5
M  Other Personal . * i * &
O Residential Inventory " ® 2 " »
S  Special Inventory i % * " *
Overall 0.99 9.12 71.73 94,02 1.01

207 Schleicher A Single-Family Residence 0.79 16.05 51.21 80.48 0.99
B Multi-Family Residence & * = * o
C  VacantLots * * i . -
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.89 16.81 3043 86.95 0.96
F1  Commercial Real " % o > *
F2 Industrial Real s % »* x *
G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.01 12.57 66.23 81.81 1.00
J Utilities * * o i *
L1 Commercial Personal 5 4 x * =
L2 Industrial Personal o A " X ¥
M  Other Personal * i * x *
O Residential Inventory > * X * 5
S  Special Inventory G ® » i *
Overall 1.00 15.93 48.64 76.35 0.93

208 Scurry A Single-Family Residence 0.98 7.03 79.38 100.00 1.01
B  Multi-Family Residence * r " * »
C  Vacant Lots ¥ i i o it
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 7.80 85.71 97.14 1.00
F1 Commercial Real 0.98 5.87 78.57 100.00 0.97
F2 Industrial Real ¥ * » * »
G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.03 8.03 73.07 92.30 0.99
J  Utilities 0.95 492 77.77 100.00 1.00
L1 Commercial Personal * * " * s
L2 Industrial Personal * # v " o
M  Other Personal i * %* x X
O Residential Inventory * hd " i i
S Special Inventory 2 * B * s
Overall 0.99 7121 78.97 98.97 0.97

209 Shackleford A Single-Family Residence 0.97 5.68 86.95 94.56 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence 5 % " £ *
C  Vacant Lots * » i+ e &
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.98 7.24 67.50 100.00 0.98
F1  Commercial Real 0.95 8.01 74.19 93.54 1.00
F2 Industrial Real * ¥ z ¥ b
G  Oil, Gas, Minerals 0.99 10.93 63.63 84.84 1.00
J  Utilities 0.95 8.21 60.00 100.00 0.98
L1 Commercial Personal » % " * :
L2 Industrial Personal * . i i &
M  Other Personal ¥ * o * *
O Residential Inventory b " ¥ % %
S  Special Inventory * i & 5 =
Overall 097 7.57 76.21 94.17 1.00
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

210 Shelby A Single-Family Residence 1.01 16.30 47.12 81.15 1.03
B Multi-Family Residence » o % * *
C  Vacant Lots ¥ * o o »
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.02 2225 3432 65.67 1.08
F1  Commercial Real 0.97 12.41 60.37 86.79 1.09
F2 Industrial Real i 2 x " 5
G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.02 10.97 59.64 87.71 1.02
) Utilities 0.97 19.92 57.89 84.21 112
L1 Commercial Personal 0.99 10.57 68.57 88.57 0.98
L2 Industrial Personal 4 % * » i
M  Other Personal * o 2 - -
0O  Residential Inventory o » * ” g
S Special Inventory * * " # "
Overall 1.00 16.86 4948 77.91 1.04

211  Sherman A Single-Family Residence 0.79 26.00 3333 56.14 1.08
B Multi-Family Residence & - i b "
C  Vacant Lots - * ® ¥ "
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.84 22.85 21.62 7297 1.09
F1  Commercial Real 0.89 10.01 54,54 90.90 0.95
F2 Industrial Real 2 " T . .
G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.06 9.62 67.07 95.12 0.99
J  Utilities 4 % * * *
L1 Commercial Personal e ¥ * * *
L2 Industrial Personal " - » * ®
M  Other Personal % o . i *
O Residential Inventory o * . %* #*
S Special Inventory b 2 * * 8
Overall 0.95 18.45 3437 75.00 0.93

212 Smith A Single-Family Residence 0.98 8.03 80.10 96.22 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence * ¥ * * *
C  Vacant Lots 1.00 50.66 43.24 59.45 1.56
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.99 2443 42.85 63.42 1.04
F1 Commercial Real 0.97 12.32 61.74 85.90 0.95
F2 Industrial Real * i * = -
G O0il, Gas, Minerals 1.03 11.10 60.00 90.00 1.02
J Utilities 1.00 480 90.00 100.00 1.05
L1 Commercial Personal 1.01 8.38 75.64 92.30 0.95
L2 Industrial Personal » . . - *
M  Other Personal " W » " "
O Residential Inventory i % * i ¥
S  Special Inventory o * 2 i *
Overall 098 127 71.45 88.70 0.99

213 Somervell A Single-Family Residence 0.98 6.24 83.67 97.95 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence ¥ * » ¥ »
C  Vacant Lots " S i * 5
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.98 16.03 42.85 75.00 1.08
F1 Commercial Real 0.88 13.53 48.48 87.87 1.08
F2 Industrial Real s . & e .
G Oil, Gas, Minerals " * » i #
J  Utilities - » ¥ * o
L1 Commercial Personal » & » * »
L2 Industrial Personal 23 . * * i
M  Other Personal ® s * * %
O  Residential Inventory o - #* 4 .
S  Special Inventory ¥ ' . v %
Overall 0.96 11.27 62.71 86.44 1.05
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

CAD# CAD Name

Category Description

Median

cob

10% of
Median

25% of
Median

Price Diff

214 Starr

215 Stephens

216 Sterling

217 Stonewall

QMmoo ms

L1

“OomTmoN®>

L1

“OgInoNnwm>»

L1
L2

= 5 I el - i B = g B K

Single-Family Residence
Multi-Family Residence
Vacant Lots

Rural Real (Market Value)
Commercial Real
Industrial Real

0il, Gas, Minerals
Utilities

Commercial Personal
Industrial Personal
Other Personal
Residential Inventory
Special Inventory

0.93
*

0.94
1.00
0.98

*

1.00

*

* ok ok ok ok

14.05

*
19.49
17.05
11.16

*

8.10

58.82
*
36.11
51.28
70.37
*

80.00

*

*

* k¥ ¥

85.29

*
76.38
79.48
92.59

*

98.57
*
*
*
*
*

*

1.02
*
0.93
1.09
0.99
*

1.00
*

*

* k ¥ %

Overall

Single-Family Residence
Multi-Family Residence
Vacant Lots

Rural Real (Market Value)
Commercial Real
Industrial Real

Qil, Gas, Minerals
Utilities

Commercial Personal
Industrial Personal
Other Personal
Residential Inventory
Special Inventory

0.97
1.01

0.95
0.98
*

1.05

* k %k k 3k

58.78
59.25
*

49.05
74.35
*

86.06
88.88
*

*

71.69
94.87
*

88.23
*

1.01
1.03

1.07
1.03

1.01

*

Overall

Single-Family Residence
Multi-Family Residence
Vacant Lots

Rural Real (Market Value)
Commercial Real
Industrial Real

0il, Gas, Minerals
Utilities

Commercial Personal
Industrial Personal
Other Personal
Residential Inventory
Special Inventory

0.99

* %

*

0.77

*

*

1.01

*

* k ok ok ¥

—t
=

-
=)
e G SR I e NEE e

* % k¥ %k ¥ Kk =4 Kk %

Overall

Single-Family Residence
Multi-Family Residence
Vacant Lots

Rural Real (Market Value)
Zommercial Real
ndustrial Real

Jil, Gas, Minerals
Jtilities

Commercial Personal
Industrial Personal
Other Personal
Residential Inventory
Special Inventory

1.00
0.98

0.95
*

1.07

* %k k kK k¥

o
O
H

Overall

0.99
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

218 Sutton A Single-Family Residence 0.87 8.54 70.27 94.59 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence b # » * »

C  Vacant Lots 4 g e o i

D Rural Real (Market Value) 0.92 6.86 68.75 93.75 0.98

F1  Commercial Real g * » 7 id

F2 Industrial Real " % % . »

G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.01 6.89 80.76 88.46 1.02

J  Utilities g - b - &

L1 Commercial Personal & . ¥ » *

L2 Industrial Personal b % » " .

M  Other Personal & x ¥ * !

0  Residential Inventory * % . * o

S Special Inventory * i " ¥ A

Overall 0.92 10.29 68.60 89.53 0.92

219 Swisher A Single-Family Residence 0.96 13.96 4791 86.45 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence 2 x v " *

C  Vacant Lots . L " " Gl

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.98 13.20 57.14 79.59 0.98

F1 Commercial Real 0.96 7.49 85.71 95.23 0.97

F2 Industrial Real ! * * " *

G Oil, Gas, Minerals ¥ » 4 ’ -

J  Utilities 1.00 5.32 84.21 100.00 0.96

L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 459 78.12 100.00 1.01

L2 Industrial Personal t » * " %

M  Other Personal » " ” % »

O Residential Inventory ! T i " x

S Special Inventory * * * % %

Overall 0.98 11.16 60.36 88.01 0.97

220 Tarrant A Single-Family Residence 1.00 5.17 90.67 98.47 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence 1.02 8.18 74.53 96.29 1.06

C  Vacant Lots 0.95 24.21 29.41 58.82 0.99

D  Rural Real (Market Value) s * » h -

F1  Commercial Real 0.98 10.92 64.28 87.66 1.00

F2 Industrial Real X o i . f

G  0il, Gas, Minerals ¥ 4 (o by *

J  Utilities 0.97 11.24 80.00 90.00 0.98

L1 Commercial Personal 1.02 9.18 73.70 91.00 1.03

L2 Industrial Personal " % % " i

M  Other Personal * u > i o

0  Residential Inventory * % » s "

S Special Inventory 3 * * ot =

Overall 1.00 6.64 83.73 95.67 1.02

221 Taylor A Single-Family Residence 0.99 525 85.63 98.67 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence 0.96 9.06 82.60 95.65 1.00

C  Vacant Lots i 3 o 2 »

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.99 4.64 93.18 98.86 1.00

F1  Commercial Real 1.00 8.71 73.39 93.57 1.03

F2 Industrial Real ¥ i s . *

G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.02 8.22 65.00 97.50 0.99

J  Utilities 0.99 8.1 67.64 100.00 0.99

L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 7.09 83.95 96.29 1.00

L2 Industrial Personal x % 5 * *

M  Other Personal - " * » ]

O Residential Inventory i % * * *

S Special Inventory * A i x g

Overall 0.99 6.37 82.55 97.47 1.01
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

CAD# CAD Name

Category Description

10% of
Median

25% of
Median

Price Diff

222 Terrell

223 Terry

224 Throckmorton

225 Titus

oONw >

- 1
N -

il b el

bt 7 g s i A BB

L1

=i

LVOZCoC-OTTION® >

“OogTmoNnm>

L1
L2

Single-Family Residence
Multi-Family Residence
Vacant Lots

Rural Real (Market Value)
Commercial Real
Industrial Real

Qil, Gas, Minerals
Utilities

Commercial Personal
Industrial Personal
Other Personal
Residential Inventory
Special Inventory

*
*

*

66.66
*

*

*

88.8

5
* %k k %k W % % OO0 % ¥

*

*
*

*

1.02

* % * * * % 00 * *

Overall

Single-Family Residence
Multi-Family Residence
Vacant Lots

Rural Real (Market Value)
Commercial Real
Industrial Real

Qil, Gas, Minerals
Utilities

Commercial Personal
Industrial Personal
Other Personal
Residential Inventory
Special Inventory

* ok Kk ok

96.87
80.95
*

64.10
65.21

93.61

*

* ok ok ¥ ¥

o
©
~

0.99
*

0.99
1.20

0.95

* * %k * 3k *

Overall

Single-Family Residence
Multi-Family Residence
Vacant Lots

Rural Real (Market Value)
Commercial Real
Industrial Real

0il, Gas, Minerals
Utilities

Commercial Personal
Industrial Personal
Other Personal
Residential Inventory
Special Inventory

18.20
8.08
*

10.21

17.61
29.80

*k k Kk k%

80.93
96.72

95.65
*

76.47
80.00

* ok k¥

1.01

Overall

Single-Family Residence
Multi-Family Residence
Vacant Lots

Rural Real (Market Value)
Commercial Real
Industrial Real

0il, Gas, Minerals
Utilities

Commercial Personal
Industrial Personal
Other Personal
Residential Inventory
Special Inventory

13.13
11.23

30.04
16.04

1138
932
*

88.09
89.44

54.87
80.39
*

80.00
90.90
*

0.98
*

Overall

16.06

79.64

0.96
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

226 Tom Green A Single-Family Residence 0.99 4.67 87.40 98.97 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence il o ! & i

C  Vacant Lots s " i i g

D Rural Real (Market Value) 0.99 12.46 56.25 86.25 0.95

F1 Commercial Real 0.89 10.20 57.33 94.66 0.96

F2 Industrial Real ! * g ¥ »

G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.00 5.24 92.00 92.00 0.96

J  Utilities 1.00 7.69 81.25 93.75 1.00

L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 835 72.05 91.17 0.98

L2 Industrial Personal % " 5 . »

M  Other Personal # A " i %

O  Residential Inventory by % g % *

S Special Inventory . # * . .

Overall 0.99 7.04 77.64 95.25 0.99

227 Travis A Single-Family Residence 0.94 1345 59.59 89.70 1.05
B Multi-Family Residence 0.94 14.91 4893 86.52 1.05

C  Vacant Lots 0.96 30.10 40.82 64.22 1423

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.97 19.93 41.37 70.68 1.07

F1  Commercial Real 0.96 14.04 62.79 84.18 1.02

F2 Industrial Real ;o % ¥ e .

G  0il, Gas, Minerals " s P " ki

J Utilities * * » = ”

L1 Commercial Personal * i * i &

L2 Industrial Personal * * " > i

M  Other Personal 4 - " » *

O  Residential Inventory * * y it b

S Special Inventory * oy o * b

Overall 0.95 14.43 55.63 85.14 1.02

228 Trinity A Single-Family Residence 0.94 2791 31.25 70.53 1.14
B Multi-Family Residence * y: 5 T 2

C  Vacant Lots 1.00 26.09 4285 60.00 113

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.92 16.20 40.24 75.60 0.98

F1 Commercial Real 0.97 17.66 20.00 76.66 1.09

F2 Industrial Real ol 2 * e i

G 0il, Gas, Minerals » % » v .

