
First Last DistrictAnswer Explanation

Andrew Bucknall 1 no

I would vote no on the Schwab deal!  I have served as a Commissioner for the Urban Renewal Board as 
well as the Transportation Commission for the City of Austin.  I was elected by my fellow commissioners  
to become the chairman of both of those commissions because of their trust in me.  That trust was 
based on my willingness to take a risk where others were cautious, and to speak out against processes 
that were broken.  I have always and will always work to ensure that we have open and transparent 
government which allows engagement from all stakeholders.  I disagree with both the details of the 
Schwab deal and the process by which it is getting pushed through.  We can change this approach by 
electing people to City Council that have demonstrated an ability to lead from chaos to order.  I will bring 
that experience to City Council for District One based on the same trust I earned from my fellow 
commissioners.

Ora Houston 1 no

Developing meaningful, working class jobs is a priority in District #1. Jobs which will allow people to take 
care of themselves or their families. If subsidies are necessary, the focus must be shifted to locally-
owned and/or small businesses, especially those which are committed to training; employing those who 
are unemployed, underemployed, re-entering the workforce from the criminal justice system; and 
reducing the number of people who are on public assistance. Subsidies must be used to target locations 
were the unemployment rates are in double digits - something that is not talked about in the city.

Valerie Menard 1 no

I would not support the Schwab incentive, not without the caveats outlined in Mr. King's letter. I would 
also require Schwab to share a demographic breakdown of the company, including their management 
team. Companies with a strong commitment to diversity never hold back this information and when they 
do, that's a red flag, IMO.

Sam Osemene 1 no
I will not support any corporate subsidy including the Schwab ill-conceived give-away. Enough is 
enough. We cannot afford this deal at the expense of taxpayers. 

Delia Garza 2 no

The City of Austin and Travis County use two different formulas when determining which economic 
incentive deals are worthy of consideration, and in my opinion, this deal does not provide enough 
community benefits to warrant providing tax abatement.  While I recognize that some agreements can 
have benefits that outweigh the costs, we have to find a healthy balance between bringing new jobs to 
Austin and protecting tax resources that fund basic services including public safety, health and human 
services, parks, and libraries.  As we consider potential agreements, we should focus our resources on 
industries that will provide opportunity for the hard to employ and ensure that there is value for the 
community overall.  If elected, I will uphold the City requirements for economic incentive deals, and 
would be open to strengthening the requirements even further as we assess the needs of our City.



Susana Almanza 3 no

I do not support tax abatemenst for Charles Schwab.  Through my work at PODER and with the 
community we have been challenging tax abatements for over 23 year.  We challenged the tax 
abatements made to high tech industry in Montopolis.  Advanced Micro Devices & SEMATECH were 
located in the low-income people of color community of Montopolis.   They received, through streets, 
sidewalks, lights and other amenities that the poor community of Montopolis had been waiting for for 
decades.  We (PODER & EAST) presented tax abatement policy alternatives to the Austin City Council 
in 1992.  We also, challenged the boondogle of Intel and others. At one time, the high tech industry had 
a goal to make Montopolis the high-tech corridor - we challenged that goal & we fought hard against it.   
Corporations are not people!  Corporations need to pay their own way. The economy must serve the 
people, not the other way around. Let's continue to spread the roots for justice, freedom and human 
rights.  Susana Almanza. City Council District 3

Mario Cantu 3 no
I would vote against this unless it can be legally required to hire the residents of Austin first. Especially if 
the company is receiving incentives from the City of Austin.

Ricardo Turullois-Bonilla 3 abstained

I’m on the learning curve and it is steep but enjoyable. I am an educator and consider that given that 
we’re not born with instinct but rather learn along the way, education should play a vital role in the city 
makeup.There are the upfront headline topics and there’s the background theme addressing the broken 
city that we have and the need to fix it. I will abstain from falling into shortsightedness of combating the 
effects and will instead address the causes of things. The problem with the yes/no dichotomy is that it’s 
part of the “either-or” culture which has our world in the straights that we find ourselves today. I’m more 
inclined for the “both-and” of dialogue and consensus.

Eric Rangel 3 no

I’m tired of major companies/corporations act like they’re doing us a favor to be here. It’s time we stop 
giving major companies/corporations incentives. Those incentives should be going to either small or 
local companies.

