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If I can be of any assistance, please let me know. I would be glad to show examples of secondary homes 
in Galveston, TX so that it is clear they are all not just secondary residence beachside homes. 
 
Thank you, 
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4. Consider the significant economic consequences for coastal communities such as 
Port Aransas, where second homes and vacation properties are an important part of 
the local economy. 

Please consider the real people and families behind these policies when evaluating this 
proposal. 

Thank you for your consideration. 
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• Federal tax revenue: $32.5 million 
• Total government revenue generated: $95.8 million 
• Tax offset per occupied household: $43,800 (what locals would need to pay to replace visitor-
generated state/local taxes) 
• Daily direct spending: ~$1 million/day 
 
As a parent of a child in the Port Aransas school district, one of the numbers above leaps out at me: 
 
Tax offset per occupied household: $43,800 (what locals would need to pay to replace visitor-
generated state/local taxes). 
 
Reducing or eliminating windstorm coverage does not merely impact those with second homes on the 
Gulf Coast, it will obliterate the community. Locals cannot afford an additional $43,800 per household to 
uphold the infrastructure of this island. Bluntly, the island will collapse without the vital support of 
second homes and rentals.  
 
While I appreciate the TWIA Legislative Committee weighing multiple factors, your decision on this issue 
is clear: do not implode our vibrant Texas Coast.  
 
Thank You, 
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Director of Development Services 
Emergency Management Coordinator 
Floodplain Administrator 
City of Port Aransas 
710 W Ave A 
Port Aransas, TX 78373 
Work 361-749-4111 ext 234 
Cell 361-756-1915 
   
  
"If you want something done, ask a busy person to do it.  The more things you do, the more you can do."  ~~Lucille Ball~~ 
  
"An ounce of prevention is worth a pound of cure." ~~Benjamin Franklin~~ 
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Those are very different uses with potentially very different risk profiles. 

Rather than eliminating coverage for an enormous class of coastal property owners, TWIA should 
determine what the actuarial data actually shows and price or underwrite the various risks accordingly. If 
certain categories genuinely present greater risk, there are many tools available — differentiated 
premiums, deductibles, coverage limitations, mitigation requirements, or other underwriting standards 
— short of wholesale exclusion. 

Non-primary residences are also an important part of the economic foundation of many Texas coastal 
communities. A policy decision that significantly affects their insurability can have consequences far 
beyond the individual property owner, including effects on property values, tourism, local businesses, 
tax bases, and the overall coastal economy. 

For these reasons, I strongly oppose TWIA's proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate 
windstorm coverage for non-full-time residences. I urge the Board to make the supporting actuarial data 
public and fully explore risk-based alternatives before advancing such a sweeping change. 

Sincerely, 

 
 

 









6

 a full-time short-term rental business, 
 a commercial lodging operation. 

  
These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the 
risk the actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of 
properties that support coastal economies? 
  
There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different 
types of non-full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our 
economies. 
  
We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm 
coverage for non-full-time residences. 

Sent from my iPhone 
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There are many types of properties that are not full-time homestead owner-occupied properties, 
including: 

  

 vacation homes, 
 family beach houses, 
 condo used several weeks a year, 
 a property occasionally rented, 
 a full-time short-term rental business, 
 a commercial lodging operation. 

  

These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that support 
coastal economies?  

  

There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of non-
full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies.  

  

We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage for 
non-full-time residences.  

  

Sincerely, 
 





There are many types of properties that are not full-time homestead owner-occupied properties, 
including: 

  

 vacation homes, 
 family beach houses, 
 condo used several weeks a year, 
 a property occasionally rented, 
 a full-time short-term rental business, 
 a commercial lodging operation. 

  

These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that support 
coastal economies? 

  

There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of non-
full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies. 

  

We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage for 
non-full-time residences. 

  

Sincerely, 
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 vacation homes, 
 family beach houses, 
 condo used several weeks a year, 
 a property occasionally rented, 
 a full-time short-term rental business, 
 a commercial lodging operation. 

  

These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that support 
coastal economies? 

  

There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of non-
full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies. 

  

We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage for 
non-full-time residences. 

  

Sincerely, 
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• The projected effect on TWIA residential rates if these properties remain eligible 
• The projected effect on Texas's private insurance market if tens of thousands of these properties are 
removed from TWIA eligibility 

It is also important to recognize that "non-homestead" does not describe a single type of property or a 
single type of risk. 

This category can include a family beach house that has been owned for generations, an owner-used 
vacation home, a condominium occupied several weeks each year, a second home occasionally rented 
to guests, a long-term rental property, or a full-time short-term rental. 

These properties and their uses are materially different. Yet the proposed owner-occupied homestead 
requirement would potentially treat them all the same for purposes of TWIA eligibility. 

Most importantly, TWIA should consider the broader consequences of removing access to last-
resort windstorm insurance. 

Along the Texas coast, the availability of windstorm coverage is closely connected to mortgage 
availability, property marketability, property values, construction, investment, local property-tax 
revenues, tourism, employment, and the many small businesses that depend upon a healthy 
coastal economy. 

The consequences would not be limited to investors or short-term rental operators. 

They could affect existing property owners who purchased homes with the reasonable expectation that 
TWIA coverage would remain available when adequate private-market coverage was unavailable. They 
could affect families who have owned coastal homes for decades. They could affect prospective buyers 
who require wind coverage to obtain financing. And they could affect entire coastal communities whose 
economies depend heavily upon second-home ownership and tourism. 

