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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTIONR

Nature and limitation of the problem

The problem of taxation 18 one that employs the ef-
forts of the best minds in school government. The means
of finaneing public education in Texas determines largely
the types of schools afforded to the children of the
state, The principle of taxation is essential to modern
popular government.l The problem of determining new
sources of wealth 1s very difficult. An equitable system
of taxation has never been accomplished. In analyzing
certain sources of wealth for possible taxation purposes
one can not attempt to justify them. He can only show
what sources are available and show that some states are
usin:;s them. Cne can not enumerate every item of wealth,
He can only give the groups as c¢lassified by accepted
sources. ‘the tax prleam of today has become much larger
than the state 1tself.2 OCne can not antieipate the method
of exeduting certain tax proocedure or justifs 1t as a
satisfactory one. ﬁ%t is the aim of this problem to find
the things exprecsed in the title of this thesis. To

analyze certain sources of wealth as given by accepted

1

N. 5. Holland, "Taxation" Research Bulletdin Noil 11
Texas 5tate Teachers assocTatlon p. 15

2 _
Ivid, p. 15



sources is the first part of the problem. The second
part determines the possible sources of wealth. The
third part stows the amount of revenue that could be
expected Trom each if some known method of taxation is
applied. The fourth part justifies the sources of wealth
as being more equitable than the system of taxation

now in use in Texas.,

Justification of the problem

The rank of Texas with the other states in the
United States in the expenditure for public ané elemen-
tary and -econdary schools péer vupil is thirty-fifth.s
The cormposite rank based on eleven c¢riteria in the June
issue page 52 in the "School Board Journal® is 41, Texas
spends ;43,64 per capita, New York spends 3124.32,
levada spends ;112.i6 per cavita anc California spends
2111.13 ver capita.‘ This does not prove Taxas needs
more money, but it does justify making the study.

The lowest average for an entire county rendering
land in 1935 was .80 per acre. The highest average
rendition was ,481.58. The average Tor the state was
;9.6u.5 +he lowest price at which horses and mules

were rendered in any cne of ten counties was 2.34. The

highest average for any one of ten counties was ,34.84.

3

Sesesreh Bulletin Volume £V Number 1, -« B. A, Jan 1937
4

Ibid. pp. 43
"

S>tate Comptroller's Annual Roport 1935 pp. 126-139



The median for the state was $20.45.6 The lowest average
for which cattle was rendered in ten counties was 32.22
and the highest was $11,80. The median for the state

was ;‘210.08.7 The lowest valus for which railroads were
rendered in any ons of ten counties per mile was $3,830,
the highest value 514,752 and the average for the state
was $8,231 (calculated to the nearest dollar{. The low-
est average for which vehicles wers rendered in any one
of ten counties was 327,27, the highest was $193.36 and
the average for the state was $80.24 {(nearest cent).

Many faotors may enter into determining the value of
property by counties but too wide variation can hardly

be justified. ILspecially is this true with the ten
counties analyzed. The above faets may or they may not
show there arc possible sources of taxation in the proper=-
ties listed, but it does show a wide variation ard fur-
ther justifies a study of the problem. Iresent adminis~
trative and leglslative trends in searching for new

gources of taxation makes the problem an important one.

l
State Comptroller's Annual Keport 1935 pp. 128-139

2
Comptroller's Annual Report 1935 pp. 138-139



The following quqtatlons from C. k. LicParland may
further justify a study of the problem and establish
the fact that the inegualities in our present tax sys-
tem exist,

It might be said that the taxable property
of Texas is conservatively estimated at not
less than $12,000,000,000,.

However, only about 3,000,000,000 1is put
on the tax rolls.

The above facts show that under the administration
of the present system of taxation there 1s opportunity
for tax evasion, but through proper administration
those evasions could be eliminated., The followlng quo-
tations further substantiate this contention,

The Census was taken in 1930 and the percen-
tagee here given are the valuss assessed that
sBame year. Twenty-four counties assessed
their land at less than 20 per cent, some as
low as 12 per cent, of the actual wvalue; 107
countlies sssessed thelr land at rates ranging
from 20 percent to 35 per cent of actual value;
36 other counties assessed at rates ransing
from 36 per cent to 50 per cent of actual value;
21 counties at rates ranging from 51 per cent
to 79 per cent of setual value; the remaining
46 counties assessed at values from 78 per cent
to more than 100 per cent. Generally speaking,
the same percentages prevailed in 1934, very
few counties lowering their wvalues more than
5 per cent-

Livestock 1s belng rendered at widely vary-
ing values.

Cattle were assessed at $5.00 per hcad and
less in 12 counties& at $10.00 and less in 143
counties, and from 310,00 to 220.00 in the re-
maining counties,

Horses and mulses were asseased at an average
of ;45.00 in one county, while the adjoining
county valued st 12,00, In another case, one



county valued at ;44,00 while the adjoining
county shows values of }3,00.

In another county they were assessed at $600,-
000 the state tax belng 34,620.,00 while in
an adjoining county with a larger number of
horses and mules, they were assessed at
318,000, the tax being only ;138.00.

Automobliles were assessed in one county at
a value producing state taxes of 5,877.21,
while an adjacent county with nearly twice the
number of registered vehicles were rendered at
a value that produced the trifling sum of
$121.00,

uergantile stocks were assessed in one county
at $22,870.00 produeing a atate tax of #174.55.
The net retall sales were $4,748,000. In an
adjoining ocounty the sales were a half million
less, but the ilerchants State Tax was :;4,248,00.

Manufactured articles and materials produced
state taxes of 31,721.48 in one county where the
census gives the value of manufactured articles
as only $800,030, while in another county with
362,000,000 census walues the tax was $1,720.84,
saventy~eight times as much bdusiness but
actually paying 84 per cent less tax..

Loney is taxable. There is approximately a
billion dollars in Texas but less tgan 1 per
cent of it is put on the tax rolls.

The above quotations may be considered accurate be-
cause they are from authoritive sources. Because they
reveal the existing inegualities of the tax system they
help to justify the contentions of the suceceeding chapters.

Sources of data with method of analyzing

The data are summaries and tables from tax records
of the states of the United States. Totals are used in
most cases with a caleulation made from some standard,
or rate by a p:rticular state, or a group of states.

The rates are not changed for those properties now

"Texas Outlook" April 2, 1937 p. 12



taxed in Texas. If seemingly discrepancies exist they
are pointed out and the results shown.

If premises are made they are substantiated by
logical theory in light of the datsa.

Organization of the thesis

Chapter II is an asnalysis of natural resources as
they are listed by the Burean of Sconomic Geology of the
University of Texas, To show how much taxes Texas is
now getting from those sources and what she would get if
they were all taxed at some accepted rate.