Fred McGhee 3 no
I thought that Commissioners Davis and Daugherty asked good questions.  Let’s see if their concerns 
can be addressed; that will tell us a lot.

Shaun Ireland 3 no

I am a strong advocate for transparency in governance. The Schwab incentive can best be described as 
back room deal making. I would not support any incentives in which the details have not been fully 
disclosed to the public. 



Gregorio Casar 4 no

If the Charles Schwab deal were to come before the City of Austin, I would not vote to support this deal. 
Austin is already a very competitive location for expansion in the financial sector. According to the 
Business Journal’s analysis of Labor Bureau numbers, Austin’s financial services workforce has grown 
by about 10% since 2008.Because of our rapid economic expansion and rising cost of living, Austin 
should be especially judicious in granting incentive packages. Under current conditions, I would not vote 
for subsidies unless they strategically address needs in our city that most likely will not be met without 
taxpayer investment. Examples include poverty alleviation in low-opportunity areas or workforce 
development for our currently under and unemployed. One more thing: I believe that the Commissioners 
Court should make economic development contracts available for citizens to read before the public 
hearings on the deals. In the video of the July 29th hearing, Judge Biscoe seems to state that the draft 
contract for this deal would not be available until the coming weekend, just a few days before the 
Commissioners are scheduled to take a final vote. I think Austin is blessed to have advocates who 
continue to push for more government transparency.

Monica Guzman 4 no

My knee-jerk response is No, I will not vote for it. The issue is so complex, so much secrecy it blows the 
mind. Keeping up with the news and ANC message board posts makes my head spin.I will never 
understand why local and state governments pay incentives up front before a company delivers on the 
proposed goods. Change that practice! Pay it out by the year, make it “performance-based” (ie, jobs 
created), etc. No suing for lower property taxes on commercial property; residents, home owners and 
renters alike, are already paying more than their fair share, commercial properties need to pay up. For 
more of Monica's view on this subject, go here: https://www.facebook.com/notes/monica-guzmán-for-
austin-city-council-district-4/corporateincentives/1518069635073573

Roberto Perez 4 no I would vote no. We need change!

Laura Pressley 4 no

Not only would I not vote for it, I would do the following: a)  Ask tough questions of the City Economic 
Development Staff during their presentation regarding the ROI they would be presenting. Specifically I 
would bring up what are the City costs that are not being accounted for such as costs of roads, 
infrastructure, and water resource availability. b)  Challenge the contract parameters such as the number 
of jobs created and compare that with the number of jobs being created in Austin at the time of the 
proposal, c)  Challenge why the majority of Austinites that make less than $65,000 per year would 
support subsidizing jobs for those making an average salary of $79,000 and more specifically, why 
District 4 residents, who, the majority make less than $40K, would want to support this incentive deal.  
Remember, as City Council members, we are the voice and representatives of our constituents. d)  Ask 
questions of where the employees will be coming from...Austin...or outside of Austin. e)  Challenge why 
we need to continue to develop these deals when Austin is under enormous economic affordability 
pressures from issues with rising cost of housing, infrastructure, water supply, mobility, etc. f)  
Emphasize the importance of companies wanting to relocate to Austin because of our educated work 
force, and our quality of life.   Companies will come here regardless of an incentive deal due to the 
benefits our community offers and in addition to our low tax rates compared to other locations such as 
California.  



Katrina Daniel 4 no

One of government’s roles is to fill gaps in community need that the private sector is not willing to 
provide otherwise.  When providing incentives to the private sector, we must attain the highest possible 
value for the community, including creation jobs with adequate benefits and pay that can be filled with 
Austin residents.  Providing tax abatement to companies locating in Austin is an opportunity to create 
incentives for companies to add value to our community and should not be awarded for less.  We should 
also prioritize funds for businesses grown from our own community, small businesses in Austin.  

Ann Kitchen 5 no

Dan Buda 5 no

As a candidate for city council, I am uncomfortable with a tax incentive proposal in which there are no 
assurances that the jobs promised will be created and maintained. At a minimum, I believe that tax 
incentives should be tied to the creation of jobs as a reward on the back-end and not given out prior to 
the completion of goals stipulated in the agreement. Additionally, as these incentives are given in the 
form of tax abatements, transparency of the details is necessary in order to allow the public to have full 
knowledge of what their elected officials are voting on and the stewardship of their tax dollars.