There is also a fundamental question of fairness for existing TWIA policyholders. Thousands of Texans 
have purchased coastal properties, paid TWIA premiums, maintained their properties, paid local 
property taxes, and contributed to their communities under the existing insurance framework. Removing 
their eligibility because a property is not their primary homestead would represent a significant change to 
the conditions under which they made those investments. 

Before recommending a change with consequences of this magnitude, TWIA should first establish—with 
publicly available data—that the actuarial evidence supports such a dramatic restriction. 

We strongly oppose the proposed legislative recommendation to restrict TWIA residential eligibility to 
owner-occupied homesteads. 

We respectfully ask the Committee to reject this proposal and preserve access to TWIA windstorm 
coverage for eligible Texas coastal residential properties, regardless of whether the property is an 
owner's primary residence. 

Thank you for your consideration. 
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Sincerely, 
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abstractions on a spreadsheet. They are your constituents, your neighbors, and the economic backbone of one of Texas's 
most beloved coastlines. 
 
The Texas coast has survived hurricanes. Please do not let it be undone by policy. 
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 a full-time short-term rental business, 
 a commercial lodging operation. 

  
These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that support 
coastal economies? 
  
There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of non-
full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies. 
  
We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage for 
non-full-time residences.  
  Sent from my iPhone 
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 vacation homes, 
 family beach houses, 
 condo used several weeks a year, 
 a property occasionally rented, 
 a full-time short-term rental business, 
 a commercial lodging operation. 

  

These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that support 
coastal economies? 

  

There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of non-
full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies. 

  

We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage for 
non-full-time residences. 

  

Sincerely, 
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 Projected impact on the private market if they’re expelled 

  

There are many types of properties that are not full-time homestead owner-occupied 
properties, including: 

  

 vacation homes, 
 family beach houses, 
 condo used several weeks a year, 
 a property occasionally rented, 
 a full-time short-term rental business, 
 a commercial lodging operation. 

  

These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that 
support coastal economies? 

  

There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of 
non-full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies. 

  

We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage 
for non-full-time residences. 

 

Please do not kill the Gulf Coast by not insuring the 2nd homes and condos.  

 

Thank You,  

 

 

  

--  
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 condo used several weeks a year, 
 a property occasionally rented, 
 a full-time short-term rental business, 
 a commercial lodging operation. 

  
These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the 
risk the actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of 
properties that support coastal economies? 
  
There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different 
types of non-full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our 
economies. 
  
We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm 
coverage for non-full-time residences. 
  
Sincerely, 
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These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that support 
coastal economies? 
  
There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of non-
full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies. 
  
We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage for 
non-full-time residences. 
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There are many types of properties that are not full-time homestead owner-occupied properties, 
including: 

  

 vacation homes, 
 family beach houses, 
 condo used several weeks a year, 
 a property occasionally rented, 
 a full-time short-term rental business, 
 a commercial lodging operation. 

  

These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that support 
coastal economies? 

  

There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of non-
full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies. 

  

We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage for 
non-full-time residences. 

  

Sincerely, 
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Texas law requires that all licensees give the following to all prospects and 
clients:   https://www.trec.texas.gov/information-about-brokerage-services-
iabs-consumer-protection-notice 
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 vacation homes, 
 family beach houses, 
 condo used several weeks a year, 
 a property occasionally rented, 
 a full-time short-term rental business, 
 a commercial lodging operation. 

  

These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that support 
coastal economies? 

  

There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of non-
full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies. 

  

We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage for 
non-full-time residences. 

  

Sincerely, 
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 vacation homes, 
 family beach houses, 
 condo used several weeks a year, 
 a property occasionally rented, 
 a full-time short-term rental business, 
 a commercial lodging operation. 

  

These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that support 
coastal economies? 

  

There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of non-
full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies. 

  

We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage for 
non-full-time residences. 

  

Sincerely, 
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These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that support 
coastal economies? 
  
There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of non-
full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies. 
  
We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage for 
non-full-time residences. 
  
Sincerely, 

Texas Law requires all real estate licensees to give the following information about brokerage services: 
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There are many types of properties that are not full-time homestead owner-occupied properties, 
including: 

  

 vacation homes, 
 family beach houses, 
 condo used several weeks a year, 
 a property occasionally rented, 
 a full-time short-term rental business, 
 a commercial lodging operation. 

  

These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the actuaries 
say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that support coastal 
economies?  

  

There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of non-full-time 
residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies.  

  

We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage for non-
full-time residences.  

  

Sincerely, 
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 a commercial lodging operation. 
  
These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that support 
coastal economies?  
  
There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of non-
full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies.  
  
We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage for 
non-full-time residences.  
  
Sincerely, 
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 a commercial lodging operation. 
  
These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that support 
coastal economies?  
  
There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of non-
full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies.  
  
We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage for 
non-full-time residences.  
  
With Respect,  
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 vacation homes, 
 family beach houses, 
 condo used several weeks a year, 
 a property occasionally rented, 
 a full-time short-term rental business, 
 a commercial lodging operation. 

  

These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that 
support coastal economies?  

  

There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of 
non-full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies.  

  

We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage 
for non-full-time residences.  

  

Sincerely, 
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These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that support 
coastal economies?  
 
There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of non-
full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies.  
 
We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage for 
non-full-time residences.  
 