J  Utilities % i * * .

L1 Commercial Personal e * * e ot

L2 Industrial Personal o * % » »

M  Other Personal % i s ¥ *

O Residential Inventory % i # " »

S  Special Inventory i ¥ - * *

Overall 0.97 23.89 37.62 69.64 1.08

229 Tyler A Single-Family Residence 0.98 7.21 82.39 94.38 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence i * * * e

C VacantLots 0.97 6.73 85.00 95.00 1.03

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.97 473 93.61 94.68 1.01

F1  Commercial Real 0.99 3.08 95.23 100.00 1.03

F2 Industrial Real » * # * ¥

G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.00 12.07 62.96 92.59 1.01

J  Utilities 1.00 6.12 64.70 100.00 1.03

L1 Commercial Personal & * . » "

L2 Industrial Personal ¥ * e » "

M  Other Personal " 2 > - *

O  Residential Inventory . % i i 2

S Special Inventory * * . % *

Overall 0.98 6.80 83.12 94.65 1.00
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of

CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff
230 Upshur A Single-Family Residence 0.90 17.59 43.88 78.98 1.02
B  Multi-Family Residence x i ¥ * i
C VacantLots * X = ¥ »
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.94 24.84 36.25 69.00 13
F1  Commercial Real 0.74 26.08 30.98 60.56 1.06
F2 Industrial Real > ¥ * * *
G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.00 7.58 81.10 9133 1.00
J  Utilities 1.00 7.36 81.81 90.90 0.99
L1 Commercial Personal 0.99 68.69 52.94 64.70 1.53
L2 Industrial Personal " 3 4 . *
M  Other Personal r ot % * *
O Residential Inventory . i i = *
S Special Inventory ¥ X % * *
Overall 0.93 20.14 41.91 ) 0.99
231 Upton A Single-Family Residence 0.88 1242 62.31 89.85 1.01
B  Multi-Family Residence ¥* * » . >
C  VacantLots * * ¥ ¥ -
D  Rural Real (Market Value) A . * . i
F1  Commercial Real £ i g . *
F2 Industrial Real o * . » »
G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.01 446 91.66 94.44 1.01
) Utilities * * i * "
L1 Commercial Personal 3 4 » " X
L2 Industrial Personal * » ¥ * *
M  Other Personal * * i iy »
O  Residential Inventory i * i * ot
S  Special Inventory . * * * l
Overall 0.94 12.28 57.65 87.38 0.93
232 Uvalde A Single-Family Residence 0.98 9.60 63.46 94.71 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence * i % » 3
C  Vacant Lots 1.00 1753 35.71 75.71 1.02
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 16.85 42.39 79.34 1.05
F1 Commercial Real 0.99 6.51 86.04 97.67 0.99
F2 Industrial Real » 4 o < 2
G O0il, Gas, Minerals i > = * ®
J  Utilities 1.00 6.11 66.66 100.00 0.99
L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 4.96 83.33 100.00 1.01
L2 Industrial Personal o * * * *
M  Other Personal . * . * *
O Residential Inventory i i * * »
S  Special Inventory < i * * »
Overall 1.00 11.67 58.07 90.13 1.02
233 ValVerde A Single-Family Residence 0.94 11.19 61.39 91.13 1.03
B Multi-Family Residence % * X * 5
C  VacantLots i * ” - "
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.98 573 90.00 100.00 1.01
F1  Commercial Real 0.88 10.74 54.54 95.45 0.95
F2 Industrial Real > * = i ®
G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.01 9.04 73.33 86.66 0.97
J  Utilities * x * 4 -
L1 Commercial Personal i iy > o >
L2 Industrial Personal * 5 * % &
M  Other Personal E . * " i
O Residential Inventory " » * * 3
S  Special Inventory . * . # *
Overall 0.96 10.53 68.35 91.56 0.97
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

234 Van Zandt A Single-Family Residence 0.95 13.39 50.15 87.07 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence 3 " : / #

C  Vacant Lots T " * i o

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.04 22.78 3393 65.34 1.08

F1  Commercial Real 0.81 2244 20.00 63.75 0.87

F2 Industrial Real * o = * »

G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.00 8.70 70.00 96.66 1.00

J Utilities 0.97 7.49 78.04 92.68 1.05

L1 Commercial Personal 1.01 3.79 87.50 100.00 0.99

L2 Industrial Personal * * P o »

M  Other Personal * x * * 3

O  Residential Inventory i i »* " »

S Special Inventory 3 & i 5 =

Overall 0.97 17.84 49.16 76.06 1.03

235 Victoria A Single-Family Residence 0.96 8.99 75.38 95.38 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence * * . % .

C  Vacant Lots " i * * *

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.94 16.38 4948 81.44 1.00

F1  Commercial Real 0.92 8.58 J1.27 96.29 0.99

F2 Industrial Real * ;. x * »

G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.02 9.41 65.00 95.00 1.00

J Utilities 1.00 482 81.81 100.00 0.98

L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 8.71 75.00 91.66 1.01

L2 Industrial Personal i o * * *

M  Other Personal ! i : o e

O  Residential Inventory * * % " o

S Special Inventory * & 4, * *

Overall 0.96 11.28 69.37 90.93 1.00

236 Walker A Single-Family Residence 0.89 11.48 55.96 91.74 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence 0.84 12.29 26.31 94.73 1.05

C  Vacant Lots 0.82 19.22 28.88 75.55 1.05

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.74 19.39 3333 74.50 0.92

F1  Commercial Real 0.97 8.78 60.86 100.00 1.00

F2 Industrial Real * * o * »

G Oil, Gas, Minerals ® " i * »

J Utilities o3 " i * *

L1 Commercial Personal i * » * o

L2 Industrial Personal * o » & -

M  Other Personal i t - i #

O  Residential Inventory > o * A »

S Special Inventory * & r il »

Overall 0.88 17.42 4400 82.54 0.91

237 Waller A Single-Family Residence 1.00 9.16 66.44 93.46 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence 091 12.80 47.05 88.23 0.99

C Vacant Lots 0.75 39.01 14.28 40.00 0.96

D Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 12.84 50.86 87.06 1.03

F1  Commercial Real 0.95 18.82 47.67 7441 1.05

F2 Industrial Real = * * . *

G Oil, Gas, Minerals 0.98 17.52 75.00 83.33 1.06

J Utilities 0.95 16.23 57.89 84.21 0.99

L1 Commercial Personal 0.98 11355 60.00 86.00 1.00

L2 Industrial Personal " » * * i

M  Other Personal ke ® * v »

O  Residential Inventory * i i y 3

S Special Inventory - ® r $ t

Overall 0.99 12.60 59.69 87.67 1.06
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median cobD Median Median Price Diff

238 Ward A Single-Family Residence 0.93 14.43 37.50 81.25 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence » * i » N

C VacantLots il * i * *

D Rural Real (Market Value) 0.92 10.03 61.53 100.00 1.05

F1  Commercial Real i 4 i * ¥

F2 Industrial Real : . : * %

G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.01 12.31 60.71 85.71 1.01

J  Utilities 0.99 14.91 41.17 76.47 1.03

L1 Commercial Personal O n * » i

L2 Industrial Personal 1 * 5 % %

M  Other Personal 5 . o * *

O  Residential Inventory i * * & *

S Special Inventory * ¥ o . 2

Overall 0.97 13.78 51.49 85.07 0.97

239 Washington A Single-Family Residence 0.93 10.37 62.22 94.44 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence i » * i ¥

C  VacantLots et b i > i

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.94 15.86 41.30 80.43 1.10

F1  Commercial Real 0.90 942 76.00 84.00 0.98

F2 Industrial Real s . = * .

G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.01 6.07 81.57 94.73 0.99

J  Utilities 0.99 1144 50.00 83.33 1.10

L1 Commercial Personal 1.01 23.72 60.86 78.26 1.18

L2 Industrial Personal . i * * %*

M  Other Personal . e * . »

O  Residential Inventory i » ¢ * *

S Special Inventory * " - % 2

Overall 0.97 12.67 63.24 90.17 1.01

240 Webb A Single-Family Residence 0.96 8.05 73.26 95.97 0.99
B Multi-Family Residence 0.92 7.18 82.14 96.42 1.01

C VacantLots 0.95 10.89 67.74 87.09 1.01

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.90 2344 40.00 60.00 1.03

F1 Commercial Real 0.97 8.40 77.04 93.44 1.03

F2 Industrial Real ¥ o 4 * >

G  Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.01 9.38 65.51 94.82 1.04

J  Utilities = i ® x *

L1 Commercial Personal 0.99 7.75 73.07 98.07 1.00

L2 Industrial Personal i * o > .

M  Other Personal i * i . *

O  Residential Inventory * * ¥ > *

S Special Inventory il " i > x

Overall 0.96 9.20 72.65 9292 1.00

241 Wharton A Single-Family Residence 0.85 15.66 37.14 84.08 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence 5 * i ki %

C  VacantLlots » . % * .

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.97 18.23 51.40 73.83 1.06

F1 Commercial Real 0.91 15.63 4285 81.63 0.95

F2 Industrial Real * * * - *

G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.02 11.76 60.65 90.16 1.00

J Utilities 1.00 5.74 80.43 95.65 0.99

L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 9.67 67.27 85.45 1.04

L2 industrial Personal - * % s ¥

M  Other Personal * % ;4 4 ¥

O Residential Inventory 4 . » b *

S  Spedial Inventory i » * i *

Dverall 0.94 15.24 4742 82.77 0.96
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median cobD Median Median Price Diff

242 Wheeler A Single-Family Residence 1.03 Mm22 57.14 92.06 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence & * . B\ i

C  Vacant Lots e i * ® *

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.94 22.28 38.46 70.76 1.19

F1  Commercial Real 1.00 12.85 75.00 85.00 1.05

F2 Industrial Real i ® ® e *

G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.03 10.41 70.22 91.57 1.01

J  Utilities 0.98 14.90 30.00 85.00 1.03

L1 Commercial Personal 1.06 5.85 90.00 90.00 1.03

L2 Industrial Personal r " $ . %

M  Other Personal 5 * 2 * #

O  Residential Inventory o * 4 s *

S Special Inventory & i e % ”

Overall 1.01 13.22 62.92 87.35 0.99

243 Wichita A Single-Family Residence 0.97 7.00 83.14 97.07 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence * * x * !

C  Vacant Lots " b % P *

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.97 12.01 56.66 86.66 1.00

F1  Commercial Real 0.98 16.43 73.56 87.35 1.08

F2 Industrial Real & ¥ > = %

G  Oil, Gas, Minerals 0.99 14.17 68.57 82.85 1.06

J  Utilities 0.99 32.19 7332 93.33 1.30

L1 Commercial Personal 0.99 362 92.50 99.16 0.99

L2 Industrial Personal i 4 » . *

M  Other Personal " * i s 2

O  Residential Inventory 2 % % 2 *

S Special Inventory 2 % s ol *

Overall 0.98 8.12 81.52 95.69 1.02

244 Wilbarger A Single-Family Residence 0.96 21.53 35.65 76.52 1.07
B Multi-Family Residence > 7 gt * "

C  Vacant Lots ' o i » il

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.94 22.29 33.33 58.97 0.98

F1  Commercial Real 1.01 20.62 66.66 75.00 118

F2 Industrial Real > * * L *

G O0il, Gas, Minerals 1.04 11.94 53.84 9230 1.00

J  Utilities 1.00 1212 61.11 83.33 1.00

L1 Commercial Personal 0.99 5.09 88.46 96.15 0.98

L2 Industrial Personal * g i g 4

M  Other Personal * * s - by

O  Residential Inventory X i * L #»

S Special Inventory & » g ® »

Overall 0.98 18.20 47.58 79.03 1.01

245 Willacy A Single-Family Residence 0.98 7.50 76.03 97.69 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence * % » . L

C  Vacant Lots 1.01 748 70.00 100.00 0.97

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.95 10.27 57.14 95.23 1.00

F1 Commercial Real 0.98 6.36 83.87 96.77 1.00

F2 Industrial Real . e ¥ * 4

G Oil, Gas, Minerals 0.99 8.66 89.18 94.59 0.93

J  Utilities 1.00 418 90.90 100.00 0.99

L1 Commercial Personal 1.04 7.37 78.04 92.68 1.04

L2 Industrial Personal * 2 i N *

M  Other Personal L i 2 » ¥

O  Residential Inventory * * 3 » »

S Special Inventory * id ¢ i *

Overall 0.98 8.08 79 96.05 0.98
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

246 Williamson A Single-Family Residence 0.98 5.68 84.62 98.32 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence 0.97 490 83.87 100.00 0.99

C  VacantLots 1.00 10.87 65.28 87.83 1.00

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.00 11.33 64.11 87.55 0.98

F1  Commercial Real 0.97 7.57 80.57 93.71 1.02

F2 Industrial Real i * i * #

G  0il, Gas, Minerals ¥ ¥ ¢ * *

J  Utilities 0.95 541 7227 100.00 1.00

L1 Commercial Personal 0.99 479 91.22 98.24 1.01

L2 Industrial Personal * % % * *

M  Other Personal b * * * *

O  Residential Inventory * * % . "

S Spedcial Inventory ¥ ¥ * . *

Overall 0.98 6.97 80.64 95.86 1.01

247 Wilson A Single-Family Residence 0.99 6.17 82.21 98.81 0.99
B Multi-Family Residence i x x ¥ x

C  VacantLlots 1.00 8.63 75.00 91.25 1.00

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.96 8.70 70.42 92.95 1.00

F1  Commercial Real 0.98 8.16 85.71 90.47 0.99

F2 Industrial Real X 7 * - *

G  0il, Gas, Minerals 3 5 . * .