Matt Stillwell 6 no

If anyone needs a tax incentive, it’s small locally owned business. The City of Austin shouldn’t be bailing 
out or propping up any for-profit company or business, but if the City does want to engage in picking 
winners and losers with taxpayer money, I’d pick Toy Joy over Charles Schwab every time. Incentive 
deals from the city are already rare, but the deals Austin has done are to companies that have no 
business asking for incentives. Apple. Facebook. These types of companies should be paying the full 
amount of their tax burden to help pay for the infrastructure and workforce resources they profit on. Also, 
when these same entities, like the F1 COTA project, do get granted massive tax breaks, then turn around 
and fight their property tax assessment in order to pay even less in taxes, the formula that went in to 
making the original incentive deal good for the government in the first place falls apart. With the high 
quality of our city and the people who make up the workforce, Austin doesn’t need to offer incentive 
deals to big business.

Jay Wiley 6 no

Tax incentives to businesses may be good in some cases but in Austin they are used far too often 
without return on taxpayers' investment.  In general, the havoc that government intervention causes in 
the market when it decides who will win and who will lose far outweighs the economic benefit.  The bar 
should be much higher for tax incentives in Austin and the Schwab deal does not meet that high 
threshold here.

Don Zimmerman 6 no

The answer to ALL corporate subsidies is NO.  We are going to research the City Resolutions 
authorizing this corporate welfare and propose this city power for "incentives" be revoked. ALL Austin 
business, like home owners and renters, need tax relief. 



Jimmy Flannigan 6 no

I do not support the Schwab deal as currently proposed at the county commissioners court.  The 
unfortunate part is the $4.5 million of our state taxpayer dollars that may be given to this company 
anyway should they choose another Texas city.  Economic incentives can be a powerful tool, but as 
we’ve seen with recent city deals, companies will move here anyway because of the “incentive” of an 
educated workforce and high quality of life.  We would be better off investing in education, infrastructure, 
and affordability.  No amount of tax incentives will help us if we don’t address our crippling traffic problem 
and skyrocketing cost of living.

Ed English 7 no

I've already come out on record as opposing these incentive deals unless the company and its plans for 
expansion address some specific currently unmet needs within the Austin area. I can elaborate on what 
some of those needs are if you wish to call me.

Jeb Boyt 7 probably

First off, Schwab has not applied for incentives from the City.  So, we don’t have a specific deal to 
consider. Arguments in favor of the deal include:- Schwab is in an industry that has been targeted for 
diversification of our economy,- Schwab’s Austin expansion would involve 823 jobs, with an average 
wage of ~$70,000,- the deal provides for the retention of Schwab’s existing 927 Austin employees,- the 
$196.7 million invested by Schwab would add to our local tax base,- the deal is structured to include 
performance measures and milestones that Schwab must meet,- the State is contributing $4.5 million to 
the incentive package,- Schwab is in a position to choose between Austin or Denver, and- the proposed 
Schwab facility would be in District 7. Arguments against the deal include: - the size of the grants 
refunding taxes (48.5+% for 10 years), - concern over how many of the employees hired and retained 
would actually live in Austin, - concern that this deal might aggravate existing imbalances in the taxes 
paid by homeowners relative to commercial properties, and- concerns over the increasing cost of living 
and income inequality. In considering any incentive deal, I would work to verify that the factors of concern 
were minimized and offset to the greatest extent practicable (i.e. adding performance measures 
regarding ensuring that a certain percentage of the existing and new employees reside in Austin and 
Travis County). In addition, it is important to note that there are a number of questions in the Legislature 
about the way the State incentives program has been used by Governor Perry.  We will have a new 
governor next year, and it is likely that we will see the State incentives program restructured.

Pete Salazar 7 no

I think it wrong to give incentives to Schwab,or any any corporation right now, because we are in 
desperate need of revenue to help with basic city services.  The people of Austin will be asked to bear 
another financial  burden if this passes. It is not fair to people of Austin, and in no way is it a sound 
decision. The first responsibility of any council-person, or commissioner is to the people, not special 
interest.