Sincerely, 
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 a full-time short-term rental business, 
 a commercial lodging operation. 

  
These all produce very diƯerent insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the 
risk the actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of 
properties that support coastal economies?  
  
There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to diƯerent 
types of non-full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our 
economies.  
  
We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm 
coverage for non-full-time residences.  
  
Sincerely, 
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Please do not recommend this change. Keep second homes and rentals eligible for TWIA 
coverage. If exposure must be managed, do it through pricing, deductibles, mitigation, or 
building standards — not by declaring entire classes of coastal property ineligible when no 
private market exists. 

Thank you for considering this comment. 

 

 

 
 
Get Outlook for iOS 
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The mere prospect that large categories of coastal property could become effectively 
uninsurable can create uncertainty in the real estate and lending markets before any rule 
is even implemented. 

Please protect the availability of windstorm coverage along the Texas coast and REJECT 
Agenda Item #5 and any proposal that would eliminate TWIA eligibility based simply on 
whether a residence is a second home or is occupied by renters. 

Please include this email as part of the public comments and official record for the 
September 1, 2026 meeting. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 
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Please protect the rights of Texas coastal property owners and preserve access to TWIA 
coverage for secondary homes. 

Respectfully, 
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I respectfully urge TWIA to reject proposals that eliminate or substantially restrict coverage based solely 
on a property's status as a second home. Before considering any such change, TWIA should carefully 
evaluate its potential impact on property values, mortgage availability, local tax revenues, housing 
markets, small businesses, and the overall economies of Texas coastal communities. 

Texas property owners and coastal communities need a windstorm insurance system that is financially 
responsible, but they also need one that preserves access to coverage and supports a viable coastal real 
estate market. 

Thank you for your consideration and for the opportunity to provide input on an issue of tremendous 
importance to the Texas coast. 

Sincerely, 
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I respectfully ask TWIA to reject any proposal that would make second homes or rental properties 
ineligible for coverage and to preserve a viable path to windstorm insurance for Texas coastal property 
owners. 

Thank you for considering my comments. 

 
--  
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 vacation homes, 
 family beach houses, 
 condo used several weeks a year, 
 a property occasionally rented, 
 a full-time short-term rental business, 
 a commercial lodging operation. 

  

These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that 
support coastal economies?  

  

There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of 
non-full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies.  

  

We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage 
for non-full-time residences.  

  

Sincerely, 

 

Sent from my iPhone 





  

 vacation homes, 
 family beach houses, 
 condo used several weeks a year, 
 a property occasionally rented, 
 a full-time short-term rental business, 
 a commercial lodging operation. 

  

These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that 
support coastal economies?  

  

There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of 
non-full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies.  

  

We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage 
for non-full-time residences.  

  

Sincerely, 
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I respectfully ask TWIA and policymakers to consider the broader economic consequences to Texas 
coastal communities and to maintain eligibility for residential second homes unless and until there is 
demonstrated, adequate, and affordable private-market capacity available to insure them. 

Texas coastal communities depend on a functioning property insurance market. Removing access to 
windstorm coverage for second homes risks creating an insurance availability problem that will 
ultimately affect homeowners, businesses, lenders, real estate markets, and the coastal economy as a 
whole. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 
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We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage for 
non-full-time residences. 
 
  
Sincerely, 
 
Read Brokerage Services Info Here 
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These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that support 
coastal economies?  
  
There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of non-
full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies.  
  
We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage for 
non-full-time residences.  
  
Sincerely, 
Best,  
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These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that support 
coastal economies? 
  
There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of non-
full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies. 
  
We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage for 
non-full-time residences.  
  
Sincerely, 
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 a commercial lodging operation. 
  
These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that support 
coastal economies?  
  
There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of non-
full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies.  
  
We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage for 
non-full-time residences.  
  
Sincerely, 
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These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the actuaries 
say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that support coastal 
economies? 
  
There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of non-full-time 
residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies. 
  
We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage for non-
full-time residences. 
  
Sincerely, 
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If higher insurance costs or lack of coverage causes properties to leave the rental market, discourages investment, 
reduces property values, or makes financed purchases more difficult, the fiscal effects will extend far beyond TWIA. 

Those effects should be quantified before the Legislature is asked to consider this proposal. 

There Are Much Less Disruptive Alternatives for Achieving a Comparable Financial Result 

TWIA estimates that eliminating approximately 53,620 secondary residences from its residential book could reduce 
annual reinsurance expense by approximately $60 million. 

If improving TWIA's annual financial position by $60 million is the objective, an alternative producing the same financial 
result would be to increase revenue by approximately $60 million. Spread across TWIA's approximately 278,347 
residential policies, that would equate to roughly $216 per policy per year, or about $18 per month. 

Even if policymakers determined that primary residences should bear none of that additional cost, generating the same 
$60 million exclusively from approximately 53,620 secondary residences would equate to roughly $1,119 per secondary-
home policy annually. 

I am not suggesting that either approach is necessarily the appropriate actuarial solution. Rather, these figures illustrate 
the scale of the proposed savings and demonstrate that alternatives should be evaluated before eliminating access to 
TWIA coverage for more than 53,000 coastal residences. 

The relevant question should not simply be whether TWIA can reduce its reinsurance expense by $60 million by 
eliminating these policies. It should be whether that $60 million reduction in TWIA's expenses justifies transferring 
potentially much greater costs to property owners, mortgage lenders, local governments, businesses, and coastal 
communities. 