J  Utilities % » i . :

L1 Commercial Personal i » * * *

L2 Industrial Personal * % * o »

M  Other Personal ¥ x > * *

O Residential Inventory * ¥ ¥ % ¥

S  Special Inventory . 2. ¥ i r

Overall 0.99 7.28 78.65 96.28 1.01

248 Winkler A Single-Family Residence 0.92 2264 33.89 66.10 1.06
B Multi-Family Residence i * * ¥ *

C  VacantLots * * i " *

D  Rural Real (Market Value) (2 * % i ¥

F1 Commercial Real ¥ y7 * * *

F2 Industrial Real e % % * -

G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.01 11.77 77.27 90.90 1.07

J  Utilities 0.97 14.31 62.50 87.50 0.96

L1 Commercial Personal " » * * *

L2 Industrial Personal > * i 5 *

M  Other Personal " i * : 2

O  Residential Inventory » x * i e

S Special Inventory i g 5 & =

Overall 1.00 16.57 5248 82.26 1.02

249 Wise A Single-Family Residence 1.00 11.09 7238 91.95 1.02
B Multi-Family Residence % i ® v *

C  VacantLots i * x " %

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.96 14.39 61.79 83.70 1.02

F1  Commercial Real 1.00 6.16 79.51 97.59 1.00

F2 Industrial Real e o » - .

G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.00 6.37 83.85 95.03 1.00

J  Utilities 0.96 8.54 68.57 85.71 1.05

L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 5.05 88.09 100.00 0.99

L2 Industrial Personal * v y ¥ "

M  Other Personal s * i i *

O  Residential Inventory x 2 » * :

S Special Inventory . = 2 * it

Jverall 1.00 9.98 73.05 91.51 1.03
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Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median coD Median Median Price Diff

250 Wood A Single-Family Residence 0.95 12.66 54.54 89.89 1.01
B Multi-Family Residence * » A * %
C Vacant Lots 0.97 20.04 53.12 75.00 1.10
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 1.02 18.25 50.00 77.77 1.06
F1  Commercial Real 0.95 16.42 52.50 81.66 1.06
F2 Industrial Real g * » > *
G 0il, Gas, Minerals 1.02 10.76 68.29 87.80 1.06
J  Utilities o b % . »
L1 Commercial Personal 1.00 9.05 76.19 90.47 1.04
L2 Industrial Personal - * ¥ . *
M  Other Personal % 5 v - *
O  Residential Inventory i i i * *
S Special Inventory : b i * "
Overall 0.97 15.14 56.48 83.20 1.03

251 Yoakum A Single-Family Residence 1.09 15.07 35.71 75.00 1.03
B Multi-Family Residence " . &l 22 *
C Vacant Lots " s * * e
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.99 11.01 60.00 90.00 1.10
F1  Commercial Real o . * * 2
F2 Industrial Real . * * % »
G O0il, Gas, Minerals 1.00 4.29 88.46 98.07 1.00
J  Utilities » . ’ d *
L1 Commercial Personal 2 * # % *
L2 Industrial Personal e o y o 7
M  Other Personal * ” i * .
0 Residential Inventory 4 - * i %
S Special Inventory " ! ¥ o x
Overall 1.01 10.08 67.34 87.75 1.03

252 Young A Single-Family Residence 0.99 19.15 54.76 76.78 1.09
B Multi-Family Residence 2 2 " i t
C  Vacant Lots v * - * *
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.96 22.57 38.94 76.84 1.08
F1  Commercial Real 0.97 12.20 70.37 85.18 1.02
F2 Industrial Real : 3 ot o »
G Oil, Gas, Minerals 1.00 12.72 54.09 90.16 0.97
J  Utilities 0.99 26.48 56.52 69.56 1.19
L1 Commercial Personal 0.99 3.97 89.28 100.00 1.02
L2 Industrial Personal > ¥ ¥ * *
M  Other Personal * " 2 i »
O  Residential Inventory i i » n *
S Special Inventory " o g 4 *
Overall 0.98 17.64 56.41 79.48 1.03

253 Zapata A Single-Family Residence 1.01 14.39 46.51 79.06 1.04
B Multi-Family Residence . * " & 3
C  VacantLots r # * i 5
D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.71 25.23 27.27 4545 0.85
F1  Commercial Real * * 2 P .
F2 Industrial Real * » 2 % %
G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.03 791 62.96 96.29 1.02
J  Utilities * i % " »
L1 Commercial Personal i o o i *
L2 Industrial Personal * P 2 o .
M  Other Personal * % o " 2
O Residential Inventory v » i * 3
S Special Inventory ot * i A i
Overall 1.00 13.81 53.08 80.24 0.98

School and Appraisal Districts’ Property Value Study: 2005 Preliminary Report 81



Section Two: Appraisal District Findings

2005 Appraisal District Study Summary - Preliminary Results (continued)

10% of 25% of
CAD# CAD Name Category Description Median cob Median Median Price Diff

254 Zavala A Single-Family Residence 0.97 8.97 74.71 91.95 1.00
B Multi-Family Residence * % * i ¥

C \VacantLots . : 4 » 3

D  Rural Real (Market Value) 0.91 1246 63.15 84.21 1.08

F1  Commercial Real 0.96 431 90.47 100.00 0.99

F2 Industrial Real " ® » * »

G  0il, Gas, Minerals 1.03 13.05 55.55 86.11 0.98

J Utilities * ¥ * * »

L1 Commercial Personal ¥ X o " *

L2 Industrial Personal o . * i *

M Other Personal » . e o »

O  Residential Inventory o > i » i

S Special Inventory i X X * x

Overall 0.97 10.22 68.27 90.32 0.98
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SECTION THREE

School District Findings

To calculate taxable values, the Comptroller first
employed the methods described earlier to estimate a
value for each property category. Totaling the category
estimates produced the estimated gross value. To reduce
the estimated gross value to taxable value, Govern-
ment Code Section 403.302 requires the Comptroller to
subtract:

« total value exempted by state-mandated homestead
exemptions;

« value exempted by state-mandated disabled veterans’
exemptions;

« adjusted value losses arising from the limitations on
taxes of residence homesteads owned by persons age 65
and older (or the surviving spouse age 55 or older);

« value lost because of tax abatements granted by
May 31, 1993, and tax increment financing zones
approved before September 1, 1999;

» value lost to freeport exemptions;

« value lost for productivity appraisal;

« value for taxes deferred by homeowners age 65 and
older or for homeowners with appreciating homestead
values;

« value lost for the residence homestead limitation; and

« other allowable exemptions.

Appraisal and school districts reported total losses arising
from each of these exemptions and exclusions. The school
district summary shows statewide value totals by category
and total deductions for homestead and veterans’ exemp-
tions, the residence homestead limitation, the over-65

tax limitation and value lost to tax abatements and other
exemptions.

The state summaries show several figures related to rural
real property (Category D). These numbers, which reflect
the agricultural and timber appraisal laws, show the
following:

« market value of acreage that did not qualify for produc-
tivity (agricultural or timber) appraisal and farm and
ranch improvements;

« productivity value of qualified agricultural acreage; and

« total taxable value of all acreage (the sum of Items 1
and 2).

The state total for “Category D, Rural Real (Taxable)”
equals the sum of the productivity value of qualified
agricultural and timber land and the market value of
other rural real property. The value lost to limitations
for homeowners age 65 and older (or their surviving
spouse age 55 or older) arises from a state law that limits
the school taxes that over-65 homeowners pay on their
residence homesteads. The school taxes cannot increase
over the amount the owner paid in the first year that the
owner was 65 years old and applied for the exemption
on that homestead. As a result, school districts may not
levy a tax on the full market value of such properties.
These homeowners may also defer paying the taxes on
their homesteads until they no longer own or occupy that
homestead.

Senate Bill 4 (S.B. 4), passed by the 76th Texas Legislature
and effective September 1, 1999, required certification of
two values—one with only a $5,000 general homestead
exemption (T1) and one with the required $15,000 gen-
eral homestead exemption (T2). The Texas Education
Agency uses the T1 value to ensure full reimbursement
for school districts that would not otherwise be fully held
harmless for the increased losses caused by the additional
exemption amount. These school districts receive Tier

I state funding only or are budget balanced districts,
including Education Code Chapter 41 school districts.
The T1 value will not affect funding for other districts.

S.B. 4 also required the Comptroller to certify an adjust-
ment for both T1 and T2 for one-half the optional per-
centage homestead exemption that some school districts
grant. These are noted as T3 and T4. The Commissioner
of Education may provide for additional funding to these
school districts with the optional exemption if (1) funds
are specifically appropriated and (2) the appropriated
state funds for the Foundation School Program for the
school year exceed the state funds distributed to school
districts. School districts reported to the Comptroller
the value lost for the optional percentage homestead
exemption.
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Section Three: School District Findings

2005 Property Value Study: Preliminary Values Worksheet

S.B. 4, passed by the 1999 Legislature, requires the Comptroller to certify alternative measures of school district wealth (T1,
T3 and T4) in addition to the traditional measure (T2). Questions about the extent to which any of these wealth measures
affect school funding should be directed to the Division of State Funding of the Texas Education Agency at 512/463-9238.

sWeoflosstoloal

Optional Percentage =~
Haitibongts. ' n. w O}
swsmu  smesnn  sossme )
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Section Three: School District Findings

Alphabetical Listing of School District Taxable Values

ISD # ISD Name T1 Value T2 Value : T3 Value T4Value

109901 AbbotiSD . & = 407399 5 4apesur S A0B9s % B0
095-901  Abernathy ISD . 262,022,501 255 435 543 "‘42‘62,02'2,501 255,435,543
221-901  AbileneISD . 3266534 2 2 6 3p3dadss . ooiiasEnyg
014-901  Academy ISD 150,349,598 : J 0,349598 139,535,949
180-903  AdrianISD 33,680,350 33680350 32909692
178-901  Agua Dulce ISD R 84,125,982 , 87 207 200 8412598
015-901 AlamoHeightsiSD . 35903 S01905086 . 3501909086
250-906  Alba-GoldenISD 180231419 165,812,583 180231 419 ; 165,812,583
200901 AMbamwlSD 0 | WS048 150884006 ~ 2462 150884026
101- 902 Aldine ISD 9647478392 9647478392
184-907 Aledo!SD 1,256,526916 1,256,526,916
125-901  Alice ISD e 763,435,275 ‘763,435,275
043-901  Allen ISD 4,819,716,884 4819716884
|022-901 AlpinelSD 297,918,170 290,756,941
037 901 Alto ISD : 113,594,756 113 594756
1 AlvaradoISD ~ 5759154% 75,915,496
Alvin ISD 2‘616137517 616137517
~ Alvord ISD 146,952,365
Amarlllo ISD 5,827,064,653

139 535 949 :
2909692

1298023966
805'255'408 =

901 AndrewsISD
020-902  AngletonisD
Anna 5D

137,364,145

18,265,617,135 18,869,218,322

352,133,989

323,776,489

42,096,570

177,411,962

64,389,905 70,078,959

844,863,578

844,863,578 881,884,260

881,884,260

Bay Clty ISD
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Section Three: School District Findings

Alphabetical Listing of School District Taxable Values (continued)

160591524
632,202,260

92 146, 59 e

aiasRan

399308934

38081354 |

ISD # ISD Name i T1 Value T2 Value
123-910  Beaumont ISD S 7456421982 § 7,203,172,192
183-901  Beckville ISD 524,097,345 517,683,515
013-901  Beeville ISD 451,922,368 417,426,411
039-904  Bellevue ISD 35,640,210 33,722,540
091-901  BellsISD 109,418,552 100,030,719
008-901  Bellville ISD 645,962,836 612,065,485
014-903  Belton ISD ~ 1,312,527,739 1,230,067,109
125- 902 Ben Bolt-Palito Blanco lSD_ 53,714,724 49,912,558
066-901  Benavides ISD ‘ 233,022,208 226,666,909
138-904  Benjamin ISD 24,661,060 23,936,800
187-901  Big Sandy ISD . 408083 280,077,938
230-901  Big Sandy ISD 128,990,499 119,807,985
114-901  Big Spring ISD | 706157673 @ 661775844
220-902  Birdville ISD © 6,561,433,821 6,284,895,292
178-902  Bishop ISD . 482251,716 469945436
177-903  Blackwell ISD 161,616,961 159,020,089
016-902 BlancolISD . 363,048306 347,459,676
116-915  Bland ISD 85,356,446 78,552,638
025-904 BlanketISD 30,839,175 27,944373
034-909  Bloomburg ISD 31431415 27,877,845
175-902  Blooming Grove ISD e .
235-901  Bloomington ISD 125,127,088 , 118,084,358
043-917  BlueRidge ISD 104265435 96,890,156
072-904 Bluff DaleISD 91,737,889 89,424,369
109-913  BlumISD ‘ 57476816
130-901  Boerne ISD S8 2,726,159,565 2,649,604,801
116-916 BolesHomelSD 15176950 14,095,045
241-901  Boling ISD 168,023,710 157,487,028
074:903  BonhamiSD = @ 450,433,666 416,781,844
148-901  Booker ISD 143789458 140,722,381
017-901  Borden County ISD | 483480060 @ 4193010
117-901  Borger ISD 476,907,383 437,409,173
161-923  Bosqueville ISD 96,103,606 91,884,658
185901 BovinalSD 63,643,355 59,860,779
169-901 BowielSD 427327674
249-902 BoydISD 484,093,678 470,220,863
136-901 BrackettvilleISD ‘ 143653,419’} 1333308
160-901  Brady ISD 218,644,785
008-903 BrazosISD
020-905  Brazosport nso 6,212,608,465 5
Fato S
254 037, 424 248,394,104

v ',53.7,813415‘::>;jm e
593966631
879891007

830,710,794 s

905,667,377
203-902 \Broaddus ISD 67140002 59,779,602
184909 BrockISD  We548361 706,
041-901  Bronte ISD 72,806,729
121-902  Brookeland ISD 124494902
025-908  Brookesmith ISD 37,797,473
024-901  Brooks CountyISD - . .BBjJ8e837
223-901  Brownfield CISD 485,205,34
107-902  Brownsboro ISD 530,085,046 487,
031-901 Brownsvnlle ISD - 4,074,727,906 3,854, 819 206