Leslie Pool 7 no

I watched that portion of the Court's proceedings yesterday and saw even Gerald Daugherty is raising 
questions. The rationale for subsidies is to grow the economy. We can't manage our traffic, water, 
housing, all costs across the board while subsidizing/incentivizing successful companies' moves to 
Austin. We have to take an honest look at how we grow into the future. Brigid Shea plans to call a 
summit of all taxing jurisdictions in Travis County on affordability and property taxes after she's elected. 
We should do the same on the broader issue of how we grow and future subsidies.

Eliza May 8 no
I would not support the deal. Our residents in Austin are hurting over the increasing cost of living in the 
city because this very type of deals are increasingly adding to the  inflation of our city.

Ed Scruggs 8 no I would be a firm No. I am against continuing this type of high end incentive in the current environment.

Kathie Tovo 9 no

If the proposal to provide incentives to Charles Schwab were to come before Council, I would vote no, 
based on the information I have (which is less than I would have at this point if the proposal were 
seeking city incentives). On a related subject, please also note that in June I sponsored a successful 
resolution that directs staff to develop a policy requiring companies that receive Chapter 380 agreements 
to commit not to protest their property valuations. This policy will return to Council for a final vote soon. 
According to the Statesman, "Spear Street Capital, which owns the offices that Charles Schwab currently 
leases in Austin, has protested the appraised property value regularly over the past 10 years and twice 
sued the Travis Central Appraisal District."

Chris Riley 9
needs 
more info

I would need more information before voting one way or the other. We typically get a lot of information on 
incentive deals that I haven’t seen in regard to this one, such as: --The results of the Web LOCI analysis; 
--An assessment of how the proposal would advance a targeted sector of our local economy;--The 
expected number of local hires;--A summary of the applicant’s employment policies, such as whether the 
applicant provides same-sex insurance benefits; and --Whether the applicant expects to pay living and 
prevailing wages to construction workers. All this information would be important to consider before 
voting on this proposal.

Erin McGann 9 no

I am against offering incentives to Schwab. Austin is a vibrant community with incredibly smart citizens 
and we already have what Schwab wants. Giving incentives is not a smart move any longer for Austin, 
although there may have been a point where we wanted to woo companies, this time is past. We have 
what most companies want- a great city, with good schools, smart and plentiful potential employees. 
Companies are opening here every day without incentives, there is no reason for us to be offering them. 

Tina Cannon 10 no



Jason Meeker 10 no

I have a unique perspective. I was once a Charles Schwab employee. It was a good job, and I still invest 
through Schwab! It is a great company filled with smart, wonderful people. Still, I would not vote for 
this. Why would anyone vote for this? Schwab proudly proclaimed to have not needed bailout money 
from the Federal government during the recession. So what’s with the need for a handout now?Schwab 
has been actively moving many of its operations here to Austin from San Francisco for quite some time. 
Austin offers Schwab a great city that is much cheaper than San Francisco. Plus, Austin is filled with 
smart people who like to work very hard. I don’t understand why any incentive deal is necessary now, 
nor why any incentive deal would ever be necessary to move a company that is not the least bit hurting 
for financial resources. Chuck can foot his own bill and invest in his own growth just like the rest of us. 

Bill Worsham 10 no

As a candidate for Austin City Council - District 10, Bill Worsham believes in rewarding each firm that 
produces, creates, gives, and innovates for its customers as it see fit. This is best done in Austin by 
efficiently providing basic services and infrastructure while minimizing City-imposed costs on all firms 
(large or small) and their Austin employees—not by rewarding political rent-seeking.”

Mandy Dealey 10
needs 
more info

As a hypothetical, without complete information, I can't determine whether I would vote for it or not. I can 
say that when I am a Councilmember I will demand complete transparency and if I had incomplete 
information on a critical vote like this, I would vote no out of principle.