TWIA's Savings Are Not the Same as Savings to Texas 

Reducing TWIA's reinsurance expense by $60 million does not eliminate $60 million of hurricane risk. The properties 
remain on the Texas coast and the risk remains. The proposal changes who bears that risk and at what cost. 

Before recommending this change to the Legislature, I urge TWIA to commission an economic and fiscal impact analysis 
addressing at least: 

• The number and value of mortgages affected; 
• Availability and estimated cost of replacement wind coverage; 
• Effects on financed real-estate transactions and coastal property values; 
• Effects on short-term rental inventory and tourism capacity; 
• Lost state and local hotel occupancy tax revenue; 
• Lost state and local sales-tax revenue; and 
• Potential effects on the property-tax bases of cities, counties, school districts, and other coastal taxing entities. 

TWIA was created because adequate windstorm coverage is often unavailable through the voluntary market along the 
Texas coast. Excluding a class of property owners from TWIA does not eliminate their hurricane exposure. It transfers that 
exposure—and potentially substantial economic costs—somewhere else. 

A projected $60 million reduction in TWIA's reinsurance expense is an important piece of information, but it is not a cost-
benefit analysis. 

The Legislature should be given both sides of the ledger before being asked to make a decision with potentially profound 
consequences for Texas coastal communities. 

Thank you for considering my comments. 
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If tens of thousands of coastal homes suddenly become more difficult to insure, the market consequences 
would be substantial. A reduction in demand would lead to declining property values and reduced investment. 
Reduced investment can lead to deferred maintenance and fewer improvements. Declining property values 
can affect the broader financial health of the community. The people who would feel this most are not 
necessarily wealthy investors. They are families who have worked, saved, and invested in a place they love. 
  
The impact on Port Aransas 
Port Aransas is a special community because homeowners and visitors are deeply connected to the local 
economy. People who own homes here spend money here. They hire contractors, electricians, plumbers, 
landscapers, cleaners, roofers, handymen, property managers, and other local service providers. 
  
Homeowners pay property taxes, maintain and improve their homes, contribute to the economic activity that 
allows Port Aransas businesses to survive and grow. If ownership of coastal homes becomes substantially 
more difficult because insurance is unavailable, the consequences will reach far beyond insurance companies 
and homeowners. 
  
Existing homeowners will reduce spending on maintenance and improvements, so construction and 
renovation activity would decline. Local businesses could lose customers. Over time, the economic vitality of 
the community could suffer. This is especially concerning because nearly 60% of TWIA's secondary-home 
properties are concentrated in Galveston and Nueces Counties.  
 
The mortgage and lending consequences 
TWIA itself explains that private wind and hail coverage is often required by mortgage lenders and other 
financial institutions. If a secondary-home owner loses access to TWIA and cannot obtain comparable private 
windstorm coverage, the problem may not simply be that the homeowner has less insurance. It could affect 
financing and the ability to sell the property. That could create a feedback loop in which insurance availability 
and property values reinforce one another in a negative direction. 
 
The consequences after the next major hurricane 
Insurance is not just about paying claims, it is about the ability to recover. When a hurricane damages 
thousands of homes, the community needs homeowners to have the financial resources to repair roofs, 
replace windows, restore electrical systems, remove debris, rebuild damaged structures, and put their lives 
back together. When people have insurance, claim payments put money back into the local 
economy.Neighborhoods recover. But when homeowners cannot obtain insurance, the recovery process can 
come to a halt – effecting primary and secondary homeowners. 
  
Please consider alternatives that reduce TWIA's exposure without eliminating coverage altogether. I am asking 
TWIA to find a way to manage the risk without abandoning an entire category of homeowners.  Thank you for 
listening and for considering the people behind the numbers. 
Respectfully, 
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condo used several weeks a year, 
a property occasionally rented, 
a full-time short-term rental business, 
a commercial lodging operation. 
 
 
These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the actuaries 
say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that support coastal 
economies? 
 
 
 
There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of non-full-time 
residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies. 
 
 
 
We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage for non-
full-time residences. 
 
Sincerely, 
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These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that support 
coastal economies? 
  
There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of non-
full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies. 
  
We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage for 
non-full-time residences. 
  





66

 The availability and cost of comparable private-market coverage 
 The effect on property values, mortgage lending and real estate transactions 
 The impact on tourism, vacation rentals and coastal small businesses 
 The potential loss of local property-tax revenue 
 The effect on owners who purchased or improved property in reliance on continued TWIA 

eligibility 
 Reasonable alternatives, including risk-based pricing, mitigation incentives, strengthened 

construction standards and phased or voluntary private-market transition programs 

I respectfully ask the Committee to reject the recommendation to restrict TWIA residential coverage 
exclusively to primary homesteads. At a minimum, no such recommendation should advance without 
meaningful stakeholder participation, an independent economic analysis and a realistic plan ensuring 
that affected properties can obtain comparable and affordable coverage. 

TWIA was created because the private insurance market does not adequately serve the unique needs of 
the Texas coast. Eliminating coverage for second homes and rental properties would undermine that 
purpose and could cause lasting harm throughout our coastal communities. 

Please include this email in the official public comments for the September 1, 2026, Legislative & 
External Affairs Committee meeting. 