. ”‘ 872,922,626

161291045 Brucewlle-Eddy ISD i 118,808,732 110,365,532
021-902  BryanISD . . 3,333,987,047 3,205916,537
119-901  Bryson ISD 93,274,404 90,013,984

T3 Value
§ 7,456,421,982
520,611,380
451,922,368
35,640,210
109,418,552
645,962,836
1,312,527,739
53,714,724
233,022,208
24,661,060

281,996,503

128,990,499

686,358,090

~ 6,561,433,821
475,986,167
161,616,961

363,048,306

85356446
30,839,175
31,431,415

125,127,088

104,265435

91,737,889

~2,726,159,565

ARG
168023710
AR RS BgE

143,789,458

465120323

96,103,606

63,643,355
427,327,674
484,093,678

235,611,525
6,272,401,859
484,971,42
254,037,424
11,605,915,
615,971,558

70,898,994

. 0gnmos

37,797,473
485,205,344
4,074,727,906

118,808,732

R TR

93,274,404

102,675,391

57476816

oA

| 143653419

82922626

§

397610466

| a%954i0
65190402
. 206548167

813,186,837

499,809,581

LSRR
 2,649,604,801

416,781,844

387,147,930
~6,144,088,409

1537813415

873,771,360

114,362,321

3,854,819,206

T4 Value

7,203,172,192
514,197,550
417,426,411
33,722,540
100,030,719
612,065,485
1,230,067,109
49,912,558
226,666,909
23,936,800
277,776,158
119,807,985
641,981,261
6,284,895,292
463,679,887
159,020,089
347,459,676
78,552,638
127,944,373
27,877,845
92,146,121
118,084,358

89,424,369
53,358,474

14,095,045
157,487,028

140,722,381
481,855,071
425,622,113
91,884,658
59,860,779
399,308,934
470,220,863
134323393
218,644,785

464,545,514
248,394,104

577,735,929

57 830 002

67 094 774

35,43¢3,302
799,496,247
466,546,289

- 456,895,331

830,710,794

: 110,365,532
13,205916,537
90,013,984
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Section Three: School District Findings

Alphabetical Listing of School District Taxable Values (continued)

ISD # ISD Name T1 Value : T2 Value T3 Value ) T4 Value
166907 BuckholtsiSD =~ = § 2423047 S @ DA4ER S 423042 5 DAAe)
186-901  Buena Vista ISD 218,186,337 217,513,527 218,037,277 217,364,467
5001 BuleiolSD 0 T wmaBIe T pismam . Imeaes manah
212902  Bullard ISD 509,022,732 482,255,044 509,022,732
121-903 BunalSD . 216465145 @ 196347098 2 716469145 |
243-901  Burkburnett ISD 618,256,017 580309982 e 618,256,017
176-901  BurkevillelSD . pponen 13 o4 4 Bisna 2 ‘
126-902  Burleson ISD Pk 2041 g0 1944404243 2,041,635092 ,1944404243
[027:903 BumetConsiSD - = = 26, 1063028365 1115579326 1,063,028365
239-903  Burton ISD 255,569,568 264,087,417
188-904 BushlandiSD = 666,033, | 654705558 666033359 54,705,558
039-901  ByersISD 19847313 18,048,483 19,847,313 18,048,483
109-902 BynumISD - 33,963, 31,528,619 - 6. . 315288619
116-901 _ CaddoMillsISD Hie 213,459,008 213,459,008
78903 CalallentS 1,036,123, ,; 991,78 1,036,323521;&-»*_;, 991,787,820
1 Caldwell ISD il 90, 813112582 490,003,750
)1 Calhoun CountyISD 3,64 ,595,8¢ 4148 . 3 4
' Callisburg ISD

tCameron |SD 4 258,577, 238,686,2964_

990 536, 606)

730 1“817_491‘

67,826,179

171,256,038

Christoval ISD 108,172,559 101,429,759 102,455,619 95,712,819

City View ISD 164,495,609 153,046,341 164,495,609 153,046,341
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Section Three: School District Findings

Alphabetical Listing of School District Taxable Values (continued)

ISD #

065-901
194-904
006-902
084-910

146-901
071-901
030-902
114-902
042-901
091-902
168-901
045-902
046-902
047-901
130-902
116-903
112-908
1233-903
161-921

170-902
147-901

178-904
175-903

142-901

109-903

129-901

052-901

018-908

161-901
113-901
054-901
107-904
220-912

062-901

101-907

056-901

126-903

018-901

204-901
021-901
229-901

020-907

043-918  Community ISD

060-902
057-922 5
050-910  Copperas Cove ISD

187-904  Corrigan-Camden1SD
095902

246-914  Coupland ISD

053-001 C
Crockett ISD
101-906
030901 Cross Plains ISD
078-901

254901  Crystal CityISD

172-902

ISD Name
Clarendon ISD
Clarksville ISD
Claude ISD
Clear Creek ISD
Cleburne ISD
Cleveland ISD

Clifton ISD

Clint ISD

Clyde ISD

Coahoma ISD
Coldsprings-Oakhurst CISD
Coleman ISD

 College Station ISD

Collinsville ISD 4
Colmesneil ISD
Colorado ISD

 Columbia-Brazoria ISD

Columbus ISD

Comal ISD

Comanche ISD

fombtiSb. . .

Commerce ISD

Como-Pi;kron ISD
Comstock Cons ISD
Connally ISD

- ConroelSD

Coolidge ISD
CooperISD
Coppell ISD

Corpus Christi ISD
CorsicanalsD
Cotton CenterISD
Cotulla ISD
Covmgton ISD

Cranfills Gap ISD
Crawford ISD

CrosbyISD
Crosbyton CISD

Crossroads ISD
Crowell ISD
Crowley lSD

Cuero ISD

1 Culberson-Allamore ISD

DalrrartCISD e

T1 Value
118,342,325
205,303,453

88,680,942
12,358,893,472
1,822,151,751
572,194,065
377,752,211
575,501,706
182,217,492
232,282,808
633,057,038
97,215,530

4,026,755,007

102,519,832
91,169,922
220,079,950
659,578,445
563,364,446
5,893,050,264
229,901,577

46627626

386,943,327

R
B L

440,005,102
. 13389,179,460

27,401,475

. ame30

6,236,529,692

859,380,378

8,397,009,938

ez

1,044,220,460

. D1
355,010,062

696,080

386,828,317
1 339,693,927

25,763,569,719

667,874,990

408,532,650

45,184,523

T2 Value
110,691,699
187,900,243

83,879,042
11,906,988,026
1,743,309,583
538,942,209

361,033,122

530,301,818

161,998,762

222,611,210
595,226,822
83,472,860

3,939,301,536

95,889,708
84,211,177
209,109,325

612929695

536,559,754
- 5,694,147,710
212,402,991

419408877

371,232,586
107,203,313

415,058,963

 12,928,652,637

24,807,495

943

6,130,723,953
7,970,821,195
198,278,688
990,296,874

3o
345,861,526
206,080

41,155,666

. esomet
‘1 330 654,047

46,946,322
108,929,205

270,906,663
62,748,543
212,669,370
3,692,375,239
323,037,620

48,233,600

iR s
oL AL R

390,588,211

295315760

:1'””150;485,069 g

795,157,103

11,616,765,230

871,436,251

88233307
172,857,924

224846400

T3 Value
118,342,325
205,303,453

88,680,942
12,170,478,627
1,822,151,751
572,194,065
377,752,211
575,501,706

182,217,492

227,912,445
633,057,038
97,215,530
4,026,755,007
102,519,832
91,169,922
220,079,950
639,302,700
557,175,305

5,555,939,390

229,901,577

| 436,627,626

386,943,327

A

115,009,073
151,667,360
440,005,102
13,389,179,460
27,401,475

124,446,310

6,236,529,692
859,380,378
8,397,009,938
202430818
1,044,220,460

27,983,587

355,010,062

46,696,080

45,184,523

1,339,693,927

292,979,988
67,795,053
21 9,897,480

~3,733,502,020

(38688317

| 49260943
115,209,640

| 1622500525

el

- 77,700,026

71 760,542'?‘ .

185,494,392

344,473,370

e

53,469,620

262,633,210

24,398,042,520

. 655556225

408,532,650

1,330,654,047

871,436,251

T4 Value
110,691,699
187,900,243
83,879,042

11,718,573,181

1,743,309,583
538,942,209
361,033,122
530,301,818
161,998,762
218,240,847
595,226,822
83,472,860
3,939,301,536
95,889,708
84,211,177
209,109,325
592,653,950
530,370,613
5,357,036,836
212,402,991
419,498,877
371,232,586

295,315,760
107,203,313
150,229,056
415,058,963

12,928,652,637
24,807,495
111,974,713

6,130,723,953
795,157,103
7,970,821,195
193,547,994

990,296,874
27,364,917
345,861,526
44,206,080
41,155,666
365,076,351

46,946,322
108,929,205
1,613,857,945
270,906,663

62,748,543
70547458
212,669,370
| 68,233,307
3,589,985,514
172,857,924
323,037,620
224,846,400
48,233,600
| 254,282,400
23,494,242,520
| 631,433,758,
390,588,211
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Section Three: School District Findings

Alphabetical Listing of School District Taxable Values (continued)

‘Tso# ISD Name = T1Value T2 Value T3 Value T4Value

057905 DellasSD 8 SA9TO03N08 % 62761835400 62962296721  $  61436,228,734
020-910  Damon ISD 36,124,816 - 33,533,816 36,124,816 33,533,816
1020-904  Danbury ISD - 128,194,314 119,637,644 128,194,314 119,637,644
148-905  Darrouzett ISD 180,616,092 179,496,037 180,616,092 179,496,037
[058-902  Dawson ISD 177,301,607 176,555,337 . 1301607 . 176555337
175-904  Dawson ISD 67,399,953 60,853,053 67,399,953 60,853,053
146-902 DaytonISD . 1085352135 = 1034253769 @ 1085353135 ¢ 1034953769
249-905  Decatur ISD 1,272,159,330 1,240337,535  1,272,159,330 ~1,240,337,535
{101-908  Deer Park ISD 6819220998 6702980998 = 6676960323 6560,720323
019-901  DeKalb ISD 131,763,795 120,030,985 131,763,795 S 120,030,985
227-910  DelValleISD 2166843876 2111921484 2166843876 2 2111921484
047-902  Deleon ISD 135,808,213 124,866,255 135808213 124,866,255
115908 Delillysp .. = = - % = SS5na 44916,717
091-903  Denison ISD 1032 696 408 965 321 487 ‘ 1,032,696,408 o 965,321,487
061-901 Denton ISD 6,543 , - 6759259702  6,543,628,645
251-901  Denver Clty 1SD 1,854,932, 218 1,844,089,128 1,854,932,218 1,844,089,128
057-906 DeSotoISD . - 2M091235 2036572517

03 DeversisD -

Detroit ISD

55 077 713

“Dilley ISD

903 DimeBoxISD

~ Dimmitt ISD

Elgin ISD 687,088,345

45348763 ‘
4914%482 =
14,393 631,‘,” :

654,056,836

55 077,713

388 186,358

49,348,263
491,496,482
214,393,631

431,609,048
379 536 238

100,427,709
103911627
178,071 7§0:

22
302,163, 152

10,171 864 735

654 056 836
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Section Three: School District Findings

Alphabetical Listing of School District Taxable Values (continued)