Chapter III is an :nalysis of wholesale business as
is found in the United States Census Report, 1935,

Volume II, pp. 92-94., Retall business was purposely
omitted to avold double taxation. A more detall classifi-
cation 15 used, The total wholesale sales are used and
some accepted rate applied to determine the amount of
taxes that would be produced.

Chapter IV is an analysls of those businessaes now
paying occupation taxes and the businesases that might pay
taxes as they do in other states, Calculations are made
on 1ll businesses at the same rate as those businesses
now paying occupnrtion taxes.

Chapter V is calculations for income tax made from
the total amount of income as shown by the United otates

Statistical Abstract with some standard rate to deter-

mine the amount of tax to be expected from individuasl



and corporate wealth.

Chapter VI is 2 sunmary o? foregoins chapters vith
ecnclusions drarn in the 1isht of the findings. The pro-
posed plan of taxation is Justified as being more cqui-
table than ihe upresent system. . rorosnls are made for
a "uture study =nd in 11, ht oy the Tindings in this
tesics,

The ad valorern: tax coula be used to raise four times
as nuch revenue as 2t the preseantl if all property were
assessed on the wasis pointed out on pare 4. However, as
this btends to leave intancibles untaxed wnd to throv the
burden on only cne tyne of vealth the aualysis 1s made
for other pos ible sources of wealth available for taxa-

tion purposes.



CHAPTER II
AVALYSIS orF LATURAL ReCCUARCZS Ao PO.SIBLS SCURCES CF
+BEALTH

Only two clasces ¢7 natural rescurces are used fer
analysis in tnis chavter. Viwter 1s “he class outside this
chater, because 1 tax on water as Tisheries, ferries,
anc pleasure resorts will bear thelr part in the form ©
licenze uwon cccuzations. The classes tT0 be usel are
minerals an.. a part of the natural rescurces coning froi
the soil. Lurber 1z the only nat: ral resource coming
from the soill used in this chazter. ouch ninerals as
are produced in - -antity shall be used as a possible source
of taxation. +{hose mirerals tih:t are sco scarce or aigh
cost procductisns that Thelr production nicht be prohibited
by a severance taxXx shall not be conczicered,

wight states including Texas charge a severa~ce tax
uvon some o the natural resources.l So:.e state nray
crarge on one naturgl rescurce and not charge on anotver
because o:re na¥ be scarce and anotrer aundant. The rate
also varies according 7o the value, U the analysis used
here 1s based on ner cent. This per cent is approximately

the sane as is nov used ‘or oil, sulvhur, snc cement in Texas.,

Ne e A, Bulletin July 1, 1935
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The state levies a sevecra:nce tax on three natiural re-~
sourcess These are oil, sulphur, snd cements. The state
produces 391,097,000 barrels of o0il valued at :'371,664,170
she produces 3,715,300 bgrrels of cement valued at
36,422,807, she produces 192,410 long tons of sulphur
valued b 224,373,818.2 The total amount of ths three
2bove items 1s ;402,4580,795.

In 1935 o0il well ovrers and oparators pald
£4,985,855,18 to the available school fund, sulphur com-
panies pald :A55,117.4C. Cement compuanies paid
41,651.07.° Thls makos a total of 4,692,633.65 from
the threce natural resources that vwert into the avall :ble
sclool Tand. he anount of taxes -naid represents 1.13
ser cent o7 tlhie actual vialue of o©il, sulphur, and cemente.
The total wvalue of &ll natural resources coming Trom the
earth and excluding those below 100,000 is 543,461,968,
Usin: the ~hove amount =nd 1l.13 per cent ns the rate the
anourt for tho available school fund is 6,141,120.23.

o5t of the natural resources now bear an indirect lax,
but the system could be grestly slmplified 1f they were
taxed 28 they ars severed from the earth. If lumber bore
the sanme rate ag <aleulated above =nd using the val&és

fourd in United Census report it would yield 38,229,982,

2

Texas ilminac, Supvlencent 1937, p. 17

3

Comptroller's Annmal Revort 1935, pe. 45
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This represents 3,383,170 worth of lumber at 1.13 per
cents This »0uld ri:ke a total of [8,179,350.05. This
amount represents 2 gain of °1,434,194.20 over the pre=-
sent amount ©o” taxes on natural rescurces. This arount
represents the total -mount of severance tax on 111 re-
scurces les. oil $3,985,885.18, sulphur 555,117.40,
cement }41,351,07’oasinfhead gasoline [10,774.78,
natural gas corpanies '51,747,42. The total for the five
itens abov~ is "1,745,155.85 whlch 1s the total aasunt
of tax received hs the avall:ble school fun? fron
natural resources, natural gac and casin~head gasoline
972 how taxed ac brsincss tax.

The natural resources that underge comne refining or
manufacturin-~ rrocess that would 2dd bYo their v 1lie by
virtae of thn' rroces: when scld in urits will also bear
2 sales tax, ne shovn in chapter IV, Tyoical of such
iteris are pasclin2, rosin, turpentine, natural gas, tar
and others,

4 econsti unticnal arendnent or regulatory law may Le
necessary to prevent wealth from natural rescurces escap-
ing tec other states. ueh regulasticns, 1f necessary,
coull be affeceted by assessments heing mnde 2s the resource

leaves the ground. To enforee payment 1 l-w is necessary

4
Comptroller's .evort 1935, p. 45
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granting the state power to levy on potential wealth of
private eomp nles i1if production is stopred to evade tax
payments, If the state were compelled in this manner to
take possession of any natural ressurce Tor taxes the gross
returns would excezd ths 1.15 per cent nssessment specified
in this analysis and thereby increase the amount of income.
Under such a plan the amount of money to the state would
never he decreased until the resource wss depleted. Tre
1bove premise is substantiated by such well known suthori-

ties gs Rufner in Prineciples of Zconormics and Veblen in

A\bséntes Cwusorship and The Enrineers and the Price System.

| In li7h' of the above analvsis tha state could reason-
ably expect the amount of severance tax to increase abrve
the amount estimated. The svstem wonld then be more
equitable for two reasons., First, It would tax all
natural rescurces on the same basis us those now taxed.
Ceeond, it wouls shift the burden of taxation to
sources with utilitr value and thereby leave less room for

tax evasion.
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TABLE I
6
TEAAS MILRAL AND VALITL 7CR 1935

