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Special Election Runoffs: 

For those TMBA members who live in Congressional District 18 and Texas Senate District 
9. Both runoff elections will be held on January 31st. Early voting begins on January 
21st.  

  

Congressional District 18 - Special Election Runoff:  

No candidate received enough votes to avoid heading to a special election runoff in the 
Special Election for Congressional District 18. The top two finishers, Christian Menefee (D), 
and Amanda Edwards (D), will face each other again in a runoff election to decide who will 
finish the term of the late Congressman Sylvester Turner (D). The winner of the runoff 
election will then run again in the 2026 primary election held in March and again in the 2026 
general election for a full two-year term. That is an exhausting election schedule!  

  



State Senate District 9 - Special Election Runoff:  

No candidate received enough votes to avoid a runoff election in the Special Election for 
Senate District 9. The top two finishers, Taylor Rehmet (D), and Leigh Wambsganss (R), are 
headed to a runoff. This Texas Senate seat was vacated by Kelly Hancock when Governor 
Abbott appointed him Acting Comptroller. 

  

In preparation for the upcoming March 3rd Primary Elections the Texas Tribune has 
published an article containing very helpful election-related information. If you are unsure who 
represents you at the state and federal level, here’s a tool to help you.  

  

Withdrawal of Joint Statement on the Equal Credit Opportunity Act and Noncitizen 
Borrowers: 

On January 12, 2026, the CFPB and DOJ (the agencies) published a joint Notice in the 
Federal Register withdrawing a joint statement issued in October 2023 regarding the 
implications of a creditor's consideration of an individual's immigration status under the Equal 
Credit Opportunity Act (ECOA). In an October 12, 2023 joint statement by the agencies and 
the Department of Justice (the 2023 Statement), the agencies recognized that Regulation B 
allows creditors to consider immigration status “when necessary to ascertain the creditor's 
rights regarding repayment,” but stated that “creditors should be aware that unnecessary or 
overbroad reliance on immigration status in the credit decisioning process, including when 
that reliance is based on bias, may run afoul of ECOA's antidiscrimination provisions, and 
could also violate other laws.”  

  

In the January 12, 2026 Notice, the Bureau stated that the 2023 Statement, “by focusing 
primarily on risks that could arise if such consideration were used to discriminate on a 
protected basis . . . may have created the impression that either ECOA or the 2023 statement 
itself imposes limitations on the consideration of immigration or citizenship status when 
evaluating an application for credit.” To the contrary, the agencies explain, “[n]o such 
limitation exists, and this withdrawal is intended to correct any such misimpression.”   

  

The agencies stated that a credit applicant’s immigration or citizenship status may present 
underwriting risks and therefore “is something creditors may legitimately consider” in 
particular circumstances to assess risk in extending credit “to those without lawful status or 
who are otherwise unauthorized to work in the United States.” The Bureau explained that the 
withdrawal was consistent with its policy of issuing guidance only when necessary and when 
doing so would reduce compliance burdens. 

  



Why does this withdrawal mean? 

The withdrawal of the 2023 statement does not change any legal requirements under ECOA, 
and the agencies reiterate this withdrawal is meant to eliminate any potential confusion 
associated with the 2023 statement. The agencies explain, “such statements are non-binding. 
Creditors who have structured their operations consistent with the [2023] joint statement's 
comments on compliance risks can continue to operate in that manner without penalty and, 
given that the joint statement was non-binding on the public or courts, consumers' rights 
under ECOA are unchanged. 

  

The agencies maintain the underlying principle that misuse of immigration status could still 
result in ECOA violations – for example, blanket refusals to consider applications from certain 
noncitizen groups may still raise red flags so careful use of immigration status is still 
important.  

  

HUD Proposes Eliminating Disparate Impact Rule: 

The Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) has proposed removing all 
references to discriminatory impact liability from the 2013 rules promulgated under the Fair 
Housing Act, according to a rule published in the Federal Register. Disparate impact refers 
to policies or practices that appear neutral but disproportionately and unintentionally affect 
protected groups, even without discriminatory intent. Under the proposal, HUD would leave it 
up to courts to determine the scope of disparate impact liability. MBA has provided a 
summary of the proposed rule. 

 

  

  

 