ISD # ISD Name T1 Value T2 Value T3 Value T4 Value

001-903  ElkhartISD S amsasn % 156,719,651  § 170,523,311 156,719,651
102-906  Elysian Fields ISD 386,754,949 374,615,079 378,259,624 366,119,754
070-903  Ennis ISD 1,421,425,303 1,373,711857 1,421,425,303 1,373,711,857
049-906  EralSD 74,902,705 70,092,026 74,902,705 70,092,026
174-910  Etoile ISD 41,733,582 37,490,772 39,529,987 35,287,177
030-906  Eula ISD 128,231,977 122,194,238 128,231,977 122,194,238
107-905  Eustace ISD 388,514,257 365,796,247 371,236,754 348,518,744
121-906  Evadale ISD 431,588,176 427,254,701 429,680,375 425,346,900
050-901  EvantISD 59,045,827 54,621,655 59,045,827 54,621,655
220-904  Everman ISD 809,172,184 770,088,158 788,986,050 749,902,024
210-906  Excelsior ISD . 12,451,065 11,142,765 11,919,523 10,611,223
143-906  Ezzell ISD 125,963,070 123,732,550 124,562,845 122,332,325
071-903  Fabens ISD 121,012,493 110,257,392 121,012,493 110,257,392
081-902 Fairfield ISD ~1,915,609,633 1,894,323,103 1,915,609,633 1,894,323,103
128-904  Falls City ISD 49,970,256 45,238,750 49,970,256 45,238,750
060-914  Fannindel ISD 36,814,814 32,690,665 36,814,814 32,690,665
043-904  Farmersville ISD . pagn 08 256,679,069 272,295,709 256,679,069
185-902 Farwell ISD 90,550,016 85,603,732 90,550,016 85,603,732
075-906  Fayetteville ISD 141,948,581 137,248,541 141,948,581 137,248,541
070-905  Ferris ISD 277,157,712 260,131,138 277,157,712 260,131,138
075-901 FlatonialSD 179,225,747 170,650,364 179,225,747 170,650,364
246-902  Florence ISD 200,906,168 189,879,181 200,906,168 189,879,181
247-901  FloresvilleISD 744289370 699,807,468 744,289,370 699,807,468
178-914  Flour Bluff ISD 1,542,340,692 1,481,195381  1,542,340,692 1,481,195,381
077-901  FloydadaISD 141070646 = 130857576 141,070,646 130,657,576
148-902  Follett ISD 160,321,756 158,839,456 160,321,756 158,839,456
169-910  Forestburg ISD 39,690,685 36924425 2 39690685 136,924,425
129-902  Forney ISD 1616821169  1,567,974,220 1,616,821,169 1,567,974,220
114904 ForsanISD 290313948 2 083835356 2 287207094 280,728,502
079-907  Fort Bend ISD 17,445318407 16,762,100,165 17,445,318,407 16,762,100,165
122-901  Fort Davis ISD 120795839 115450599 120,795,839 115,450,599
242-906  Fort Elliott CISD 739,744,610 737,771,993 739,744,610 737,771,993
115-901  Fort Hancock ISD 119,506,357 116223804 119,506,357 116,223,804
186-902  Fort Stockton ISD 1542 921,283 1,518,424,933 1,533,928,763 1,509,432,413
220-905  Fort Worth ISD 20138549473  19,337,798,123 ~20,138,549,473 19,337,798,123
198-903  Franklin ISD 695,006,598 682,117,688 695,006,598 682,117,688
001-904 FrankstonISD /e 243,710,741  Bawnan
086-901  Fredericksburg ISD( ; 1,548,125,76 1,548,125761 1,491,794,666
066-903 FreerlSD - 277418465 70631555 | 274213150 @ 267426240
152-907  Frenship ISD ; 1,591,018,326 1,526,493,043 1,591,018,326 1,526,493,043
084-911  Friendswood ISD 1,694,494,691 1,624,439,060 . 1,624,439,060
185-903  Friona ISD 233,581,584 233,581,584
043-905  FriscolSD 19,472,435,145 5 9,472,435,145
175-905  Frost ISD 42,872,843 47,157,653 ik 42,872,843
234909  FruitvalelSD . 49,999,73 . B1535007 . 47,528477
049-901  Gainesville ISD 659,570,182 697,474,327 659,570,182
101910  Galena Park ISD ,,,177,874,553 4,045,734,650 4063221877 13,931,081,877
084-902  Galveston ISD' 3,706,623,147 3593421636 3,584,919,909 3,471,718,398
120902 GanadoISD 130,074,005 3 130,074,005 122,205,633
057-909  Garland ISD 12,720, 404,570 12144 066 542 4 12,720,404,570 12,144,066,542
184911 GamneriSD ) . 12939305 108,900,045
174-903  GarrisonISD 182,485,262 174,778,012
183-904 GarylSD - 145304,220 140,111,860
050-902  Gatesville ISD 407,080,193 372,340,750
166902 GauselSD. . 421580 Sere0810 54270520
149-901  George West ISD 426,385,184 408,421,004 417,919,094 399,455,004
246-904  Georgetown 3,548,793,236 3418117,555 3548793236 3418117555
161-925  Gholson ISD 30,481,716 27,548,069 30,481,716 27,548,069
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Section Three: School District Findings

Alphabetical Listing of School District Taxable Values (continued)

ISD # ISD Name : T1Value ‘T2 Value T3 Value T4 Value
144901  Giddings ISD -  s5340e573 8 ShimidNiA 8 SOl N Bivisn
230-902  GilmerISD ESE 697,965,290 657,929,636 697965290 657,929,636
092901 GladewateriSD = 471976669 = 446971824 = 45608694 = 431103849
087-901  Glasscock CountyISD 551,581,123 549,055653 550,328,283 547,802,813
215801 GlenRoseld = 020 s - s i
126911  Godley ISD 990,193 2756512  287,990,19 275,651,282
169906° Goldburgi6 -~ = 688917 Mes42s) 0 Soemsdi7 - lipemagst
167901 GoldthwaitelsD 120,652,963 111975636 120,652,963 111,975,636
08002 GoladiSD . . TWRISEN S dREmae 0 e eeviendes
089-901 Gonz‘ales]SD 420610131 445556321 420,610,131
187-903  GoodrichISD _ Jamse0. . nsmse
101-911  Goose CreekCISD 7,872,437323 , ) 368 7,788,367,818
182-901 GordoniSD 61339 s4DABI00 000 61,273,940
067-904  Gorman ISD 45704840 50,323,550 45,704,840
156-905  Grady ISD 84415257 ;;:;244,921,‘311 ... ®
182-902  Graford ISD
111-901  Granbury ISD
[057-910  Grand Prairie
234904

391 737 090

/243,367,352
62,953,145

Harts Bluff ISD

98,311,116

Hawkins ISD 455,909,172 455,909,172 442,696,247

442 696 247
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Section Three: School District Findings

Alphabetical Listing of School District Taxable Values (continued)

ISD #
127-904
105-906
198-905
065-902
202-903
237-902
201-902
039-902
059-901
208-901
097-903
108-905
148-903
084-903
177-905
057-911

109-904
084-908
014-905

163-904

019-902
101-912
091-905
019-913
109-905
072-908
003-902
101-925
034-903
146-905

101-913

188-903
005-902

074-907

Huckabay ISC

5 IngIesudeISD
3 lolalsD
3 lowaParkCISD

ISD Name

Hawley ISD

Hays CISD
Hearne ISD
Hedley ISD
Hemphill ISD
Hempstead ISD
Henderson ISD
Henrietta ISD
Hereford ISD
Hermleigh ISD
HicolSD
Hidalgo ISD

HigginsISD

High Island ISD
Highland ISD
Highland Park ISD

_ Highland Park ISD

Hillsboro ISD
Hitchcock ISD
Holland ISD

Holliday ISD

Hondo ISD

Honey Grove CISD
Hooks ISD
Houston ISD
Howe ISD

HubbardiSD

Hubbard ISD A

Hudson ISD
Huffman ISD

'Hughes Springs ISD :

Hull-Daisetta ISD
Humble ISD

HuntiSD

Huntington ISD
Huntsville ISD

Hurst-Euless-Bedford ISD

Ira ISD
aan-Sheffield ISD
dell ISD

T1 Value
67,064,236
2,339,348,794

280,857,760

32,969,631

272,084,852

330,936,027
1,142,641,857
276,725,947
588,316,495
33,512,670

107,319,365

260,206,594

wIinas

96,553,478

86,287,858

8,793,908,736

Neisieer

404,698,492
365,827,601
72,346,232

- 180,156,199
319,017,824

121,676,599

116,482,944

£ 80,019,034,622

161,019,016

1470971512” .

54,392,528
73,374,987

o 286,313,241
599066866

197,603,825

252,419452“
@ 7765638194
197,035,842

175,554,062

137,978,510

49723290
982923932

113,235 798:

},49,449,605}_

- 1,357,913,734
7,827,107,478
- 817,100,876

T2 Value

59,762,513

2,241,419,808
267,269,250
31,537,379
248,537,056
315,138,367

1,093,561,707

260,730,387

555,584,954

31,407,938
99,954,935
248,536,569
118,866,839
93,732,827

85,338,199

8,710,883,091
714,991,991
383,326,589
346,570,621
66,951,903

168,304,012

296,002,653

113,035,686

104,942,813

| 77,992,794622

149,761,596

185,152,875

. s
7,431 835,351

. %

161595282

ey
49,008,214
170,329,667
226,564,521
566 775,298 -

7551 779672"_ i
gansE
130,498,173

47,059, 343 : :

T3 Value
67,064,236
2,339,348,794
280,857,760
32,969,631
272,084,852
330,936,027
1,108,529,427
276,725,947

. 588,316,495

33,512,670

107,319,365

260,206,594

120,172,419

95,050,668
. 86,287,858
8,048,650,891

717,153,647

404,698,492
365,827,601
72,346,232

180,156,199

319,017,824
121,676,599
116,482,944
76,537,868,568
161,019,016

14,709,715
54,392,528

73,374,987
246,315,241

599,066,866

197,603,825

252,419,462

© 7,765,638,194

197,035,842

ORAEs

137, 978 510

49,449,604

- 1,278,136,064
7,482,802,082
789375814

817,100,876

| 480,594,245

966 050 019 : 12
L 3‘ _315}@35,235;3 .
90,440,272
435,789,076
113,235,798
986,158,113

295,110,626

T4 Value
59,762,513
2,241,419,808
267,269,250
31,537,379
248,537,056
315,138,367
1,059,449,277
260,730,387
555,584,954
31,407,938
99,954,935
248,536,569
118,866,839
92,230,017
85,338,199
7,965,625,246
714,991,991
383,326,589
346,570,621
66,951,903
168,304,012
296,002,653
113,035,686
104,942,813
74,511,628,568
149,761,596
13,147,835
49,008,214
70,329,667
226,564,521
566,775,298
185,152,875
244,851,115
7,431,835,351
192,716,398
154,471,194

130,498,173
946,597,283

84,657,222
111,567,243
47,059,343

on County ISD : 296,110,640 00395340 296,110,640

Irving 1SD 8 089 852 188 7 854,178 367 8,089,852,188 7,854,178,367
 ltalyIsD . 12 89,363,12 3,381,577
Itasca ISD 107 021 846 107,021,846 : 99,154,386

02 Jacksboro ISD - 423,596,1 408 423596110 - 408,691,020
Jacksonville ISD 778} 591,40 727, 244, 822 778,591,401 727,244,822

07  Jarrell ISD 382,969,888 363,838,243 382969888 363838243
Jasper ISD 512,573,888 474,108,267 512,573,888 474,104,267

2 Jayton-Girard ISD 453,041,928 511185 152,569,820 450,685,745
Jefferson ISD 544,985,003 519,490,688 537,839,838 512,345,523
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Section Three: School District Findings

Alphabetical Listing of School District Taxable Values (continued)

ISD # ISD Name T1Value T2 Value T3 Value ~ T4 Value
124501 JimWogelSD. == 8§ M3169234 5§ 4008574 8 segyiM Y diiwsei
221-911  Jim Ned Cons ISD 204,302,323 ; 190,088,707 193,383,067 179,169,451
200902 JesquinlSD T T ggmas . B3eIB T agnsa

016-901 _Johnson City ISD : 357,379,580 344532700 357,379,580
1050900 JonesbomslSD . dsoeiEEs T @oeAsn T By
126-905 JoshuaISD Y 804,957,266 752709901 804,957,266
007-902 Jourdanton ISD o oapece0t . /000 anebior
015-916 JudsonISD 4144477917 3,952,069,071 4144477917
134-901  Junction1SD - . Enss. . npses . menser 6,24
102-901  Karnack ISD 120,485,455 114320955 115806915 109,642,415
1128-901  Karnes City ISD et mEnl. . sAeasst 173,809,221
101-914  Katy ISD : L 10MOSse 123785849017 12,840,893,518 12,378,584,901
129-903 KaufmanISD 64999 529079118  565649,99

126-906  Keene ISD 1 T TR TSSO
220-907  Keller 1SD 7713528801 = 74401426 2 7713538801
242-905  Kelton ISD 168,224,474 167 973134, 168224474
129904 KemplSD 284,450,165 268938 2

079-908  Kendleton ISD
131-001  Kenedy Countywide ISD
Kenedy ISD
113906 Kennard ISD
220-914  Kennedale ISD
175-907  KerensISD
Kermlt ISD 5

32526112“‘

107,559437
57,930
848,858,876

377, 134 904

1,542,640,063

404,479,819 404,479,819

1,032,934,80.
3,850,559,7
523,882,284

696,971,687

‘Lanewlle ISD

1 723 802 592

Laredo ISD 834,548,525 1,834,548,525 1,723,802,592
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Section Three: School District Findings

Alphabetical Listing of School District Taxable Values (continued)

ISD #
245-901
113-905
185-904
193-902
246913
019914
090-902
187-906
145-911
074-909
110-902
201-904
061-902
144-902
246-908
146-906
019-908
212-903
034-905
049-907

111-902
181-908
061-914

187-907
150-901
028-902
077-902
160-905
141-902
178-906
116-906
092-903
083-902
168-902
161-907
054-902
03'%—906%
241-906
113-903
1152-901
152-906
127-905
003-903

100-907
245-902
007-904

154-901
170-906
1 07'906 g
109‘% .
01 9-91 0
220—903

072-909

140-904
LlanoISD

LockneyISD

LorenalsD
~ Los Fresnos CIS
19 LovejoyISD
LubbockISD
Lueders-Avoca ISD

Lufkin ISD
028-903

‘MagnoliaIsD

ISD Name
LasaraISD
Latexo ISD

 Lazbuddie ISD

Leakey ISD

Leander ISD

Leary ISD

Lefors ISD

Leggett ISD

Leon ISD

Leonard ISD
Levelland ISD
Leveretts Chapel ISD

Lewisville ISD

Lexington ISD
Liberty Hill ISD
Liberty ISD

Liberty-Eylau ISD

Lindale ISD

Linden-Kildare CISD

Lindsay ISD

Lingleville ISD

Lipan ISD

Little Cypress-Mauriceville Cons IS
Little Elm ISD

Littlefield 1SD

lemgston ISD

Lockhart ISD

Lohn ISD
LometaISD
London ISD
Lone Oak ISD
Longview ISD

_Loop ISD

Loraine ISD

Lorenzo ISD
Louise ISD

Lovelady ISD

T1 Value

33,369,207
101,627,140
50,062,996
157,165,925
8,039,150,907
24,276,986
79,284,187
80,785,274
641,959,303
101,684,844
1,010,399,957
27,616,701

~ 18,404,604,921

256,032,835
619,393,268
646,639,400
413,968,020
798,588,073
176,858,375
135,202,396

158,895,142

71,721,510

813,300,143

1,103,038,516

. 184303268 @

858,243,808

 LIs86619

735,007,469

BB,

16,571,445

141,897,313

2,859,930,026

 3osmes0

27,998,680

278,597,885

63,396,158

149,210,089

Lubbock- Coopér ISD :

LulingiSD
Lumberton ISD
‘L’ﬁordtlSB
LytlelSD »
MabankISD
Madisonville CISD

Malakoff ISD
MalonelSD
Malta ISD
ManorISD
Mansfield ISD

. 2071151806
693,346,249
22837861

355 766 080

13,357,070

6,345,506,595

T2 Value

30,770,973

95,082,380

48,848,565

152,039,205

7,785,818,265

22,055,087
77,748,347
78,343,374

632528072

93,327,048

975,622,314

25,748,471

17884017406

241,501,103

597,318,604

622,157,186

. 387475652

751,624,361

160,630,955

130409 315

67,139,410

;54,340,1485?»'3:; .