Margie Burciaga 10
needs 
more info

First and foremost, I am for transparency. Any deal that is considered by City Council needs to be a 
public issue because it is the public’s tax dollars. Second, zero line accounting practices need to be 
implemented at city/county government agencies so we know where every dollar is being spent. I 
support having a public, open record of where and how tax payer dollars go that is easy to access. If the 
software doesn't exist, let's hire one of our local tech companies to create one. Third, it is my 
understanding that we are one of a few cities that has an Economic Development Department that 
currently costs us millions of taxpayer dollars. Isn't that what the Chamber of Commerce is supposed to 
be for the city? So why are we spending millions of taxpayers’ dollars when we have a vibrant chamber? 
And since we do have an economic development department why have they not made this information 
available? Fourth, no incentive package should be allowed to strip funds from our public schools which 
have no way of recouping the loss of revenue. A great model is how Applied Materials was granted tax 
incentives for locating their business in Austin, yet donates substantially back to Manor ISD. This is very 
important since donated dollars are not part of the mandated state recapture "Robin Hood" plan that 
strips 30 wealthy districts so the other 110 can spend as they please. Incentives are dicey and our tax 
payers have no tolerance for them especially knowing that no less than 1 out of 4 people I am talking too 
are considering moving out of Austin since they can barely afford to live here any longer.



Mike Martinez Mayor no

I led an 18-month process that engaged a wide array of key stakeholders to establish strict base 
standards that all future Chapter 380 agreements would have to meet in order to even be considered by 
the Austin City Council.  These included providing construction workers with OSHA 10 safety training, 
workers compensation insurance, and a living wage or prevailing wage for every worker (whichever is 
highest). We also require companies to provide permanent employees a living wage, health insurance 
and domestic partner benefits.  We expanded further considerations to reward companies that provide 
additional community benefits such as providing workforce development, implementation of programs to 
employ and train the hard to employ, and a commitment to hiring locally. The proposal for Schwab in 
front of Travis County Commissioners Court does not meet all of these standards, so I would not be able 
to support it in its current form.  It shouldn’t just be about bringing jobs to Austin, we must consider the 
quality of those jobs and the benefits for the community overall.  Companies seeking tax incentives 
should only be considered when structured in a way that reflects Austin’s values and when they have the 
support of our community. I believe it’s time that we delve even deeper into our process for considering 
incentive agreements.  Through these agreements we have been able to bring quality jobs during 
significant economic downturns, protecting many of our residents from unemployment.  However, at 
times of substantial economic prosperity and growth accompanied by low unemployment rates, we 
should ask ourselves under what terms should we still be offering incentives to companies looking to 
move to Austin. Incentive agreements may still be beneficial and appropriate when bringing jobs in 
industries that help diversify the types of employment available locally or provide jobs to certain sectors 
that may still be struggling, but during times of economic success our decisions should be directly tied to 
a policy with specific goals and measurements that determine the need for consideration of more 
agreements.



Steve Adler Mayor
needs 
more info

I'm guided by several goals while evaluating incentives: -- I'm not against incentives but we need to 
prioritize obtaining a return on our values, not just our capital invested. -- The decision-making process 
needs to be transparent, thoughtful, and deliberate, and it must allow for sufficient time for public and 
stakeholder review, participation, and comment. -- Key questions: Are we creating middle class jobs for 
Austinites? Are we training Austinites to fill these positions? -- Employers must be held accountable to 
fulfilling the community's goals upon which agreement is reached for these incentive packages. It is 
impossible for me to measure these goals against the Schwab proposal because there was not sufficient 
detail provided to the public. For example, knowing the average salary does not tell us much, because it 
could be there are many middle class jobs, or it could be there are none (only high-paying jobs and very 
low-paying jobs).  We do not know whether the jobs created will be filled with Austinites or if there are 
provisions for training Austinites to fill those jobs if there is no current supply of the necessary trained 
individuals. If this deal were to come to City Council, I would expect to be able to review the full terms of 
the agreement before rendering an opinion. The process would need to allow for public transparency and 
opportunity to comment. I am in favor of bringing in new jobs for Austin residents, provided it can be 
stipulated that existing residents will be getting those jobs. I understand that Charles Schwab has offered 
a "good faith effort" to hire locally, which is a good start, but I don't think it is enough. I believe that our 
economic incentives can be positive provided we are calculating a return on our values rather than a 
simple return on investment.  This means including workforce training to ensure that local residents are 
getting skills they need for the new jobs, jobs for a range of middle class residents, locations to be 
developed in areas where traffic congestion can be diminished, and to be constructed in ways that are 
environmentally sustainable. These are some of the values that go beyond high-wage jobs and returns 
on property tax revenue, and it would be against this kind of criteria that I would measure such an 
incentive request. But, given the lack of detail as to what the Schwab commitment might be, it is 
impossible for someone not on the Commissioners Court to have the details necessary to evaluate the 
proposal.