Respectfully, 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
Texas Law Requires REALTOR's to give the following Information about Brokerage Services: 
TREC Consumer Protection Noticer 
TREC Information About Brokerage Services 
 
“Commit to the Lord whatever you do, and he will establish your plans.” – Proverbs 16:3 
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Those are very different uses with potentially very different risk profiles. 

Rather than eliminating coverage for an enormous class of coastal property owners, TWIA should 
determine what the actuarial data actually shows and price or underwrite the various risks accordingly. If 
certain categories genuinely present greater risk, there are many tools available — differentiated 
premiums, deductibles, coverage limitations, mitigation requirements, or other underwriting standards 
— short of wholesale exclusion. 

Non-primary residences are also an important part of the economic foundation of many Texas coastal 
communities. A policy decision that significantly affects their insurability can have consequences far 
beyond the individual property owner, including effects on property values, tourism, local businesses, 
tax bases, and the overall coastal economy. 

For these reasons, I strongly oppose TWIA's proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate 
windstorm coverage for non-full-time residences. I urge the Board to make the supporting actuarial data 
public and fully explore risk-based alternatives before advancing such a sweeping change. 

Sincerely, 
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11

Reduced investment can lead to deferred maintenance and fewer improvements. Declining property values 
can affect the broader financial health of the community. The people who would feel this most are not 
necessarily wealthy investors. They are families who have worked, saved, and invested in a place they love. 
  
The impact on Port Aransas 
Port Aransas is a special community because homeowners and visitors are deeply connected to the local 
economy. People who own homes here spend money here. They hire contractors, electricians, plumbers, 
landscapers, cleaners, roofers, handymen, property managers, and other local service providers. 
  
Homeowners pay property taxes, maintain and improve their homes, and contribute to the economic activity 
that allows Port Aransas businesses to survive and grow. If ownership of coastal homes becomes substantially 
more difficult because insurance is unavailable, the consequences will reach far beyond insurance companies 
and homeowners. 
  
Existing homeowners will reduce spending on maintenance and improvements, so construction and 
renovation activity would decline. Local businesses could lose customers. Over time, the economic vitality of 
the community could suffer. This is especially concerning because nearly 60% of TWIA's secondary-home 
properties are concentrated in Galveston and Nueces Counties.  
 
The mortgage and lending consequences 
TWIA itself explains that private wind and hail coverage is often required by mortgage lenders and other 
financial institutions. If a secondary-home owner loses access to TWIA and cannot obtain comparable private 
windstorm coverage, the problem may not simply be that the homeowner has less insurance. It could affect 
financing and the ability to sell the property. That could create a feedback loop in which insurance availability 
and property values reinforce one another in a negative direction. 
 
The consequences after the next major hurricane 
Insurance is not just about paying claims, it is about the ability to recover. When a hurricane damages 
thousands of homes, the community needs homeowners to have the financial resources to repair roofs, 
replace windows, restore electrical systems, remove debris, rebuild damaged structures, and put their lives 
back together. When people have insurance, claim payments put money back into the local 
economy.Neighborhoods recover. But when homeowners cannot obtain insurance, the recovery process can 
come to a halt – affecting primary and secondary homeowners. 
  
Please consider alternatives that reduce TWIA's exposure without eliminating coverage altogether. I am asking 
TWIA to find a way to manage the risk without abandoning an entire category of homeowners.  Thank you for 
listening and for considering the people behind the numbers. 
 
Sincerely,  
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 vacation homes, 
 family beach houses, 
 condo used several weeks a year, 
 a property occasionally rented, 
 a full-time short-term rental business, 
 a commercial lodging operation. 

  

These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that 
support coastal economies? 

  

There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of 
non-full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies. 

  

We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage 
for non-full-time residences. 

  

Sincerely, 
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 a commercial lodging operation. 
  
These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that support 
coastal economies?  
  
There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of non-
full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies.  
  
We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage for 
non-full-time residences.  
  
Sincerely, 
 

 
 









28

 
Information About Brokerage Services 
Consumer Protection Notice 

To help 
p otect you  
p vacy  
Mic o so ft 
Office 
p even ed 
au o ma c  
download of 
this pic e  
f om th  
In e ne 











33

As rental rates have increased, occupancy has fallen. Families either cannot afford the higher rates or 
are no longer willing to pay them and choose another destination. We cannot simply continue raising 
prices every time insurance costs increase and expect tourism demand to remain unchanged. 

This is already putting tremendous pressure on the short-term rental model. 

Insurance costs increase. Owners have to raise rental rates. Occupancy falls. Revenue declines. Owners 
then have even less revenue available to absorb the next increase in insurance, taxes, maintenance, 
utilities, and repairs. Eventually the numbers simply stop working. 

That cycle is already beginning. Eliminating TWIA could turn it into a full-blown crisis. 

If TWIA coverage disappears, property owners will be forced into the private insurance market, assuming 
private carriers are even willing to insure these properties. And if coverage is available only at 
dramatically higher premiums and deductibles, many owners will reach a point where the property 
simply cannot generate enough revenue to support its operating costs. 

And when those properties stop working financially, the damage does not end with the owner. 

Owners sell. Others stop renting. Some cut maintenance, improvements, services, and staffing. Those 
who remain are forced to increase rental rates even further. Tourism becomes more expensive, 
occupancy declines further, and visitors begin choosing competing destinations. 

Then the impact moves outward. 