823,642,229

1,022,054324
154 908, 471

1,617,903,508

761,292,206

1,059,629,036

170,284,452

805,631,538

~ 1,709,035,763

691,340,618
15,874,685

139,809,313

154,652,773
12,754,479,214
1,636,028

__25:694,090
259931531

60,173,088
143,704,129

147,476,794

7083118128

734,847,736

35410724
_1,795,608,545

. BURas
JSLEN T
| 738832553

332,794,287
665,688,339
11,628,706

6,094,651,568

sz

61,068,828

75533008
993,791,824

21,385,250

ioReseR T

T3 Value T4 Value
33,369,207  § 30,770,973
101,627,140 95,082,380

50,062,996 48,848,565
157,165,925 152,039,205
8,039,150,907 7,785,818,265
24,276,986 22,055,087
79,284,187 77,748,347
80,785,274 78,343,374
641,959,303 632,528,172
101,684,844 93,327,048
1,010,399,957 975,622,314
26,880,211 25,011,981
18,404,604,921 17,884,017,406
252,770,527 238,238,795
619,393,268 597,318,604
646,639,400 622,157,186

413,968,020 387,475,652
798,588,073 751,624,361
169,466,265 153,238,845
135,202,396 130,409,315
58,895,142 56,624,302
71,721,510 67,139,410
779868876 727,860,939

1,103,038,516 1,059,629,036
184,303,268 170,284,452
858,243,808 805,631,538
1,720,438,732  1,670,717,876
735,007,469 691,340,618
89,058,767 83,571,177
16,571,445 15,874,685
64,340,148 61,068,828
141,897,313 139,809,313
164,408,816 154,652,773

‘ 2,859,930,026 ;i 2,754,479,214
1342163441  341,220519
27,998,680 25,694,090

. nseiees 259,931,531
63,396,158 , 60,173,088
IR R
149,210,089 143,704,129

1,022,054324 993,791,824

154908471 147,476,794

~ 7/420,551,582 17,083,118,128

764,847,988 734,847,736

el 35410724

1,883,576,320 1,795,608,545
586236 515 542,505,095

163,194,756 | 18123
143,721,920 131,657,690

 mseedy | 158Rasss
355,766,080 332,794,287

2,077,151,806 - 1,976,993,797
693 346,249 665,688,339

s B
13,357,070 11,628,706

1617903508  1,5580,577,539

6,094,651,568

6,345,506,595
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Section Three: School District Findings

Alphabetical Listing of School District Taxable Values (continued)

ISD Name

~ MarathonISD :
Marble FaIIs ISD

_ Matisd
Marietta CISD _ ‘
. Matiensd @

Marlin ISD

~ Marshall ISD

Mart ISD

5 Martins Mill ISD
~ Martinsville ISD
~ MasonlISD
Matagorda ISD
4  MathisISD

Maud ISD

Maypearl ISD

6 McAllen CISD

McCamey ISD

lMcGregor ISD
McKinney ISD
McLean ISD

T1 Value
o 5@:&8,965 |
1,820,467,527
9079
15,315,488
. 379761356

183,963,661

 1,807,048892
75,888,770
e

34'?9‘:93?
221,995,84
150,421,660

T2Value
53,026,472
1,767,545,885

13,219,738

e

169,391,541

s

68,671,986

s

31,294311

147,249,508

06821940 187946

e g

161,200328
 4g0378209

989 789,202

214 371 ,545

412,178,270
2,147,452,661
2,559,147,084

553,

217,031,988

46,659,684

41,763,421

SERse

151,810,695

4,623,458972

; 985 023,692

123, 529 775 :
402, 851 001 %
120,252,072

588113413
19,965,083

211,122,548

184,570,109

480,183,146

e e resoRs T

T3 Value ; T4 Value
§ @ 53 026,472

1820467527\_“ 17675545885
Cepmae . g
15,315,488 13,219,738
98136 e

183963661 169,391,541
1,749,270658  1,678,123,505
75,888,770 68,671,986
72272105 HE
32,502,581
anessa
150,421,660
- 206,821,949
47,402,797
1,391,544
161,200,328
14,803,782,029
988,797,274

392-

47,768,193
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Section Three: School District Findings

Alphabetical Listing of School District Taxable Values (continued)

ISD # ISD Name T1Value T2 Value T3 Value T4 Value
072-910  Morgan Mill ISD § 45,363,933 43,171,483 45,363,933 43,171,483
040-901  Morton ISD 57,200,015 52,874,225 57,200,015 52,874,225
173-901  Motley County ISD 64,727,033 61,298,097 64,727,033 61,298,097
143-902  Moulton ISD 68,454,518 61,944,436 64,688,895 58,178,813
109-910  Mount Calm ISD 21,630,389 19,463,455 21,630,389 19,463,455
201-907  Mount Enterprise ISD 45,372,867 40,895,857 43,247,792 38,770,782
225-902  Mount Pleasant ISD 1,664,757,523 1,622,063,494 1,631,432,195 1,588,738,166
080-901 Mount Vernon ISD 657,141,432 634,969,142 ; 657,141,432 634,969,142
049-902  Muenster ISD 160,277,404 152,426,257 160,277,404 152,426,257
009-901  Muleshoe ISD 191,457,739 179,398,797 191,457,739 179,398,797
167-902  Mullin ISD 43,650,212 . AL5461 43,650,212 41,215,461
198-906  Mumford ISD 44,984,067 44,700,597 44,984,067 44,700,597
138-903  Munday ISD 47037503 42,327,053 47,037,523 142,327,053
107-908  Murchison ISD 35,335,687 - 33,082,387  35335,687 33,082,387
174-904  Nacogdoches ISD 1,558,139,651 1479424391  1,487,220,971 1,408,505,711
163-903  Natalia ISD 107,610,384 , 96,477,074 107,610,384 96,477,074
094-903  Navarro ISD M3770288 | 4dB65A38 424,268,565 409,123,715
093-904  Navasota ISD 783,523,703 751,374,183 759,375,480 727,225,960
035-903  Nazareth ISD L p3ksis32 . neson 2385155 21,975,072
001-906  Neches ISD 73,908,430 70,227,960 71,544,113 67,863,643
123-905 Nederland ISD 11,325,556,690 1,254831,000 1325556690 1,254,831,090
079-906  Needville ISD 453,377,736 423,987,804 453,377,736 423,987,804
019-905  New Boston ISD 256,698,032 238173062 256,698,032 238,173,062
046-901 New BraunfeIsISD 2,004,331,875 1,913,574,765 ‘ 2 004,331,875 1,913,574,765
170908 NewCaneylsD 288498717 1216612212 1288498717 1216612212
252-902 New Castle ISD 41,577,087 39,630,037 41,577,087 39,630,037
152-902 New Deal ISD L 136565075 | 1865130 135565075 129,651,322
230-906  New Diana ISD 101,722,216 91,725,103 101,722,216 91,725,103
153-905 NewHomelSD 341082 2@ MeEm 0 o680 32,449,892
037-908  New Summerfield ISD + 36765201 . 33,399,366 36,765,221 33,399,366
236-901 NewWaverlyISD s im0 145,762,782 134,908,211
176-902  Newton ISD 179,095,998 163,956,255 174,524,690 159,384,947
089-903  Nixon-Smiley CISD 9524433 wAn 135,364,362 126,567,052
169-902  Nocona ISD 146,189,843 134,380,093 146,189,843 134,380,093
062-902  Nordheim ISD . 56008309 53933600 56008309 153,933,609
145-906  Normangee ISD = L Sy 164,073,006 166,948,882 157,295,581
101-909 NorthForestiSD ~ 1,290,952,192 . 1193766227 1,290952,192 © 1,193,766,227
112-906  North Hopkins I |so 68,204,366 63,300,456 68,204,366 63,300,456
139-911  NorthlamarISD " Jwsnsn 0020 eS118148 0 Tolsiaen 665,116,149
154-903  North Zulch ISD 101,382,341 97,011,891 101,382,341 97,011,891
015-910  Nor 0,480,171,169 19,702,628,029 T Adba 638 029
015-915 19,353,773879 : 20173 988967 773,879
61-9 Northwest ISD 5910505 320, 6000765160 5910505 320
042-906  Novice ISD : ‘ 3 _ aEpds | 5658 32,336,048
069—902_~NuecesCanyon cuso M 608 042‘ 127,284,206 132,608,042 127,284,206
235904  NurseryISD 15625293 2,366,501 156,252,936 152,366,501
145907  Oakwood ISD 109, 114,756,443 109,240,694
205905 Odem-EdroyISD 160,744,329 A0 160,744,329
O'Donnell 5D 66341917 69,366,387 66,341,917
15D 5892393  J8sBdpes | 25892393
2,930,105 3,254,642 2,930,105
110648802 119990792 110,648,802 |
69,653,938 74,627,660 69,653,938
910 On . ~ 230913,113 249471221 230,913,113
125-903 Orange Grove |SD - 131, 803559 121,450 L A 131,803,559 121,450,477
181-905 Orangefield ISD  dmemsont . mISWOE. 285945333 | 264,796,334
230-903 Ore City ISD 109,665,268 98,618,124 109,665,268 98,618,124
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Section Three: School District Findings

Alphabetical Listing of School District Taxable Values (continued)

1ISD # ISD Name T1 Value Tz Value e T3 Value T4 Value

201908 OwertoniSD = = 8 60302882 5 sa3@33m; 5 5720007 5 51281907
051-901  Paducah ISD 108,380,823 103,695,023 107,150,143 102,464,343
104907 PaintCreekiSD = 35490251 = 34509007 2 35490951 ,509,101
048-903  Paint Rock ISD ey 59734505 57,946,925 59,734,505 57,946,925
158905 PaladosiSD = 050040020 @ 935738230 2 940810189 96508401
001-907  Palestine nso £ s e N 751,855,203 797,760,729 751,855,203
070-910  PalmerISD . . s mengy . mwspnw - Wwaenn
182-906 PaloPmtoISD : 274,006,646 271,295,636 o DRI
090-904 PampalSD . BRAMES 0 Bete00A13.
033-902  Panhandle ISD _ 333,287,203 335,984,528 :
042-905  Panther Creek Cons ISC: . M1 BistaAn
249-906  Paradise ISD 186,787,890 198,041,140
139909  ParisISD 504797319 2 639251230 @
101-917  Pasadena |so i },7947 61,592 ‘\81321250418 :
063-906  Patton SpringsISD 21,063,432 . QR
013-902  Pawnee ISD 159,843,293
020-908 PearlandISD 46
Pearsall ISD

560 637,810
9,142,675
91,273,747

Sao 503,360
0763593
96,829,897

Pecos-Barstow yah IS[
1U9-9 MQ‘WE@SB .
119-903  Perrin-Whitt CISD
179901 PerrytoniSD
4  Petersburg ISD
~ Petrolia ISD
‘Pettus ISD

14,355,366

15,549,159

745,694,461

764,677,005

Prdsper ISD 764,677,005
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Section Three: School District Findings

Alphabetical Listing of School District Taxable Values (continued)

ISD # ISD Name T1Value T2 Value T3 Value T4 Value
099-903  Quanah ISD - 205,555,560 197,509,050 205,555,560  $ 197,509,050
034-907  Queen City ISD 318,694,292 304,747,682 311,531,412 297,584,802
116-908  Quinlan ISD 526,904,111 490,400,202 526,904,111 490,400,202
250-904  Quitman ISD 344,828,704 321,614,925 344,828,704 321,614,925
190-903  Rains ISD 414,896,668 389,295,288 414,896,668 389,295,288
054-903  Ralls ISD 77,575,984 72,500,034 77,575,984 72,500,034
066-005  Ramirez CSD 26,756,324 26,385,834 26,496,723 26,126,233
067-907  Ranger ISD 73,418,397 67,099,747 73,418,397 67,099,747
231-902  Rankin ISD 672,400,714 670,189,129 672,400,714 670,189,129
245-903  Raymondbille ISD 324,044,920 305,135,820 324,044,920 305,135,820
192-901  Reagan County ISD 801,779,708 794,845,288 799,402,498 792,468,078
019-911  Red Lick ISD 118,447,692 112,557,227 118,447,692 112,557,227
070-911  Red Oak ISD 953,767,158 901,988,672 953,767,158 901,988,672
019-906  Redwater ISD 150,314,981 138,610,265 150,314,981 138,610,265
196-903  RefugioISD 418,880,146 410,048,411 418,877,565 410,045,830
137-902  Ricardo ISD 138,100,242 130,543,866 134,950,009 127,393,633
045-903 RiceCISD 492,802,846  476,831915 492,802,846 476,831,915
175-911  Rice ISD 64,708,323 59,993,133 64,708,323 59,993,133
093-905  Richards ISD 77,698,298 . 1376457 77,698,298 73,726,457
057-916  Richardson ISD 16,530,244,511 16,101,021,431 16,128,244,244 15,699,021,164
206-902  Richland Springs ISD © Wdggeel T AR 42,586,990 40,133,170
161-912  Riesel ISD 68,290972 63,624,032 65,404,997 60,738,057
214-901  Rio Grande CityISD 65139558 2 g93ii7A9 951,239,558 893,117,498
031-911  Rio Hondo ISD 165,508,400 151,639,258 165,508,400 151,639,258
126-907 RioVistalSD 138,337,830 129,022,660 138,337,830 129,022,660
067-908  Rising Star ISD i 34,759,400 31,371,550 34,759,400 31,371,550
188-902  RiverRoadISD L 01751 189,434,325 207,217,151 189,434,325
194-903  Rivercrest ISD 120,910,970 110,034,760 120,910,970 110,034,760
137-903  Riviera ISD « ‘ 147,021,400 148,271,058 144,560,279
041-902  Robert Lee ISD 134,480,223 129,680,683 132,225,071 127,425,531
161-922  Robinson ISD 343,783,598 317,643012 343,783,598 317,643,012
178-909  Robstown ISD 263414633 235,663,227 263,414,633 235,663,227
076-903 RobyISD . 52,500,781 56,298,070 || 52,500,781
160-904  Rochelle ISD 32,570,026 34,957,236 32,570,026
166-904 RockdaleISD . %3930 617,343,203 596,193,705
069-901  Rocksprings ISD 225 751 242 223,218,608 226,751,242 223,218,608
199-901  Rockwall ISD 4,241,910,72 ,111,339,806 14241910720 4,111,339,806
014-907  Rogers 115,020, 105 690185W 115,020,065 105,690,185
214903 RomalSD 425,907,649 : . | 425907,649 387,842,349
152-908  Roosevelt ISD 161,099,675 150 848 640 161,099,675 150,848,640
110-905  Ropes 48,062,906 ,123,643 . 48,062,906 145,123,643
177-901 62,590,296 62,590,296 58,436,246
073- . Inmgs3ae 111953219 . 102286729
56,118,401 56,118,401 51,278,751
; . 14984399306  14,572,982,698
075-908 260,734,043 254,923,021
139-908  Roxton tSﬁ 30,958,547 27,906,198 |
237-905  Royal ISD 498,008,539 482,371,465
199-902 RoyseCitylSD 109,63 628052680 600,409,630
104-903  RuleISD 26,894,714 28,574,528 26,378,698
128-903  Runge 61091489 . 63790916 - 61,091,489
037-907  Rusk ISD 306 397 610 283, 075 440 306,397,610 283,076,440
232902 Sabinal IS 1 . 9 11129560557 | 123529459
092-906 Sabune ISD 248 041 079 232, 721 079 236,436,505 221,116,505
091-914 Sadler- Southmayd ISD 263,309,509 251 146,902 263,309,509 251,146,902
169911 I1SD. ‘ 87,869,651 83,379,996 . Brmoesy .. @396
014-908  Salado ISD 445,242,079 426,886,738 445,242,079 426,886,738
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Section Three: School District Findings

