
Disclosures 

2. Reimbursements Received by the Superintendent and Board Members for Fiscal Year 2009 

For the Twelve-month Period 
Ended August 3 1,2009 
Description of ..,iaxJrB o ard 
Reimbursements 

Lodging 
Transportation 
Motor Fuel 

Note - The spirit of the rule is to capture all "reimbursements" for fiscal year 2009, regardless of the manner of payment, including 
direct pay, credit card, cash, and purchase order. Reimbursements to be reported per category include: 
Meals - Meals consumed off of the school district's premises, and in-district meals at area restaurants (excludes catered meals for 
board meetings). 
Lodging - Hotel charges. 
Transportation - Airfare, car rental (can include he1 on rental), taxis, mileage reimbursements, leased cars, parking and tolls. 
Motor fuel - Gasoline. 
Other - Registration fees, telephonelcell phone, internet service, fax machine, and other reimbursements (or on-behalf of) to the 
superintendent and board member not defined above. 

Superintendent 

Other 
Total 

1840.33 

255.59 

Meals 
Member 1 

1142.00 
$ 3553.39 

$ 315.47 , $ 108.00, $ 108.00, 
356.11 
198.90 

, 

Member 2 

380.00 
$ 1219.79 

$ 144.00 $ 72.00. 
345.00 
198.90 

Member 3 

380.00 
$ 1031.90 

$ 
Member 4 

$32.84 172.50 

810. 04 380.00 
$ 1685.74 $ 823.40 

$ 

172.50 
198.9( 

Member 5 

, $0 
172.50 

198.90 

$ 172.50 

Member 6 

$ 172.50 

Member 7 

$ o 



Disclosures 
3. Outside Compensation and/or Fees Received by the Superintendent for Professional Consulting and/or Other Personal 

Services in Fiscal Year 2009 

I For the Twelve-Month Period 1 

(otal ( $  o 

Note - Compensation does not include business revenues from the superintendent's livestock or agricultural-based activities on a 
ranch or farm. Report gross amount received (do not deduct business expenses from gross revenues). Revenues generated from a 
family business that have no relationship to school district business are not to be disclosed. 



Disclosures 

4. Gifts Received by the Executive Officer(s) and Board Members (and First Degree Relatives, if any) in Fiscal Year 2009 

Note - An executive officer is defined as the superintendent, unless the board of trustees or the district administration names 
additional staff under this classification. Gifts received by first degree relatives, if any, will be reported under the applicable school 
official. 

For the Twelve-Month 
Period 
Ended August 3 1,2009 

Summary Amounts 

Board Board 
Superintendent 

$ 0 

Board 
Member 1 

2 

Board 
Member 2 

$ 0 

Board 
Member 3 
$ 0  

Board 
- 

Board 
Member 4 
$ 0  

Member 5 
$ 0  

Member 6 
$ O $ O  

Member 7 





THE STATE OF TEXAS 

COUNTY OF HARRISON 

This AGREEMENT by and between the WASKOM INDEPENDENT SCHOOL 

DISTRICT, hereinafter called "DISTRICT", acting herein by and through its duly 

authorized President, Michael Allwhite, and its duly authorized Secretary, Michelle 

Thomas, and JIMMY E. COX, hereinafter called "SUPERINTENDENT". 

WITNESSETH: 

District hereby employs Superintendent as Superintendent of Schools for District for the 

years of 2010-20 1 l , 2 0  1 1-2012, and 201 2-201 3, beginning effective on July 1, 20 10, 

and ending on June 30,2013, and Superintendent does hereby accept such 

employment effective this date and for such period upon the following terms, covenants, 

and conditions: 

1. As salary for his services, Superintendent shall be paid by District a sum of 

$96,195.82 per year. The District will also pay all actual expenses (including cellular 

phone use) incurred outside the limits of District on District business, plus 

Superintendent's fees and dues for membership in appropriate professional 

organizations. 

2. Superintendent is now employed by District and agrees to continue his duties 

until the termination of this agreement, and to faithfully discharge all duties 

required of him as Superintendent of Schools operated by District in accordance 

with the laws of the State of Texas, the regulations of the Texas Education 

Agency, and those of the District. 