Lilneral Juantity Value
Asphalt, tons . « o o+ o «fe 74,597 . . {4 o . 241,442
Carbon black, 1bSe « « « «|[.375,000,000. . . .|. 11,900,000
Cement, barrels . . . . . 3,715,300 . . . | 6,422,807
Clay proQducts8 « « o o« o o 4 & o« o o o o o o o . 1,500,000
Pukler's Earth, tons « . .4 . 40,920 « « < § 391,541
Gypsum, tons « o « » » « 4 « o 179,288 & . . . 1,812,605
Lignite, tons « « + & « « { « « 721,568 . + + { 557,000
Lime, tons « o« « . o ¢ o ofe o . 38,853 e o o § . 362,636
Limestone, tons . . e 4 . 1,000,400 . . . §{ . 1,188,752
Jercury, flasks (75 lb o) 44000 ¢ o o 4 288,000
Lataral gas, 1000 cu. ft. 642 360,000 + + - { 102,100,000
Fatural gas gasoline, gals| 504,160,000 « . +» ¢ 16,808,944
011, barrels « « « ¢ « o 591,097,000 s o o {4 371,064,170
Salt, tons o« o & ¢ o o o o 268,809 . . . 4 563,514
Sand and gravel, tons . . 4,395,362 ¢ o o 4 2,839,513
Zilver, troy cunces « . o 4 1,000,830 + « . | 719,440
Ztone, tons + + « + o ¢ o 4 132,410 . . . 133,341
gulphur, long itons . « - «|s 1,354,101 . . . { &4,87C ”18
Liscellaneous « o« o o o o d 4 s e e e e e o o 4 164 345
Total « « « ¢ ¢« o « o « & e+ o o » e o o o {:3543,461,138

This table is submittel Yo show the
natural resources in Texass

than ;100,000 were omitted.

mitec Jtates

state of Tex=zs.

111 natural resoirces

total amount of

Holium was omltted

of less

hecause ithe

Covernment owns 211 of the heliurm in the

6
Texas

Almanac uunplement 1937, pe 17 (Partial Table)
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TABLZ III
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SO LY L S S0LTTT OB THE TeAD B

Deserinticon Fumber Valus
Tand nosassed 1N 2eTes | 170,008,340,35 1,531,071, 437
Torn 0SS o o« ¢ a o o « 1,158,543,58.
HoTSes an. Julls o & o 1,153,732,00 B3, 747, 545
Cattle « « = ¢ o » o o ‘}.2\}4,1:11.00 43 4._:\1, 190
JQGKB and Jan-6%S o o s o 2’31‘_7:"30 3 JDO
(HEOP o o » ¢ 3 ¢ o« o o o U,081,037.00 lo,kﬁz,"“-
{0At8 4 4 0 o 0 ¢ @ s o @ 1’74%,532'03 1 530,750
HOEB o o ¢« 0o ¢ o a o P :’155’831.00 981,23‘0’
ROFB a 4 2 ¢« s o o & s @ 4,473,00 30,708
wismobiles, Jardiages,

etc. ¢ & a » - s = 951,3?7‘00 77,1‘15,175
CooGs and -erohandise o o 131,335,586
wetericl md tanulacte

urad THicle8 . o e | o 17,354,510
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If‘lfjle“mxltB * & @& o o @ "5'41\(3,1{'37
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.caey of 3aaks and

Haner8 o « e o & & e @ 2,‘:31,79?
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<oney ecther tugn gtks b . 1,514,405
s0nay on daad oa Y
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TABLE IV
9
SIECWING GHOSS RECSIFXTS TALLS

st
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Telegraph CorPANIES 4 o o o o o o s o o o o 12,825,04
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Cerent <o panies e o 4 o e & o s o e o o 41,715,07
matural t2s JornaniesS o v e e e 6 s e 0 e e e 51,747 .42
cazinsihicad (as ¢ 73nies o o ¢ o 0 o v e . 10,774.,42
Text hooll s 1l1STerS o 6 6 o o e o o 8 e e s 5,523.18
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Cll well Urnevrs nd UnETa'"0TS o o o+ o « o 3,285,275,18

SUlpFT C22A%175S 4 6 6 o 6 o o o o o o o 725,117.40
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Jetir oTS TAX o 6 6 0 6 e o s o 8 s e 4 e 665.51
aGinstrr Tts-=Lue CoeTal L28Ve ™IS 4 s e e e e 5,471.732

TOtil {\.aJ.OSS ;\xeC‘Oi JL-)S . . . . . . . . . . . . 5’052’;97‘0/1"

This Tabl~ b enbnitted T sho wrat rrorerties

ore cavine cross recel ©s tar and as 2 bhasis T ocal-




CHAPTER III
ANALYCIS OF WHCLESALL BUCINESD AS  POSSIBLE SOURCE OF

SALES TAX

Accordins to the Naticn=l Eduecational “ssocliation Re-
search Bulletin twenty-three states novw charge a sales tax
desirnated as such, Others have a sales tax classified
as "Other taxes".l Texas charges a sales taxXx on gasoline,
cigarettes, and bear.2 The available schcol fund
recoived 4,104,269,45 for clgarette tax, $8,189,761.54
for motor fuel tax (gasoline and other motor fuel) and
$533,523,50 in 1935 for beer stamp tax.z The total for
the above is $12,827,554,49. These are the only businesses
that bear = salcsg tax for school purposes.

Aecordings to the United ctates Census Report there
are 123 wholes:le kinds of businesses in Texas selling
$1,531,540,520 worth of goods.4 Some of these pay a
gross receipt as shown Ly Comptiroller's irnual Heport for
1936, pagce 45.

In additicn to cigarettes, gasoline, a3rd beer

1

»

Ne Be ie Pulletin, July 1935
21

Pan

bid.
3Comptroller's snnual Report p. 45

4Census of Buginess: 1935

wholessle Distribution United States Deuvartment of Com-erce
Bulletin Vol. 11 pp. 92-~94

A
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all commodities not taxed as natural resources for educa-
tional purvoses, or not taxed for :-ther state purposes
sh1ll be in:luded in this ealculation.

Gas, not municipally owned, shall bear the same per
cent rate =2s other commodities for sales purposes. The
most common rate employed by the largest numbar of states
is 1 per cent for school purposes.5 Texas sold 888,300,000
worth of electricity, $41,320 worth of turpentine and
$113,140 worth of tar in 1956? The three 1tems ahove shall
be included in calculating the amount of sales tax,

Bleoctricity is classified in the sales tax field
because measurable units are sold. The above is not true
with telephones, baseball parks, and other such occunations
that are classified in the occupation tax field. Ilec-
tricity, turpentine, tar and natural gas were added be-
cause they were not included in the United States Census
- Report of wholesale tyres of business used as data for
this chapter.