Alphabetical Listing of School District Taxable Values (continued)

ISD #

074-917
044-904
226-903
203-901
066-902

1233-901
214-902

112-909

015907
1031-912

071-904

ISD Name

Ealiile 15D S

Sam Rayburn ISD

- Samnorwood ISD

San AngeloISD
San Antonio ISD
San Augustine ISD

SanBenitoISD

San Diego ISD

SanElizarioISD
_San Felipe-Del Rio CISD
~ SanlsidroISD

San Marcos CISD

San Sabé ISD

903 San Vincente ISD

.5"“[‘.9? '5‘?

T1 Value
: 34993,271" -

164 734,925

2,743,551,302

~9,141,582370

136,598,080
676,782,974
160,125,597

. oS
1,088,255,177
323,889,306
_2,589,006,441

129 530, 926

154971879

594 880,653

101,965,970

449,770,900

619268647

Ay T2Value :
. 32496271e5

57,905,263

. B30

2,531,683,952

8629504563

123,828,280

148,011,067

1,010,378,845
321,620,586

2,523,519,493
58924510
130,125,630

49,613,493

96,185,620

107,576,388

T3 Value

64,734,925

136,598,080

L
160,125,507

 Soasmness
42539

30,291,058

i o
183,405,420

449,770,900

4,447,724,000

134993271

e

. sEoes0
2,591,851,241
~9,141,582,370

T4 Value
32,406,271
57,905,263

35,344,390
aamsmmzen

: 123,828,280
- 5496'19'253'647
148,011,067
107,576,388
\961 622,823

. 3 520,586
&_ 2 523 519 493

49,613,493

250,517,768

93,576, 605

424,757,676

4,172,692,
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Section Three: School District Findings

Alphabetical Listing of School District Taxable Values (continued)

ISD #

015-909
026-902
218-901
015-908
085-903
015-917
015-912
140-906
098-904
170-907
101-920
117-907
092-907
101-919
140-907
184-902

229-905
127-906
167-903
216-901
211-902
140-908
112-901
057-919
020-906
R
205-90
153-904
201-910
081-904

014-’909
210-904

019-907
211-901

166-905

063-903
079-910
156-902 !
072-903

247-906  Stockdale ISD

182-905  StrawnISD
112:910
110907 !

171-902  SunrayISD

,;Tetre!t ISD

084-906  Texas City ISD

TexlineISD
Thorndale| D
246-912  Thral
149-902
1072-901
224-901

056-902

 Three-Way ISI
_Throckmorton ISD

ISD Name
Somerset ISD
Somerville ISD

‘Sonora ISD

South San Antonio ISD
Southland ISD
Southside ISD

‘Southwest ISD

SpadelSD
Spearman ISD
Splendora ISD

_ Spring Branch ISD

Spring Creek ISD
Spring Hill ISD
Spring ISD

Springlake-Earth ISD

Springtown ISD

Spur ISD

Spurger ISD

 Stafford MSD

Stamford ISD

StantonISD

StarISD
Stephenville ISD
Sterling City ISD

Stratford ISD

Sudan ISD

Sulphur Bluff ISD

Sulphurﬁs‘prl‘ngs‘ISD
Sundown ISD '
Sunnyvale ISD

Sweeny ISDM

246-911  TayloriSD
: Teague ISD
TempleISD

{444 071,707
LSaa3n

T Valye
256,547,443
170,366,391

1,017,442,005

936,979,384

46,115,566

381,528,840
763,541,448
11,584,528
296,367,749
266,873,859

 14,642,096,440

27,320,263

e

6 834,665,567
49,584,974

587,128,504
1823041

47,505,034

1618871441

68,702,023

267,282,768

20,039,273
925,497,458
438,077,461

125,650,115

938, 449 494

964,752,560

461,756,249

T
1461 415 156 et

61,743,727

518,568,763

Texarkana ISD

Texhoma ISD

ThreeRiversISD

Timpson ISD

- lauEsoss

1,508,108,409

© 3,305,066,357

108,432,635

44‘312975893 h

- lamen

S5
‘, 93191 912 A

T2 Value
233,040,910
159,215,696

- 1,007,805,625

871,639,332

45,560,116
346,869,296
699,603,530

11,070,999
287,060,607
241,349,279

14,312,526,440

27,042,243
311,741,175
6,599,975,567
46,219,656
545,847,574
157,772,437
42,172,966

- 1,592,273,351

61,202,695

. 258,728,008

19,074,140

882,867,168

435, 244 911

887,450,069

960,920,547

450,661,149
293,986,110
1,435,016,156
33,487,067
416,023,367

56,779,363

515,921,906

,258,115

86,184,802

89,583,551

. 430086482

121,746,867

400,189,405
! 41975060

259,436,608
77,522,405 _

e
1,475,685,832

_ 656587024

1431495637

. iAAnEies

. nozse

175624451
 1,452,471,905
3,241,672,467

73292941
1inis

303,796,453
31,161,435

T3 Value
256,547,443
170,366,391

1,012,165,788
936,979,384
46,115,566
381,528,840
763,541,448
11,584,528
296,367,749
266,873,859
13,654,964,081
27,230,363
311,452,423
6,834,665,567
49,584,974
587,128,504
162,371,747
46,258,487

1,582,873,052

68,702,023

264521933

20,039,273

925,497,458

438,077,461

Bnesins

357,678,931

66,758,237

403,899,545

44347170
938,449,494
963,420,702
461,756,249

298,357,560

1,440,477,485
| 35972437
443,405,244

84,868,555

' 1,480,884,687
1,444,071,707

61,743,727

269538787

307,153,266
. 689,772,509' .

12,537,334329

72,788,012

517,995,323

1,222650,288

1,508,108,409

3255493114

108,432,635
- 74,805,591
93,191,912

129250914

308,965,053

93,031,221

434003810

127,046,973

. Rylas

T4 Value
233,040,910
159,215,696

1,002,529,408
871,639,332
45,560,116
346,869,296
699,603,530
11,070,999
287,060,607
241,349,279
13,325,394,081
26,952,343
294,852,683
6,599,975,567
46,219,656
545,847,574
157,772,437
40,926,419
1,556,274,962
61,202,695
255,967,173
19,074,140
882,867,168 |
435,244911
117,757,869
352,148,383

64,683,347

400,189,405
41,275,060
887,450,069
959,588,689
450,661,149
293,986,110
1,414,078 485
33,487,067
416,023,367
259,436,608
77,522,405
286,388,318
1,466,734,077
656,587,724
1,431,495,637
2,434,562,654
56,779,363
71,027,519
515,348,466
1,175,624,451
1,452,471,905
3,192,099,224
107,258,115
73,292,941
86,184,802
122,172,455
299,785,613
31,161,435
89,583,551
425,355,898
117,930,019
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Section Three: School District Findings

Alphabetical Listing of School District Taxable Values (continued)

ISD # ISD Name
091-907  Tioga ISD
111-903  Tolar ISD
091-918

101-921  Tomball ISD
071-908  TomnilloISD
221-905  TrentISD
074-912  Trenton ISD
Trinidad ISD

107-907

Troup ISD

Tulia ISD

912 Tuloso-MidwayISD
Turkey—thaque ISD b

TylerISD ,
Union Grove ISD

1904 UnionHillSD

Unlted ISD
\Utopna ISD

: Valentl‘nveVISD ;
Valley Mills ISD
’Valley Vlew ISD

West Rusk County ISD

TomBeanISD

G35 TtySD.

T1 Value ; “'1"‘2Value T3 Value
b BseE 5 06 8 86 8
91,149,132 85,085,542 91,149,132

- 126450,757
3392769372
et

115955636
3,287,342,635

3392769372
41755552

1‘14 885,581 113 1\18 309 114,885,581

91885815 85024693  91,885815

49,614,403 47318813 48826363
220,216,334 1200344924 220216334

266,605,510
189,687,040
134,328,007 .

255,794,426
175949675
123,115471

266,605,510
189,687,040
134,328,007

38 060‘41'0

162,341,254
76724196
6,585,961,882

162341254

6743437413

~30966,876
- iag3ssEst -
143,704,752

30966876
148,353,831
143704752

5273

126450757

By

1,097,524,809

5455436698

” \6384147869

T4 Value

50,654,717
85,085,542
115,955,636
3,287,342,635 |
- 41,755,552
113,118,309
85,024,693
46,530,773
30&344 924
255,794,426
175,949,675
123,115,471

35,349,720

154,618,930
7241414

172,941,246
62,132,501
685,273,823
3322877,713
555,018,321

85,171,716

270,705,428
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Section Three: School District Findings

Alphabetical Listing of School District Taxable Values (continued)

ISD #

168-903
062-905
073-904
001-908
241-904
033-904

220-920

091-910
110-908
109-911
180-904
234-907

153-907

212-910
174-906
196-902

229-903

081-905

043-914

221912 WylieISD

et

253—901\

202-905

242-903
092-908

040-902
212-906

ISD Name

West Sabine ISD

Westbrook ISD
Westhoff ISD
Westphalia ISD
Westwood ISD
Wharton ISD
Wheeler ISD

White Deer ISD

White Oak ISD
White Settlement ISD

Whiteface-Bledsoe CISD

Whitehouse ISD

- Whitesboro ISD

091-909

243-905
170-904
057-:920

105-905

200-904
116-909

224902

Whitewright ISD

Whitharral ISD

Whitney ISD

Wildorado ISD
WillisISD
Wills Point ISD

Wilmer-Hutchins ISD

Wilson ISD

‘Wimberley ISD

WindthorstISD

~ Winfield ISD

Wink-Loving ISD

 Winnsboro ISD

Winona ISD

‘Winters ISD

WodenISD
Wolfe City ish
Woodsboro ISD

Woodbville ISD

WorthamisD

Wylie ISD

g

CoaeeEs

125,710,847
. 42,#32,979 15; o
431 555,646 406 655,434
3518038558 3346364853
20,883,885 19,969,695
Auimigs 0 1gwasi
415872971 - 383,265,011
"""" 658488754 623917654
33,654, 620 31,585,630
©1,029,094,940 992,669,028
48,966,386 45,506,616
| 55947844 54429937
666,530,778 664,443,319
340,209,44 317,201,910
262 148 274 247,673,234
' 0239 105,910,702
E 96 24, 968 89,119,218
77193569 70,070,965
102,201,943

T1 Value
97,754,874
217,347,350
17,408,303

11,667,690

363,889,184

552,290,545
- 140,036,106
352,319,737
- 283975317
1,037,857,513
419,393,403
1,204,069,712

5

T2 Value
90,894,202
215,325,840
15,877,923
10,599,240
344,676,503
525,390,915

135,605,684

347,470,897

T — - man: N 108 831 323 T
edinIss s 365
T

27,073,865

308,800,240

2112282575

5

asaseshy

980,234,254

G ?i':417,573,383 :
- 1,150,237,691

300,668,775

Baen

T3 Value
95,607,311
217,347,350
17,408,303
11,667,690
363,889,184
552,290,545

140,036,106

350,171,252

£ 269,563,703
1,037,857,513

- 419,393,403
1,204,069,712

324,636,079

125,710,847
42,432,979
431,555,646
3,518,038,558
20,883,885
1,347,817,825
415,872,971

658,488,754

33,654,620

1029094940

48,966,386

s

666,065,308

340209447

262,148,274
114,900,239
91,931,608

77193569

108,831,323

| BA5365

331,301,038

85439141
2,207,302,826

- 806,373,881
195,371,622

© 289880,103

116,333,221

,789,363
2,376462,055

$

i

70,070,965

4484572352

1,207,463,109,684

T4 Value
88,746,639
215,325,840
15,877,923
10,599,240
344,676,503
525,390,915
135,605,684
345,322,412
255,153,413
980,234,254
417,573,383
1,150,237,691
300,668,775
117,347,388
41,259,913
406,655,434
3,346,364,853
19,969,695
1,276,928,784
383,265,011
623,917,654
31,585,630
992,669,028
45,506,616
- 53,397,403
663,977,849

317,201,910
247,673,234
105,910,702
84,807,858

102,201,943
7,073,865 |
308 800, 240
81,246,031
2 1 12 282 hi5
765,699,370
186,481,352
- 270416023
106,219,641

2 347,538,050
ﬁ3,237 505
24,893,238
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APPENDIXA

Selective Re-appraisal of Sales (Sales Chasing)

Beginning with the 1999 Property Value Study, Section
403.302, Government Code required the Comptroller

to ensure that “different levels of appraisal on sold and
unsold property do not adversely affect the accuracy of
the study” Differing levels of appraisal are often referred
to as unequal appraisal, and the most common cause of
unequal appraisal is sales chasing.