Housekeepers lose turns. Property managers lose inventory. Contractors lose projects. Restaurants lose 
customers. Fishing guides and charter operators lose bookings. Retailers lose sales. Realtors lose 
transactions. Construction slows. Property values come under pressure. Local governments lose hotel 
occupancy tax, sales tax, and other revenue generated by tourism. 

That is how an insurance problem becomes an economic crisis. 

And Texas does not have to speculate about what happens when property insurance becomes 
unavailable or unaffordable. We can look around the country and see it happening. 

Look at Florida and the enormous challenges its property owners and real estate markets have faced as 
insurance availability has tightened and premiums have increased. 

Now look at California. 

Following years of wildfire losses and the devastating Los Angeles fires, insurance availability has 
become such an important part of California real estate transactions that buyers specifically have 
contractual protections concerning their ability to obtain and afford insurance. Deals can fall apart 
because buyers cannot obtain acceptable coverage or because the premiums make the property 
unaffordable. 

Think about what that means: insurance has gone from being another cost of owning property to 
something that can determine whether a property can even be sold. 
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Texas should not willingly put its coastal real estate market on that path. 

We have the benefit of seeing what has happened elsewhere. We can see what happens when insurers 
withdraw, when affordable coverage becomes scarce, when buyers become afraid of purchasing 
property they may not be able to insure, and when insurance costs begin affecting whether real estate 
transactions can close. 

Please learn from those experiences rather than repeat them. 

Do not wait until Texas coastal buyers are afraid to purchase property because they do not know whether 
they can insure it. Do not wait until lenders cannot close loans because adequate coverage cannot be 
obtained. Do not wait until insurance contingencies become one of the defining issues in our coastal real 
estate contracts. And do not wait until declining property values, reduced tourism, lost jobs, and 
struggling local businesses prove what we are warning about today. 

By then, the damage will already have been done. 

There is no realistic coastal vacation rental industry without reasonably available windstorm insurance. 

Coastal property owners are already paying substantial premiums, accepting large deductibles, and 
personally absorbing significant portions of the risk. In my own case, I paid a substantial amount out of 
pocket for storm repairs despite carrying TWIA coverage. Yet I still understand how critical that coverage 
is to the financial viability and insurability of my property. 

If TWIA's financial structure needs reform, then we should have that discussion. But eliminating an entire 
category of properties from the insurer of last resort is not reform. It is transferring an enormous amount 
of risk onto coastal property owners and hoping the private insurance market will somehow absorb it at 
an affordable price. 

That is an extraordinarily dangerous assumption to make with the economic future of our Texas coastal 
communities. 

On Mustang Island, the stakes are much larger than insurance policies. This is about whether our 
vacation rental industry remains economically viable, whether families can continue to afford to 
vacation here, and whether the thousands of Texans whose livelihoods depend on tourism continue to 
have jobs and businesses to support their families. 

We can see the warning signs in other states. We should not have to experience the same consequences 
ourselves before we take them seriously. 

Learn from the mistakes of the past. Do not repeat them in Texas. 

I strongly urge the Committee to reject any recommendation that eliminates TWIA eligibility for 
secondary homes, vacation properties, or short-term rentals and instead pursue solutions that 
strengthen TWIA without sacrificing the coastal economies it was created to protect. 

Thank you for your consideration. 
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I respectfully urge the TWIA Board and Legislative Committee to reject Agenda Item #5 
and any proposal that broadly eliminates TWIA eligibility based upon whether a 
residential property is a primary residence, second home, or rental property. 

Changes with the potential to significantly affect property rights, insurance availability, 
mortgage financing, property values, and the economies of all 14 Texas coastal counties 
deserve careful study, meaningful stakeholder input, and consideration of the full 
economic consequences. 

Please include my comments in the public record for the September 1, 2026 meeting. 

Thank you for your consideration and for protecting continued access to windstorm 
insurance for Texas coastal communities. 

Respectfully, 

 

Texas Coastal Property Owner 

 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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There are many types of properties that are not full-time homestead owner-occupied 
properties, including: 
  

 vacation homes, 
 family beach houses, 
 condo used several weeks a year, 
 a property occasionally rented, 
 a full-time short-term rental business, 
 a commercial lodging operation. 

  
These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the 
risk the actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of 
properties that support coastal economies?  
  
There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different 
types of non-full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our 
economies.  
  
We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm 
coverage for non-full-time residences.  
  
Sincerely,  
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I respectfully ask TWIA and policymakers to consider the broader economic consequences to Texas 
coastal communities and to maintain eligibility for residential second homes unless and until there is 
demonstrated, adequate, and affordable private-market capacity available to insure them. 

Texas coastal communities depend on a functioning property insurance market. Removing access to 
windstorm coverage for second homes risks creating an insurance availability problem that will 
ultimately affect homeowners, businesses, lenders, real estate markets, and the coastal economy as a 
whole. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 
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Please keep TWIA available to residential second homes and vacation rental properties 
and reject any recommendation that would remove their eligibility. 

Thank you for considering the impact this decision could have on homeowners, 
businesses, tourism, property values, and the long-term economic health of the Texas 
coast. 

Sincerely, 

 

Texas Coastal Property Owner 
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The Texas coast needs a financially sustainable windstorm insurance system. But sustainability cannot 
be achieved by making a substantial portion of our coastal real estate effectively uninsurable or 
unaffordable to insure. 

For communities like Mustang Island, access to windstorm insurance is essential economic 
infrastructure. Without it, the vacation and rental property market as we know it cannot function. 