Usings the total sales for all other types of business-
es an@ addin: to it elsctricity, turpentine and tar, and

excludlng those items bearing n severance tax the total

1l
N. E. Ae Bulletin, July 1935

2
Statistical Abstract United itates pp. 684-~693

Cil Paint and Drug Reporter July 7, 1937 p. 20 -
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amount of sales tax for school purposes would be
538,954,578 which is a gain of $26,127,024.

The above amount was obtained by approximating
natural gas at the wholesale price of 30¢ per 1000 cubie
feet and adding that to the total obtained by adding the
total value of all businesses not taxed and multiplying
by 1 per cent. To this total was added the amount now
recelved by the available sgchool from gnsolins, beer and
clgarettes,

A sales tax with a low rate lsvied on goods with
monetary value in the process of exchange has «n advan-
tage over ad valorem tax on potential wealth. iorses,
mules, land and other properties upon which an ad valo~
rem tax is now assessed may not exchange Tor money value
for a period of years. The converse is true with whole-
sale goods that may exchange several times during one year.

The term money will be uséd to denote all

those things that are customarily accepted

in payment! for goods, or in settlement of

other obligatioas, within a ¢iven economic or

political area.

The present system of taxation is supposed to tax

maney in banks, notes, and cash on hand, but it was

showr in the first chapter of this thesis that
$9,000,000,000 of wealth is escapins taxation. It is
7

James, Cyril F. Jr, The Economics of Loney, Credit
and DBanking. The Ronald Press CO., N. Y- 1935 De 20
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therefore; true that a sales tax properly administered
by a centralized commission would tend to eliminate
some of the tax evasion and would not discriminate
against the small consumer. A single tax system with a
high rate might disoriminate against the small consumer,
but the multiple tax system proposcd in this analysis
only proposes a tax upon goods which the individual
actually buys or sells,

The above facts are shown further in other chapters,
but 1f the consumer has no income above the exemption rates,
has no occupation tax tc pay, or is producing no goods
upon which a severance tax 1s charged he has only one tax
to pay and that at a very low rate. If he has one, or
more of the other types to pay he is able to pay them, or
he could not justify his staying in business, I the
sales tax resulted in a raise in prices higher then ghe
anount necessary to pay the taxes some regulation may be
necessary to govern such conditions. If the raise in
prices represented an increase in profits a tax on income,
as proposed in chapter V, which bears a higher rate would
serve as a check on such practice. An income tax report
would reveal failure to report other taxes. With the in-
duction of any new systems of taxation some ¢overnmental
regulations are necessary and laws have to be passed to

enforce their operation. This would be necessary to regulate
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a sales %tax. The small per cent sales tax would not
materially raise prices 1f properly resulated by adequate
laws, There would be no rreat danger of transporting whole-
sale goods into Texas for the purpose of retall sales in
order to evade taxation for three rood reasons. First,
‘rkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, and New lLiexico all have a
sales tax which are higher than the rate proposed here.
Second, the cost of trgnsportation would be greater than
the amount of taxes if the roods were transported any
appreciable distance, Third, the fact that other sales
tax on gasoline, cligarsttes and liquers are returning a
considerable amount in taxes esstablishes the fallacy of
such ceontention. T all the above were not true govern-
ment regulation could control the tax on whoiesale goods
within the state. Because some commodities do not carry
a sales tax and because there would be less opportunity
of tax evasion under the svstem analyzed in this chapter
one can reasonably Justify a sales tax on all wholesale
goods. It is, trerefore, shown by the data of this chapter
that there is a2 possible source of taxation in the sales
tax category, :nd it is jJustifled as beins equitable by
lozical reasoning in lirht of well known practices and

economic laws for it does dlstribute the tax burden and

8
Ne Ee As 3Bulletin, July 19835
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decreases the opportunity for tax evaslon for the follow-
in¢ reasons: irst, reports would be m:de to a centralized
commission. Lecond, taxes are pald on roods representing
money exchange and all persons particinating in buyine
goods would s are in tax payments. Third, sales taxes
pronoged in this ch:pter are not taxed for other purposes
e:cept as they represent unexempt income or sevsrance

cormmodities,



CHAPTER IV
ANALYSIS COF CERTAIN CC.UPATIONS f‘OR POSSIBLE SCURCES COF
OCCUPATION TAX

Texas now receives taxes from many occupations, The
available school fund receives ome fourth of the occupa-~
tion tax. There are 7,753 types of businesses in Texas.l
Some of them are taxed and some are not. The comptroller's
report shows §567,623,04 occupation tax paid to the avail-
able school fund by insurance companies, Insurance compan-
ies in Texas pay two or three per cent on gross premiums
for life insurance and from % to 1 per cent on hail, stornm,
fire, and marine insurance with i allocated to the state
available school fund.2 The total premiums paid in Texas
for all forms of 1ife and acoident insurance is
$160,090,006 and for hail, storm, fire and marine insurance
is $34,726,950.3 Using the minimum .5 per cent the availe
able school fund should receive ;800,450 from life in-
surance, and using the minimum ,0125 per cent for hail,
storm, fire and marine insurance the available school fund
should receive ;43,408 from this source. The total is
$843,858 for insurance companies
This would exceed the amount of occupation tax now paid by

i
United States Census of Business: 1933 Retall Dis-

tribution Vol II p. 92
2
Ne E. A. Bulletin, July 1936

‘aTaxaa Almanac, Supplement 1937, p. 33

&3
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insurance compinies for school purposes i2876,235. Banks
and bonding compinies pay no occupation taxes in Texas.

In this analysls the average bank deposits iné other
resources as shown in table V are used, The same rate

is used for calculating the amount charged insurance com-
panies for school purposes. Thst rate 1s .5 per cent of
average bank deposits and other resources., The total
amount of the above according to Texes Almanac pr. 32-33

is $2,645,658,000. The emount paid to the available school
fu-d by banks would be 313,228,890, This amount does not
represent a tax on banks, It is a tax on wealth of all
individuals, or corporations regardless of where 1%t is.
According to the United States Census Report in Volume II,
1935 of types of businesses the amount of other businessaes
that would bear their part of the occcupation tax is
$1,531,540,000, Calculatine this amount by the same method
used for insurance companies and banks the amount for the
available school fund is 37,857,700,

Another possible source of cccupation tax, not in-
cluded in any of the above calculations is telephones. Ths
nunber of telephones in iexas is 541,525.4 Calculating at
the same rate as above and using $3.00 a month as the average

monthly rate for local and long distance service for twelve

Z
Statistical ibstract Ynited States 1936, P , 680



25

months the amount of tax is ;924,745. The totai amoant
from =11 sources of occupation tax in this ch.pter is
$¥22,675,193. 'This represents a gailn of 392,107,570 to the
availsble school fund Trom occupation tax.