Definition

Sales chasing is the practice of using the sale of a property
to trigger a change in appraised value of that property

to (or near) the property’s selling price. In contrast, the
appraised value of unsold property is not changed. The
practice of sales chasing may cause invalid findings in
ratio studies like the Property Value Study.

Effect on the Property Value Study

Sales chasing may taint the findings of ratio studies that
require large samples of sales. The study depends heavily
on sales because the alternative, conducting appraisals, is
cost prohibitive. If an appraisal district is chasing sales,
the sample will show appraised values at or near market
value. Since the sample is made up of a subgroup of all
properties in its category and this subgroup is treated dif-
ferently than the universe of properties, this sample may
not reflect the true nature of the universe of properties.
The reality may be that the majority of appraised val-

ues—unsold properties—may be below or above market
value. In a rising housing market, sales chasing may cause
a study to arrive at an inaccurately low taxable value.
Conversely, in a falling market, sales chasing may cause a
study to arrive at an inaccurately high taxable value.

Study Response

PTD’s response to the legal requirement to ensure that the
accuracy of the study is unaffected by unequal appraisal
has two primary steps:

1. conduct one or more tests in each appraisal district to
determine if it is likely sales chasing is occurring; and
2.adjust the sample to correct for sales chasing in districts

where sales chasing is likely.

In situations where sample adjustments are required, PTD
staff ensures that the sample contains properties that had
no chance of unequal treatment by sales chasing. This

is done by including sales that occurred too late in the
study year for the sales price to be used by the appraisal
district, by including sales from sources unavailable to the
appraisal district or by including PTD staff appraisals.

It is important to note that even in districts where sam-
ples are adjusted, if sold and unsold property is appraised
equally at or near market value, the study findings will
not be adverse to the school or appraisal district. @
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APPENDIX B

Questions and Answers about
Margins of Error and Confidence Intervals
in the Property Value Study

Definitions

95 percent confidence interval: The 95 percent confi-
dence interval or range of values means that, on average,
95 out of 100 samples would result in a value that lies
within the computed range of values. The correct value is
assumed to be within the computed range of values.

standard error: A “standard error” is a commonly used
statistical term. It is a measure of the differences between
an average and all the numbers that go into determining
that average. Conceptually, it is somewhat similar to a
coefficient of dispersion.

“t-value”: The “t-value” is an adjustment factor that
increases the margin of error as the sample size decreases.

1. What is a margin of error? How is it calculated?
A margin of error (as computed in the Property Value
Study) is approximately twice the “standard error”
of a school district’s estimated value (in the property
categories “tested”), expressed as a percentage of such
value. Consequently, the margin of error indicates sta-
tistical reliability.

The following procedures are used to calculate the

PTD margin of error:

(a) Calculate the “standard error” (SE $) of the school
district’s estimated value.

(b) Multiply the “standard error” (SE $) by the appro-
priate t-value at the 95 percent “confidence inter-
val” (See definition above.)

(c) Divide the product of the standard error (SE $) and
the t-value (See definition.) by the school district’s
estimated value. formula = (SE $ * t-value) / ISD $
estimate

2. How is a margin of error related to a confidence
interval?
The margin of error is equal to one half of the con-
fidence interval expressed as a percent of total value
“tested” in a school district. For example, assume that
PTD staff estimates market value in sampled and cen-
sused property categories in school district ABC to be
$100 million (before exemptions). The margin of error
is computed to be plus or minus 5 percent of $100

million. Market value plus 5 percent is $105 million;
market value minus 5 percent is $95 million (the $100
million estimate is known as a “point estimate”; the
confidence interval of $95 million to $105 million is
often called an “interval estimate.”)

. What is the purpose of a confidence interval?

A confidence interval provides one measure of wheth-
er the state’s estimate of value in a school district is
statistically significantly different from the self-report-
ed appraisal roll value (i.e., local value) in that district.
In other words, a confidence interval is a measure of
the reliability (or precision) of the Comptroller’s esti-
mate of school district value.

Assume that Comptroller staff estimates market value
in ABC school district to be $100 million with a mar-
gin of error of 5 percent at the 95 percent confidence
level. This means that the actual market value in ABC
school district is probably somewhere between $95
million and $105 million. This range constitutes the
95 percent confidence interval. The 95 percent confi-
dence interval means that, in repeated sampling of this
school district, approximately 95 of every 100 comput-
ed confidence intervals would be expected to contain
the true market value, which staff has estimated to be
$100 million, while only five of these would not.

If the local value in the ABC school district lies within
the calculated confidence interval, then the differ-
ence between the local value and the “point estimate”
of value is statistically insignificant. This means that
the Comptroller has not disproved local value. In this
case, the Comptroller certifies ABC’s local value to the
commissioner of education. If the local value lies out-
side the confidence interval, the local value is consid-
ered invalid and unless the school district is in a grace
period, or the local value is higher than the state value,
the Comptroller’s estimate of value is certified to the
Commissioner of Education. If local value lies outside
the confidence interval, the Comptroller has disproved
local value because the difference between the local
value and the Comptroller’s estimate is statistically
significant.
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APPENDIX B: Questions and Answers about Margins of Error and Confidence Intervals in the Property Value Study

»

The study contains a “hold harmless” feature. This
feature means that if the school district’s tested value is
calculated to be within 5 percent of the PTD estimate
of value, the PTD will automatically certify the school
district’s value. Also, if the school district’s margin of
error is calculated to be less than 5 percent, then the
PTD will calculate (i.e., widen) the confidence interval
as if it were 5 percent for purposes of certifying value.
The actual percentage used in the calculation is set by
management and could vary in future studies.

Is the target margin of error the same in every
school district?

Yes. The target margin of 2rror is also referred to as a
“planned” margin of error.

If the target margin of error is the same in every
district, is the target confidence interval the same
in every district?

No, because they are expressed in different units. For
example, the margin of error is expressed in percent-
age terms while the confidence interval is expressed
in dollar terms. Assume there are two districts, ABC
and XYZ. The Comptroller estimates the total value
(in tested property categories) to be $100 million (in
ABC) and $500 million (ir. XYZ). If the margin of
error is 5 percent in both districts, the confidence
interval of ABC would be $95 million to $105 mil-
lion, while the confidence interval for XYZ would be
$475 million to $525 million. Although the margin

of error is the same for both districts, the “widths” of
the confidence intervals are different because the dis-
tricts’ values are different. However, even if two school
districts have identical margins of error and/or confi-
dence intervals, this does not determine whether the
school district value is considered valid or invalid. The
critical test is whether local value lies within the PTD
computed confidence interval for the district.

Are the confidence interval and margin of error
for a school district computed on the basis of all
value in the district?

No. In computing a confidence interval for a school
district, staff only includes property categories whose
values were estimated from representative (i.e.,
random) samples taken in that school district. If a
property category is not tested, that category value is
excluded from the confidence interval and margin of
error calculations for that school district.

For example, assume a school district with a Comp-
troller estimate of market value of $106 million before
exemptions. Total local value in the district as shown
on the self report is $98 million. The estimated margin
of error is 5 percent. Assume further that staff does

not sample any properties in Multi-family (Category
B) and Vacant Lots (Category C) in the school district
because they constitute less than 5 percent of value.
The combined value of these “non-sampled” (i.e., non-
tested) categories is $6 million. “Non-sampled” prop-
erty categories are assigned local value.

The confidence interval for this district is computed as
follows:

$106 million less $6 million = $100 million (the point
estimate)

$100 million - 5 percent and $100 million + 5 per-
cent = $95 million and $105 million (the confidence
interval).

Since the local value for the “sampled” property cat-
egories (excluding Categories B and C) lies within the
confidence interval, the Comptroller would consider
the local value valid and would certify local value for
the district.

Remember that the Comptroller computes confidence
intervals before deducting exemptions. If a school
district’s local value, before exemptions, lies within the
Comptroller’s computed confidence interval, then the
Comptroller certifies local taxable value, after exemp-
tions, to the commissioner of education.

. Are “technical” properties treated differently than

“local” properties?

Yes. In many cases, technical properties (see pages 14-
15) are treated as censused (i.e., “non-random”) cat-
egories rather than sampled categories. (In a census,
one studies every unit in a group to determine some
characteristic of the group. In a sample, one studies a
portion of the units in a group to estimate some char-
acteristic of the group. Sampling requires far fewer
resources than conducting a census.)

Censused properties are not used to calculate the
confidence interval, but they are used to calculate the
margin of error. All properties in a census are studied
so there is no sampling error since the variance and
standard error for censused properties is zero.

On the confidence interval detail sheet, censused
properties are shown as “non-random” properties. To
compute the margin of error, staff adds the value of
censused properties to the combined value of the sam-
pled property categories. One half of the confidence
interval (as computed from sampled and censused
properties) is divided by this total to produce the mar-
gin of error for the school district.

In effect, the censused (non-random) properties col-
lectively comprise a separate subcategory.

110

School and Appraisal Districts’ Property Value Study: 2005 Preliminary Report
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All properties in the Category J (Utilities) as well as
the Category D2 (qualified agricultural acreage) sam-
ple are treated as censused properties.

. How does the Comptroller’s use of confidence
intervals affect the methodology used to select
and appraise properties for the Property Value
Study?

It has no effect. Confidence intervals for each school
district’s market value are calculated after all sales and
appraisals are entered into the system and all market
values are calculated. S
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APPENDIX C
Method Used to Compute Confidence Intervals
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Appendix C: Methods Used to Compute Confidence Intervals

CAD
PTE

County Apprzisal District

Definitions

Property Tax Division of Texas Comptroller’s office

Folieach ISD:m, m =1, 2,:.....

Let h = category value stratum or total category, depending on whether stratification is used (h=1, 2, ... L)
Category A, B, C, D1, F1, L1, M, G, (random portion.)
i = parcels (i=1, 2,...n)
x,; = CAD $ value (local self-reported appraisal roll value) of it paréel, value stratum or category h
TX, = total CAD $ value, value stratum or category h
Yni = PTD $ value of ith parcel, value stratum or category h
T Y, = estimated PTD $ value, value stratum or category h
X, = sample mean, CAD values, value stratum or category h
¥, = sample mean, PTD values, value stratum or category h
N, = total number of parcels (population), value stratum or category h
n, = number of sample parcels, value stratum or category h
L = number of value strata/categories in a school district
5 Xy
R1, = -—= = estimated weighted average level of appraisal, value stratum or category h
Yh
" Yh
R2, = -— = inverse of estimated weighted average level of appraisal, value stratum or category h
Xy
B2, = 1iR,
Sh2 is the PTD’s measure of variability:
2
S, = RVx,, + RVy, - 2RVx,y,
1 = ( 2 X h )2 = 3
e e . %
h { nh_1 i Z hi nh 3 } / h
2
1 e ( 2 Yhi ) 2
2 ! it
i W L 2 T / Yn
1 L b "
1 - (Ex, 0 y,)
RVx = e Xio Vi XV
hYh { nh-1 # Z hi Yhi nh ] } / h Yh
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Method Used to Compute Confidence Intervals

1. Compute variance (Var) of ﬁ2h in each value stratum or category of the following property categories, if
sampled: A, B, C, D1, F1, L1, M, and the randomly selected portion of G. If the PTD used value-stratified
ratios in estimating category values, then compute variances by value stratum. If not, compute variances
by category.

Recall that R1, = —; R2, = —; and R2, = 1/R1,.

N N, -n
Var (R2,) = e R2,)% | s>
Ny, ny

2. Let TX__ and TY__ equal total CAD $ value and total PTD $ value, respectively, of all categories

ran ran
sampled in Step 1 above.

=
>
s
3
Il
3¢y
e
>
x

T Yran i T Yh
h=1
& X ran
R 1ran o ?Y_—
ran
E T Yran
R 2ran b ?X_—

Note: the subscript “ran” denotes randomly sampled categories or representatively sampled categories.

3. Compute the variance of F‘(Zran as derived from categories sampled in Step 1.

L
; £ Zﬂ R2, TX,
R2ran o5 =
TX ran Txran
a ) TXh . ~
Var (R2,,) = Z sy Var (R2))
h=1 Tx ran
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4. Calculate the standard error (SE) of R2,_

= 4/ Var (R2.

an)

SE (R2

ran)

5. Multiply SE (R2_) by the “t - value” for ﬁzran as derived from categories sampled in Step 1 above.

ran

The t values used by the PTD are approximations to those of exact Student’s t distributions with
corresponding degrees of freedom. To determine the degrees of freedom, subtract the number of value strata
(from stratified categories) plus the number of non-stratified categories from the combined samples. In other
words,

degrees of freedom = Z LR

6. Take the product of

[SE (R2_) * t value ]

ran

as a percent of Rzm as derived from categories sampled in Step 1.

7. Multiply the percent obtained in Step 6 by 'I"Yran as computed from categories sampled in Step 1.
Call this MES.

[ SE (R2,,,) * t-value ]
MES = * TY

A -
\
R"ra

n

8. Recall TX and TY

To these two sums, add the respective appraisal roll values and the PTD values of D2 (minus timber) and
the sample in category J, he non-random portion of G and parcels with an “E” flag. Let these two sums be
TX;or and TY,, respectively.

9. Compute the confidence interval for the school district. (Note: only tested categories are included in
confidence interval computations.)
T T MBS

If TXor lies within this confidence interval or within the "hold harmless" margin of error (see page 107).
PTD staff assigns local appraisal roll value to the school district. If TX,; lies outside this confidence interval,
staff assigns PTD estimated value to the district.
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