3. It is understood that the contract of employment between District and 



Superintendent shall be reviewed each year during the month of January for the 

purpose of determining whether or not said contract shall be extended for any 

additional period of time beyond the period stated. 

EXECUTED by the parties hereto on this 1 l th day of January, 2010. 

WASKOM INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT 

By: 
President of School Board 

- 
ATTEST: , r 

"DISTRICT" 

"SUPERINTENDENT" 
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User: Kathy Johnson 
U s e r  Role: District 

Y E A q 2008-2009 Select An Option 

Financial In tegr i ty  Rating System of Texas 

2008-2009 DISTRICT STATUS DETAIL 

Name: WASKOM I S D ( 1 0 2 9 0 3 )  Publication Level 1: 6,'l l / Z O i f l  12.0.3 3 0 Pbl 

Status: Passed Publication Level 2: 8/?ri/.:010 3 (16.59 I'M 

Rating: '~{.I!.I!$I.I!.:I- { \ i : t i i ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ > ~ : ~ ~ : ; ~ t  Last Updated: i i /3 [ ) j2UL( j  - i  : ;3(j :  59 ~ ' r ~ l  

District Sr-arts- 77 Passing Score: ! ;G  

# Lridicator Description 

i Was The Total Fund Balance Less Reserved Fund 
Balance Greater Than Zero I n  The General 
Fund? 

2 Was the Total Unrestricted Net Asset Balance 
(Net of Accretion of Interest on Capital 
Apprec~at~on Bonds) I n  the Governmental 
Activities Column in the Statement of Net Assets 
Greater than Zero? ( I f  the District's 5 Year O/O 

Change in Students was 10% more) 

Updated Score 
. . 

;j/.:j(jj?!! 1,) 'v ! I 'I S 

3 (3 :I : rj 59 p rvzl 

3 Were There No Disclosures I n  The Annual 3/30,'2:j 1 0 ' Yes 
Financial Report And/or Other Sources Of -3: 0 1 : ; Q FJP? 

Information Concerning Default On Bonded 
Indebtedness Obligations? 

Was The Annual Financial Report Filed Within 3/30/201.0 Yes 

One Month After November 27th or January 3:01.1Cl PM 

28th Deadline Depending Upon The District's 
Fiscal Year End Date (June 30th o r  August 
31st)? 
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- Was 'There An Unqualified Opinion in Annual 
Financial Report? 

Ci Did The Annual Financial Report Not Disclose 
Any Instance(s) Of Material Weaknesses I n  
Internal Controls? 

/ Did the Districts Academic Rating Exceed 
Academically Unacceptable? 

:i Was The Three-Year Average Percent Of Total 
Tax Collections (Including Delinquent) Greater 
Than 98O/0? 

Did The Comparison Of PEIMS Data To Like 
Information I n  Annual Financial Report Result I n  
An Aggregate Variance Of Less Than 3 Percent 
Of Expenditures Per Fund Type (Data Quality 
Measure)? 

!O Were Debt Related Expenditures (Net Of IFA 
And/or EDA Allotment) < $350.00 Per Student? 
( I f  The District's Five-Year Percent Change I n  
Students = Or  > 7%, Or I f  Property Taxes 
Collected Per Penny Of Tax Effort > $200,000 
Per Student) 

! i Was There No Disclosure I n  The Annual Audit 
Report Of Material Noncompliance? 

< - 
I i Did The District Have Full Accreditation Status I n  

Relation To Financial Management Practices? 
(e.g. No Conservator Or Monitor Assigned) 

1 ' Was The Aggregate Of Budgeted Expenditures 
And Other Uses Less Than The Aggregate Of 
Total Revenues, Other Resources and Fund 
Balance I n  General Fund? 
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I f  The District's Aggregate Fund Balance I n  The 
General Fund And Capital Projects Fund Was 
Less Than Zero, Were Construction Projects 
Adequately Financed? (To Avoid Creating Or 
Adding To The Fund Balance Deficit Situation) 

Was The Ratio Of Cash And Investments To 
Deferred Revenues (Excluding Amount Equal To 
Net Delinquent Taxes Receivable) I n  The 
General Fund Greater Than Or Equal To 1: I ?  ( I f  
Deferred Revenues Are Less Than Net 
Delinquent Taxes Receivable) 

Was The Administrative Cost Ratio Less Than 
The Threshold Ratio? 