Twenty ei~ht stataes have some form 07 occubpation tax.5

The followins tables, V and VI, show the amount of
annual premiums paic and a report on banks. These tables
ere used in makins ealculation for nossible occupation tax
from thore socurces.

Iha micimur: rates nov charged 1nsurance comp:nles wore

o

used for calculations in the entire analysis of ocecupaticns.
If the average had been used the i-.cre se would have heen
about 25 rer ceat more. Th> types of businesses used ars
these not classified as wheolesal: husinessess Table VI
pa.e 29 descri'es scme of these tynes of businesces.s L1l
persons engaged for services as school teaschers, lawyers,
and cther profession:l servicesa were not considered becauvse
they pay an ircome tax as individuals if thev are ahove

the exenption ratec., Rarmers were not considered because

they do not receive money for services rendered the public.

“he- are taxed i: t-is t'es.s oo ~n income bhasis,

T
N, ©. =, bulletin, Jul; 1935
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TABLE V
»2ID TC TEXAS

[

SHOWINC THE AWCUNT OF INSURANCE PREMIULIL

o]

AND OUI CF STATE COMPANIULS IN 1935

TEXAS BUSINECS CF LEGAL RESERVE LIFE INSURANCE CCUMPANIES

1935
Texas Companles Cut of state comparies Total
$ 30,659,880 337,038,369 $68,440,983

TEEAS BUSINESS 1ND FRATEGRN4L BENEFITS LSOCISTIES 1935

Texas Socleties  Out of state Socleties Total

3 1,775,148 $ 4,549,561 3 7,324,709

TEXAS BUSINESS OF ASSESSWERT LIYE NL WCCIDEUT ASUOCIATION
1935

Texas_ Companies Out of state Societies Total

$ 4,508,521 § 642,157 $ 5,150,678

LEGAL RUCERVE FRATEINAL AND ASSESSKEXNT

Texas Companies Out of state Companies Total
$ 36,943,549 $42,230,087 $79,173,638

TEXAS BUSIHNESS OF FIRE AND wARIN- INSURANCE

Texas Companies Cut of states Forelgn Total
companies in in
Texas Texas

$ 2,963,134 825,207,071  $4,510,898 532,882,103
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TABLE V CONTINUZD
MUTUAL FIRE AND WARINE INSURANCE

Texas Companies Cut. of States Co. Total
3748,7:22 $1,115,847 $1,884,569

TCTA.II - - * - . - - - - - » » L] L4 - L4 - - $194’816 ’677

This table shows data used in determining amount of

occupation tax on insurance companies.

[
TABLE VI. CTATE BAMLS IN
TEXAS. December 31, 1936

Number of Total Loans Total Gross
banks and resources Deposits
discount
426 64,248,000 $228,877,000 $169,652,000

NATIONAL BANKS
June 30, 1938

Kumber of Total Loans Total Gross
banks and Randurces DeEosIEB
discounts
456 316,381,000 $1,192,845,000 $1,054,284,08bp

This table is used to show the total amount o° money

in banks that should bear an occupation tax,

5
Texss Almanac Supplement, 1937, pp. 32=33

6
Ibid,
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There are no data available -s to the actual cash, or
redemption value of insurance in force in Texas. The only
available data shows the amount of insurance in force amd
the amount of premiums paid for the year of 1935. As the cal-
culafions are iiade on premiums paid there is a possible
fruil tful source of taxaticn on the basis of cash value of
insurance. In crdsr to deterunine the amount of actual
value of insurarce 2 law n:-eds to te passed reculring all
connpanies Joins business in Texas, 1lnsurance and otherwise,
to report to the compiroller the actual status of thelr
companies. This report must includs all the assevs in-
eluding notes, stocks, profits, and ‘otal value of busiresses.
If such reg:lation is edministercd it is evident the amount
of monery "or the school fund would be increased over the
ariount ecalculated in this chapter.

The analysis of thes types of business that would pay
an occopation tax includes those now naying an oceupation
tax, and othsrs not nayingz an cecupation taxe It was
shown in the first chapter of this thesis that the total
taxable property conservatively estimated was not les: than
;12,000,000,000, but cnly $3,000,000,000 is put cn the tax
rolls., It is evident, in the licht of the above faect,
that much tax evasicn is practiced. s these calculations
are based on types ¢f business not paying a sales or sever=

ance tax and because there is much tax evasior it estab=-
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blishes the fact that an ocoupation tax is more eguitable
than the present system for the reasons Tound below, Iirst,
the proposed system of .5 per cent on all occupations not
Paylng = severance or sales tax vrevents them from escarving
their part of the tax burden. CLecond, the proposed system
eliminates the ad valor:m tax (as vroposed in the last
chapter of this thesis)} and, thereby distributes the tax
burden to all occupations and does not Ciscriminate

against the few that are now paying an occupstion tax

whlile others are not.
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TABLE VII7
SHOWING THE AMOUNT OF OCCUX)YTION TAXES BY SERIFS COLLECTED
WITHIN THE COUNTIXS BY TAX CCLLECTORS FOR THE PRRIOD BEGINZ
ING JULY 1, 1934, AND ENDING JUNE 30, 1935

Series Number Kind of Amount
Ocecupation 1934-1935

1 ¢ « <« o+ o+ | Alley,:Nine or Ten Pins 1,764.64
2 e o e« s o of ductionesrB « ¢« ¢« + o e o d 662.77
3 to 6 inc. . .| .Baseball FPArk « « o« + « o o |« 391.73
7 « « o« « o o of Clgarette Deaslers . . . .« .|« 220,00
12 . + « « + o Brokers--~-Stock =nd bonds . J 974.52
13 « &+ ¢« + + o Brokers- . o s o s o d 7.50
14 .+ ¢« o« « o o Brokers « o o o s o o a 275.00
19 « . « o« o o voOncert e » o ® a o a 4 488,50
17 &+ o« o o « o Brokers & Com. ..erchznts . 4 227.08
18 . « . « o o Brokers & Com., iierchants . 870.00
22 - - ] . [ ] L] dXhibitionS - L] 3 o ® [ - - 86.C0
23 4 o o + -+ o mensgaries e e o @« o & 8 . 140.00
24 e o o & o o il@diCine Show e ® o * o o 467040
29 o ¢ ¢ o « o Ylying Jenny e o o o ¢ o o 674.93
31 [ J * - » - [ ] ROdeos » * * * [ ] ® L J ®| L] L] L ] L) [ ]
32 o o o o o o E&stol Deslers « « « « - « o .1,374.78
56"59 e » e o ® Brg _15] Dealers s ® o ©® @ e o o 60000
40 + . 4 « o o InTrance asdjustors . . . . 587,50
4] o ¢ o o o of Insurance™agents « o o o o £,300,00
52 e e o » o o Loan agents e ® o o o o o(: 150Q00
53 o e« o o o« o iedicine speciaslists . . . 146.74
54 . v & o o o s8dicine veNnAOT . 4+ & o . o 790.38
69 o « o o o of Pawn broker . . . « o o o o 11,547.12
79-B0 . ¢ o« o o 409C8 track o « ¢ ¢ » o o » 465.67
85 * * ® * [ ] ® :J.hip brOKer [ ] ® - L ] * L N ] ® 25.00
84 . . ¢ o o of thooting gallery . . . . . o 1,389.57
85 . * o 5 » o Skatin{;’ I‘ink *» ® s e o o o @ 777.92
86 e ®w o & ¢ »® Street RailI'Oid 2 & * o v 603.56
97-98 . . . . o Z0ologlcal Exhibition . . .