I respectfully ask the Committee to consider the full economic consequences of this proposal and reject 
any recommendation that would eliminate TWIA eligibility for secondary homes and rental properties. 

The solution to the challenges facing TWIA should not come at the cost of dismantling an industry and 
the livelihoods of the Texans who depend upon it. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

C Ryan Caldwell 
Realtor 
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I strongly urge the Committee to reject this proposal and instead work toward solutions that preserve 
access to windstorm coverage while addressing TWIA's financial concerns in a responsible and 
sustainable way. 

Our coastal communities need reform that strengthens the insurance market, not a policy that could 
dismantle a major part of our economy. 

 

  

Ryan Caldwell 

REALTOR® 

KW Coastal Bend 

361-202-1740 
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The effects would extend well beyond individual homeowners. Declining property values affect local tax 
bases. Reduced real estate activity affects local businesses and employment. Reduced investment 
affects construction and development. And financial distress among existing property owners can 
reverberate throughout an entire coastal economy. 

Before recommending that tens of thousands of currently insured properties become ineligible for TWIA, 
the Committee should conduct and publicly release an economic-impact analysis addressing these 
potential consequences. 

At a minimum, that analysis should examine the potential effects on property values, mortgage 
availability, foreclosures and distressed sales, transaction volume, local property-tax revenues, 
construction and development, tourism-dependent businesses, and the composition of future coastal 
property ownership. 

This proposal should not move forward without understanding whether solving a perceived insurance-
exposure problem could create a much larger economic problem for the communities TWIA was 
established to serve. 

Sincerely, 
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Thank you for your consideration, 
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Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPhone 
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These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that 
support coastal economies?  
  
There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of non-
full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies.  
  
We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage 
for non-full-time residences. 
 
Thank you. 
Peace, 
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These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the actuaries 
say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that support coastal 
economies?  
  
There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of non-full-time 
residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies.  
  
I 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage for non-full-
time residences. 
 

 
Homeowner-Port Aransas, Texas 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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contribute to the local economy. We chose to invest in Port Aransas because we love the 
community and want to continue being part of it. 
 
The reality of coastal Texas is that windstorm coverage is not optional. A property in Port 
Aransas cannot realistically be protected from hurricane risk simply by choosing to go 
without insurance. And because private-market windstorm coverage can be extremely 
difficult or impossible to obtain for coastal properties, TWIA serves a critical purpose for 
homeowners who have nowhere else to turn. 
 
According to TWIA's own published information, its purpose is to provide an adequate 
market for windstorm and hail insurance in designated areas of the Texas coast where 
coverage is not reasonably available. Port Aransas, in Nueces County, is within that 
designated coastal area. 
 
We respectfully ask that TWIA and the Texas Department of Insurance carefully reconsider 
any policy change that would remove secondary residences from eligibility for windstorm 
coverage. 
 
A distinction between primary and secondary residences may appear reasonable on paper, 
but the consequences for coastal communities is incredibly significant. Second-home 
owners are homeowners and taxpayers too. We have substantial financial investments in 
these properties, and we face the same hurricane and windstorm risks as our neighbors 
who live in their homes year-round. 
 
More importantly, eliminating access to windstorm insurance could have consequences far 
beyond individual homeowners. It could reduce property values, make properties more 
difficult to finance or sell, discourage future investment in Port Aransas, and ultimately 
hurt the local businesses and community that depend on property owners and visitors. 
 
We are not asking TWIA to ignore the realities of hurricane risk or financial sustainability. 
We are asking for a solution that recognizes the unique role that second-home owners play 
in coastal Texas and does not leave responsible property owners with an essentially 
uninsurable asset. 
 
We respectfully urge TWIA and the Texas Department of Insurance to: 
1 
Reconsider any proposal to eliminate TWIA windstorm coverage for secondary 
residences. 
2 
Maintain a viable windstorm insurance option for qualifying second-home owners 
who cannot obtain comparable coverage in the private market. 
3 
Consider the broader economic consequences to Port Aransas and other Texas 
coastal communities before implementing such a significant change. 
4 
Engage directly with affected property owners and coastal communities before 
making a decision that could have long-lasting financial consequences. 
 
We recognize that TWIA must balance the interests of policyholders with the need to 
remain financially responsible. But we believe there is a way to accomplish that without 
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effectively abandoning a significant group of Texas property owners who have made 
substantial investments in our coastal communities. 
 
We sincerely hope you will reconsider this change and work toward a solution that allows 
responsible second-home owners to continue protecting their homes against the very risks 
that make coastal Texas uniquely vulnerable. 
 
Thank you for your consideration and for taking the concerns of Port Aransas community 
property owners seriously. 
Sincerely, 

 
Port Aransas, Texas Property Owners 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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 vacation homes, 
 family beach houses, 
 condo used several weeks a year, 
 a property occasionally rented, 
 a full-time short-term rental business, 
 a commercial lodging operation. 

  

These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that support 
coastal economies? 

  

There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of non-
full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies. 

  

We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage for 
non-full-time residences. 

  

Sincerely, 
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More importantly, eliminating access to windstorm insurance could have consequences far beyond 
individual homeowners. It could reduce property values, make properties more difficult to finance or sell, 
discourage future investment in Port Aransas, and ultimately hurt the local businesses and community 
that depend on property owners and visitors. 
 