and Carmival . . « «» . o 1,907.79
99 ® o o o o » L‘;al’ble machine e &« ® o @ @ 100;00
100 ¢« ¢ o« «» e o Vending Zachine . « « . « & 50.00
101 = ¢« « o o o Vending lachine . . . « « 4 60.00
107 . ., e o o] Vendin L ackine . . o e o o 51.00
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. . N
TIBLE VII ST

Jeries liCe Eind ot amounts
cocupation 1854=1938
110 2 v o o &+ 4 & 4 THonriI® o o 5 o« o o r 589,05
111 *» & © 5 o s ¢ o T:'leatre a # o o o o+ = 11973.41
112 * o & & @ *» + 4 Thoatile o« o o = o @ o 1.910.43
114 6 o o o o o o 4 {healtrd o ¢ « ¢ ¢« o o 3,158.68
113 » ® s o » & » 4 1B3ITe o ¢ » 5 o o o 41.63
llﬁ ¢ & & & » @ o g Lhﬁﬁtm - « &« e« » 9 1,04’1.57
1t » & o o o & » 4o th@I2EF0 o 2 o« ¢ o o 4 452,50
118 a 8 ® o v s o 4 ThHeatllO « o o s o « o 3 ,603 * 1%
R RY s » ® » » » » 9 508 STOKCYT o o o » s :‘03,00
122 o a ¢ 8 s « o 4 zidless Chala system 631427
174=55 o » o s o o 4 Clrous =nd shows o 4 7,151..5
TCYQ16 o o ¢ o » ¢ 4 s o # 2 » o o o & o» 55’3~0-qu

Thie tahls is used o ohow Lo &1 erence in the
aucunt ¢f cconratlion tax nor being »aid compared o

the amount propoged,

7
Tanort of Jomuiroller 1935, ne 285



CHATTER V

ARALYSIO OF INCCLES YOR POSSIHLE SOURCES CF INCCIIE TAX

Twanty=three states now charge income tax for edvea-
tional purposes.l arkansas charges from 1 to 5% on indivi-
dual incomes and 2% on corporate incomes. Delaware charges
from 1 to 3% on personal net incoms. Massachusetts charges
from 1% to 6% on incomes, 1%% on business incomes, 3% on
gains “rom dealin~ in intangibdles and 6% on interest and
dividends. :‘innesota eharges from 1 to 5 on personal
and corporate incomes. Iontana charges from 1 to 4% on
personal incomes. iew ljexlco charges 1 to 4% on personal
net incomes and 2;: on oorpogate incomes. South Carolina
charges from 2 %o 5% on personal incomes. South Iakota
charges 1 to 8% on net and corporation incomes., Utah
charges from 1 to 5 on indlvidual ircomes. Vermont charges
2 to 4% on net personal incomes and 2% on corporation
income. Lashington charges 4.° on corporation incoma.z
Gther states, like California, charge income on personal
and corporate incomes, but it goes 1inio the general fund

3
and iec not ear-marked for sehcols,

1
N. ¥. A. Research Bulletin July 1, 1935

Ivid.
3N. Ee« A. Research Bulletin Aucust 1932 pe 8~7

32



Texas charges no income tax for state purposes. The
United States government collected 316,304,000 on indivi-
dual and corporatlion incomes in Texas in 1935.4 The leglis-
lature has attempted to pass an income tax measure several
times, buit has failed,

As shovn above, some of the states use a graduated
scale for income taxation and others charge a flat rate,
The amount of incore allocated to the availeble school
fund may also vary. \8 no precedent has bvisen established
in Texas, any ratec vould be more or less arbitrary. 3sut
to be consistent with the average used in most states 1.5
per cent 1s conservative and is the apprcximate average.
This rate is used in making the calculations below.

Aeccordins toc the United Ctates assessments after ex-
enmptions are made the annual net persconal income in TexXas
is 3299,578,000 and the annu:l corporate income after ex=-
emptions is ®57,596,000. This is a1 total of ;357,174,000.
At 1.5 per cent the annual income tc the available school
fund is 5,357,610,

The legal procedure andé manpner o  inducting 3n incone
tax system i~ not a part of this problem, but it would have
to be regul-ted hy proper lavs.

An income tax properly admiristersd is :n equalizer

of +11 other tax systems proposed in this thesis. If

4
Statistical Abstract of United States 1935, pp. 183-92



a corporation or an individual esecapes taxation on any
one of th: other methods there is 2 possivility of check-
ing that corporation, or individual upon an income tax
report. ‘lhere ic little possibility o7 the amount of
income tax decreasin: under the propcsal made here for
threc reasons, Flrst, as the ad valoren tax is eliminated
part of the arount of the ad valorem rendlition would show
up in the inceme column.. As stocks andé bonds, nctes and
other chattel are assessed .5 per cent occupation tax, all
above the exemption schedule would bear an incone tax alsc.
This mneans that all taxes, occupation and other taxes would
be allowed in makine up the exemption schadule.
Second, as property values would be avnraised by a centrale
ized comnmission lesc opportunities for tax evasion would
be possible, “hird, as exempiions are rsra:ted fewer do=
linquencies would be prevalent as the tax is placed on goods
above livius expenses =snd operating costsa

Using the definitlon thast moncy is what money does5
horses, mules, land, vehicles and 2ll other properties now
taxed, and not taxed, that have an aprralised value so that
the tetal ic 2bove the exemption rate that is allowed by
the Federal Covernment would bear =n inccme tax at the rate

of 1.5 per cert., 11 current products would be taxed for

1
James, Cyril F. The Ecoancmics of ..oney, Credit and
Banking. The loonald Pres: Co. .ew fork, 1930 p. <0




the year they are produced at the mppraised, 6r capitalized
‘market valus and if held as investments they would be taxed
again for each year they are held so that one might not

make an investment of land, cotton, livestock and other
propertles and escape taxation on them in succeeding years,
In thi:z respect horses, cattle, land, 2nd other properties
help to make up the exemption allowance of each 1ndividual
and all above that exemption would pay income tax st rent
capitalired value i it represents earnings and at appraised
value 1f it represents savingse. Then, in-ome in this analy-
sis does not only repressnt income for the current year but
it represents income as long as it 1s above the exemption
level 2nd pays an annu:l income tax until it drops below
that income tax e.emption level. By this analysis the large
corporations operating in Texas would pzay more taxes as

they raise the value of their stocis, and the producer

would not uay any tax until he passed the exemption sche~
dule. The above does not try to justify the corrupt
prac.ices of big businesses. The analysis is merely made

to show that an income tax system is a source of taxation
and is more e uitable thyn an ad valorem tax that was
adepted in 1876 whan real estate z2nl personal propertv was
about ~11 that had any valvue at that time, or could be taxed,
and as those values have decreased a shift to other prop-

perties seems to be more equitable than the old system.



The calculated 5,357,610 that would be added to the
scheol fund by an income tax is based on the United States
income tax report. In order to prevent any overlapping
of taxation below the exermwiion rate the 49,668,788
received by severance, sales and occupations tax is now
subtracted from 357,174,000 and leaves 309,505,212 in-
corne in Texas. This amount would return 4,642,578 to the
avallable school. <*he abovs aumber 13 used for calculat-
ings the total -mount of tax gain to the schools as represented
in Chapter VI.

The same exerptions rates used by the United States

are used in the calculations in this chanter.
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&
?13LE VIIL
INDIVINGAL LiCia. TA 5ol iWe BY ~TATcS; 1935

Ue Se Printing 0fice, Washington D. C.

Nt Incoms 1933 &4 o ¢ ¢ ¢ @« 6 o @ 4 2 o o o 3293,57‘3,000

Anount of taxes Yielded « @ e 8 © o a e o o 969'000

Corporation Income tax returns . . . § 57,598,000

1935

2\

Incomie TAXCO o o » @« « » 6 » & ¢ &8 o o = o & 8,335,000

Total Corporate and Individual Incone Fax . 3 16,304,500

— ——

This table is used to chow the amount of inecme tax
recoived by the atinmal government cn individugl and
corporate ve=alth In the ''nited itates in 1935 after *fax

exerpticns were deducted.

]
Statistieal aibstrae. of the United .tates,
1936 pp. 183 and 132



CHAPTER VI
CONCLUSIONS

The total amount of severance tax as found in Chap~-
ter II 1s 6,179,350 for school purposes, which is a gain
of 31,434,194 over the present amount.

‘i'he pos=1hilities in sales tax 1s greater than any
other scurce. The analysis in Chapter III shows a pos i-
bility of £38,754,578. This represents a raln of 128,127~
024. The legal manner of putting a sales tax into opera-
tior is not 2 prohlem of tils thesis. The analysis does
Justify a sales tax on all wholesals ;ocds as a pessible
source of taxation Tor school purposese.

In svreading an occupation tax over all occupaticns
it appears that a more equitable distribution of tax bur-
den will result. The total amount of occupation tax
available in licht of the analysis in Chopter IV is
522,575,193, The caloulations of occupation taxes were
rnot confused with sales taxes. 4 sales tax i1s considered
a per cent tax on each separate till of goods sold. An
oocupation tax is a2 license to dc bhusiness, or a Tee
charged Tor doing business. The occupation $ax is pro-
posed for businesses otherlthan wholesale, It includes
banks, insurance comnanies, retall busines , pleasure
resorts and all othors not clas%}”ied as wholesale busi-
nesses.,

38
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The amount of llicense, or fee charged is deternined by
the amount o~ tisines- done, and as=essments made on a
per cent basis. Io the 1i-ht of data, 1t seems that an
occupaticn tax that wouild gailn $22,107,370 for the school
fund is juctified as : posslble sonrce of texation 1f that
tax is equitable -nd just as shown in chapter IV,

In chanter V it is shown th:t inccme based cn the
United States rendition and assgessed 2t the average rate
apnlied in other states woulld ykeld 1s (4,842,578 to the
avallable school furnd,

In comnilince 111 the totals of esazh chapter L' e
total eain tc tihs school fund is 54,311,366,

The total amournt snent “or public education in 1836
from the avallable school fund was 929,594,475.1 That
amount was appwrtioned at ;19,00 on 1,562,867 children.2
If the 1lncreass as shown by the findian- 1ir this anzlysis
vere adopted the apportionment could ba %46.,82. This
amount represerts 2.98 more thiin was speat by the state,
county, n¢é¢ lccal groups in 12338,

It iz belleved, ir licht of the findines in these
analyses, that a Tax Commissi-n, set up in 3 similar man-
rer s rscoamerded 1n "Toxation" Besearch Bulletin dumber

11, o? the Texas Ltate Teachers isroclation, cculd find many

1
Puhliec School Directory, Vol. XII A, ‘ustin, Texas
November 1936, n. 108
2
Ibid, p. 108
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sources of potential taxable wealth in Texas., It is not re-
comriended that the present system of taxatlon be completely
abandoned. It is recorrmended, ho-ever, that the present
system be rs~mcdeled nd some phases sbandoned. If 2ll
person-l :nd real estate prorertles were shifted to income

a more eguitabls system would be the rerult.

1t is not recommended thit land an¢ other property
be evempt, butl that it be capitilivec on rent capitalization
basis, or appraised vs=lue and be sssessed th: s:me rate
for inconse tar above exemption schedule.

It has been Tound in this study tihat 1 thesis misht be
worked out on ~n. phnse of the present tax systeme It has
¢lso heern found that upon any divicion of this thesis much
data needs to he compiled; especially is this true re-
lative to incsurance comn-nies, 2nc irntaneible property.

ihe anslysis has not included s study of the {ax systen
octher than the p:rt concerning the educa’'ion:l system of
nublie sehoolr. It Los pot delved in*o the aduministration
of ihe p=rmenent school ~“und hecause ithe revenuz from ths
vermanent school fuac does not represent a tax. 1t has
not guestiecned Ulhe woll tax. 7The aver ge amount of poll tax
recelved for the years 1734, 1935 and 1936 was 925,652.