We are not asking TWIA to ignore the realities of hurricane risk or financial sustainability. We are asking 
for a solution that recognizes the unique role that second-home owners play in coastal Texas and does 
not leave responsible property owners with an essentially uninsurable asset. 
 
We respectfully urge TWIA and the Texas Department of Insurance to: 
1 
Reconsider any proposal to eliminate TWIA windstorm coverage for secondary residences.  
2 
Maintain a viable windstorm insurance option for qualifying second-home owners who cannot 
obtain comparable coverage in the private market. 
3 
Consider the broader economic consequences to Port Aransas and other Texas coastal 
communities before implementing such a significant change. 
4 
Engage directly with affected property owners and coastal communities before making a decision 
that could have long-lasting financial consequences. 
 
We recognize that TWIA must balance the interests of policyholders with the need to remain financially 
responsible. But we believe there is a way to accomplish that without effectively abandoning a significant 
group of Texas property owners who have made substantial investments in our coastal communities. 
 
We sincerely hope you will reconsider this change and work toward a solution that allows responsible 
second-home owners to continue protecting their homes against the very risks that make coastal Texas 
uniquely vulnerable. 
 
Thank you for your consideration and for taking the concerns of Port Aransas community property 
owners seriously. 
Sincerely, 

 
Port Aransas, Texas Property Owners 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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I respectfully ask the Legislative Committee not to recommend this proposal to the full 
TWIA Board and to instead work with property owners, local officials, insurers, and 
legislators on solutions that maintain a viable windstorm insurance market for all Texas 
coastal property owners. 

Please consider the significant financial impact this proposal would have on my family, 
our property, and the broader Port Aransas community before taking action. 

Thank you for considering my comments. 

Sincerely, 
 

 

 

 

 
 
[[]][[-]][][[]] 
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These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that support 
coastal economies? 
  
There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of non-
full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies. 
  
We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage for 
non-full-time residences. 
 
Thanks, 
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blanket exclusion treats a newly built, fully strapped, WPI-8 certified property exactly the same as a 
decaying, undocumented beach cabin. TWIA should be incentivizing structural compliance, not 
indiscriminately dropping heavily hardened assets. 

4. The E&S Market Cannot Absorb the Exposure 

The assumption that the private E&S market can easily absorb 20% of TWIA’s residential policy count is a 
severe miscalculation. The surplus market is highly volatile and entirely unregulated regarding rate caps. 
Forcing an estimated $19 billion in exposure into this market overnight will create a massive supply 
bottleneck. Many property owners will simply be denied coverage due to carrier capacity limits in high-
density zip codes, leading to a wave of technical mortgage defaults driven entirely by an insurance 
mandate, not owner insolvency. 

Proposed Data-Driven Alternatives 

Risk reduction should be treated as a dial, not an on/off switch. Instead of a binary exclusion of all 
secondary homes, TWIA should implement tiered risk-retention strategies to reduce its probable 
maximum loss: 

 Mandate Higher Deductibles for Secondary Homes: Require non-primary residences to carry a 
minimum 5% or 10% wind/hail deductible. This drastically reduces TWIA's attritional loss 
exposure (such as minor roof repairs) while preserving catastrophic wipe-out protection. 

 Implement Lower Coverage Caps: Lower the maximum coverage limit for secondary properties, 
forcing owners to use the private market for excess coverage rather than ground-up coverage. 

 Introduce Surcharge Tiering: Introduce a targeted surcharge for non-homestead properties that 
directly funds TWIA's catastrophe reserve trust fund, generating new capital rather than simply 
shedding exposure. 

I respectfully request that the committee abandon the blanket exclusion of secondary homes in the 
upcoming legislative report and instead pursue operational adjustments that preserve the economic 
viability of the Texas coast. 

 

Sincerely,  

  

Property Owner Port Aransas, TX  
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These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that support 
coastal economies? 
  
There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of non-
full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies. 
  
We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage for 
non-full-time residences. 
 
A home is a home. We live 45 minutes from our rental properties and went through Hurricane 
Harvey. We ALL need TWIA!! 
  
Sincerely, 

 
 
Thank you, 
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Please don’t exclude thousands of properties from access to essential windstorm coverage. PLEASE don’t penalize 
property owners based on geographic location and classification of the property. There are no viable, affordable 
alternatives. Is it possible that your financial stability could be attained through adjusted premiums, deductibles and risk-
based requirements? 

I strongly urge the board to reject the proposal and protect fair access to windstorm insurance for Texas coastal 
properties. 

  

Sincerely, 
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Port Aransas Property Owner 
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Respecƞully, 
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These all produce very different insurance risks. Why not rate properties based on the risk the 
actuaries say they present rather than excluding an entire and giant slew of properties that support 
coastal economies?  
  
There are surely many avenues to explore for insurance ratings specific to different types of non-
full-time residences that would prevent catastrophic damage to our economies.  
  
We 100% oppose your proposed legislative recommendation to eliminate windstorm coverage for 
non-full-time residences.  
  
Sincerely, 
 

 

 
 

Sent from my iPhone 



From: notify@noreply.twia.org
Sent: Monday, August 31, 2026 4:21 PM
To: agentservices@twia.org
Subject: New TWIA submission from TWIA-Contact

First Name

 
Last Name

 
Email

 
Phone

 
Best Time to Call

  Morning (7am - 12pm)

Subject

  WPI-8-C Questions

How may we help you?

  What is the basis of the one board member wanting to change ruling on TWIA coverage for 2nd homes?