The amount received from the permanent school fund in 1935

3
Comptrolier's annual HReport, 1935, ne 45 and 1 34
P. 33 and Texas \lm-ngec Supnlement 19237 p. 38
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was 3,027,400, Dy adding the amount received from poll
tax and ths perm:nent school fund to the toctal amount pro-
rosed in thic thesis 'he total omoun® is 77,119,733, or
“49.35 por puvil {(calculated to the nearest cent). This
represents a net gain of "5.51 over the average spent “cr
all purposes, state, lcec=2l and federal, for the year cf
1236,

It ig, thereTore, concluded thatl iz 1i-hkt of the find=
insgs o 'hie trerlis a cysten of taxntion embodyin: tre
principles set forth in foregoing chanters 1e nere ecul-
table th-'n the present system 2nc rovides 1« source of
taxation sufficient to Tinance t:2 »u lic schools of Texas
at a much hirher standard than 1o new in effects TIle
points thnt thic syster voulc wrovide suf iciert money has
been established =ith the view in nir. . th-t proper lavs
voula be necessary in order to make the proposcd system suc-
cessful. The equity of the proposec systex hac heen es-
tablished because 1t has been shown that the tax burden has
bveen vlaced move evenly upon these a2ble to pay the tax
and also upon trose receivin large benefits from rovernment,

It 12 not ncesssarily concluded that the variocus sources
analyzed shall be utllized in the ratios used in t-ils study,
nor to the extent su gested. The annlysis has shown that
the sources are avallable and that this vider use would be
equitable 2nd practical. Ratios and rates to be used would

deperd upon ad itional study of economic Tactors conditioning
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themo
Budgetary practice itself vould require that necds
for each year ve established anc taxes assessed in accor-

dance wiith needs,
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APPENDIXL
TABLE IX
STATEH S DOLLAR: LuW (BTAINED
Summary shtcewin - how the state's dollar was obtained,
fiseal yea: encin: August 31, 1936, as reporte: bv the
ctate Cemptroller of Putlic iAccountss

Property Amount of tax

Ad valorem tax « . . . 316,126,945.68

[ ] L] » - L 3 - - - .
Inheritance taX o « ¢ o ¢ o o o o o o« = 1,143,711.54
POll tax e » o - ¢« & & o o & s s = l.685,24:4:t80
Tndistributed receipts from collectors 441,824.99
Cros: fieceipts tax o « + « e s s e s e 12,255,844.91
Insurance Conpanies OCﬂwfqtior tax « o+ . 2,870,492.19
Gecupation (Cther) o o o o o o o o o o = 131,101.79
Sirarette starn lax (net) o o o o o o o 5,459,786.39
I;’U.I' tax * L 4 L ] [ - [ - L ] * - L ] - L] * * ll ’547.54
:iSh 1nd Oystei‘ taX » ® e » & ¢ o = + @ 955-37
Li(,iuor ot anmp th s ® & & & & o 6 s e e e 1,7:31,04:7055
wine stwip tax . . c s e & 8 o s e o @ 51,496.07
Hi hway motcr fuel tax (net) « ¢ o « & 36,8482,686.72
franchise %ax « ¢ ¢ o o ¢ o o o o o o« & 1,587,367.41
Insurance Commlission maintenance taxes . 218,244.15
Beer stanp taX (16%) e o o « o o o o o o 1,361,639.25
License (includin PUL0) 4 o o o« o o o ,,~95 407.13
Total taxses =rnd license8 & ¢ ¢ o o o o @ 87,074,708.41
Teas and pPporrillis o o o o o ¢ ¢ ¢ & o o . 3,570,583.53
Lnd sales, rontals and royslties « o+ & 5,2810,049.71
Zales of commontities -nd propertiss . . 133,183.73
Court costs, “ires aud sult setilenents 829,855.24
Interests o ¢ &+ o ¢ ¢ o o o o ¢ o o o o 3,395,059.20
ilscellaneous TEVEAUELS o o @ o o « o o @ 684,130,977
County Federal -nd other aid . o« o e 25,523,995.49

Total :ievenue :-ecelcts . ¢« ¢ ¢ o = & o « 127,002,233.,1¢

7
Texas Alwarac, wupplemsnt, 1937 p. 42 (partial table)
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TABLE X

8
JATUIRAOTTURAD TRSLUCTS 1935

IS

‘Jalue Of pI‘OCU.f‘t L) L] ] L] . L) [ 3 L] [ ] . - L[] L] hl 076,174 704
Value added by manufacturer e o & = 704

Total - - L4 - L] . . . L) » [} [ ] [ ] . * I ng 62 68

TLBLE XI

FleosBy OF THRLEIDONGE ML “IL,Lg CF TELETICIEZE LIWES TEEN D,
1935

Number of telenhones « ¢« ¢ o ¢ o o o o o « 541,525
urber of miles of 1ines « ¢ o o ¢ ¢ o o o 2,785,715
90 telephones Or GVATY o « o o o o o ¢ o 1,000

TABLE &I

10

ALACTRICITY SRODUCED Ii. TEXAS TROu ALL ZOUIRCES, 1935

K110WAtE NOUTS o o o o = o o o o o o o o o .:2,5%8,000,000

AVETAME PTLICE o o « ¢ o ¢ & 2 o« o o ¢ ¢ o« & ¢ o . A « 30
TABLE XIII

11
LU.BER PRODUCED IN TEXAS

Board feot ® L] - L] - * ® * - - - L] 1 L] . L] lll,ooo ’Goo
Total value - L] L] [ ] L] > - . . L ] L] L] L] a - 2’373’172
8
Texas ‘lmanac Sup. 1937, De 26
9
Statistiecal Abstrzct, 1936 p. 892
10
Statistical ibstraet, U. ., 1938
11

Lumber, p. 880-681
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TABLE XIV

12
Tl e (TIDN Al ROSIN VILUD, 198055-8
callons of turpenting o o o o ¢ o = ¢ o o & 103,300
Barrels of rosin and tar (500 barrels) . . 5,657
TABLE XV
13
ACPC LLoo 0 L WVAILABL, LCHLG: TULRD
spupmcration of Children six 2nd under Arount
21 "hteen, .eptewber 1, 1936 ., , .Total apportioned

per caplita

In Indepondent '.chool

LCistriets . « . « . o 996,403 £18,831, 657
In Comuon ichool v
Listricts « o . . . . U66,4604 410,762,816
1,562,867 229,694,473
12
Turpentine -ndé rosin, p. 684
13

Public School Directory, Vol. XII, Ho. 16, Austin,
Texas, liovember, 1936, pige 108
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