Was The Ratio Of Students To Teachers W i t h~n  
the Ranges Shown Below Accord~ng To District 
Size? 

Was The Ratio Of Students To Total Staff Within 
the Ranges Shown Below According To District 
Size? 

Was The Total Fund Balance I n  The General 
Fund More Than 50% And Less Than 150% Of 
Optimum According To The Fund Balance And 
Cash Flow Calculation Worksheet I n  The Annual 
Financial Report? 

Was The Decrease I n  Undesignated Unreserved 
Fund Balance < 20% Over Two Fiscal Years?(If 
1.5 Times Opt imum Fund Balance < Total Fund 
Balance I n  General Fund Or I f  Total Revenues > 
Operating Expenditures I n  The General 
Fund,Then District Receives 5 Points) 

Was The Aggregate Total Of Cash And 
Investments I n  The General Fund More Than 
$O? 

Were Investment Earnings I n  All Funds 
(Excluding Debt Service Fund and Capital 
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Projects Fund) More Than $20 Per Student? 

DETERMINATION OF RATING 

A{: *>vc  cbrP,lt\!lra;rl AchEC.d; !8 l l~~ t  i " j ' ' & )  , , 1 n : c ,  1 , 8 ,  , ) \ , > I  

Standard Achievement 56 -63 

, ; > , c , ! !  -, ;: !. > '  : - C>ia,t~-!~-t !.:,:-is - 
. . 

- - .  , 
;,it,.!iT. : - , F I !  , !, '.,[ : , ( I <  , i - i t~,. . ,  j :; .", t ; I b, N L I 1.1-1 i-1 ts I- o 1' St!! i! I r" ts I-n 1.; i 1 I ~r h 
.- 
:.i -- 
:.J C: I . '1 ~PC: Detwi:~\r? 
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f ; ( - \ { - . ( ' .  , & : , # ,  4 
I . ' . .  

. ' .  
. . > .. , .. t:,()\)() .\.$)l;l,J 6.?3 1 .; ' ) 

O P T I O N S  

A:tci~t I ! c ~ i n c .  P.irje. School Financial Audits I Send commcrits or suggest ions to 

I t i t :  T E X A S  E D U C A T I O N  A G E N C Y  
1 7 0 1  N < ? R T I - 1  C O N G R E S S  A V E N U E  . A U S T I N ,  T E X A S ,  7 8 7 0 1  . ( 5 1 2 )  

4 6 3 - 9 7 3 4  
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Select An Option 

Financial In tegr i ty  Rating System o f  Texas 

2008-2009 INDICATOR TEST 10 

Name: WASKOM ISD (102903) 

Were Debt Related Expenditures (Net Of IFA And/or  EDA 

Indicator: 
Allotment) < $350.00 Per Student? (If The District's Five-Year 
Percent Change I n  Students = Or > 7010, Or I f  Property Taxes 
Collected Per Penny Of Tax Effort > $200,000 Per Student) 

Result/ Points 3 

Last 
3/30/2010 3:01:11 PM 

Updated: 

FORMULA 

Field 
I f  

( 
( 

( 
2009 Total Students 

- 2005 Total Students 

/ 2005 Total Students 

1 

< Threshold for 5 Year Student Population Growth 

And 

( 
( 

Total Tax Collection 

/ 
( 

Total Tax Rate 

Value 
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) 
1 

c Threshold for Revenue Collection Efficiency 

) 
Then 

( 
( 

Function 71  Expenditures 

- IFA and EDA Allotments 

) 
/ 2009 Total Students 

) 

Mathematical Breakdown: I f  -0.0631 < 0.07 And 43,398.7521 < 200,000 

Then 762.5575 

RESULT DETERMINATION REFERENCE 

DETERMINATION OF POINTS 

5 4 3 2 1 0 

Audit Home Page: School Financial Audits I Send comments or suggestions to 

T H E  x T E X A  E 
1 7 0 1  N O R T H  C O N G R E S S  A V E N U E  . A U S T I N ,  T E X A S ,  7 8 7 0 1  . ( 5 1 2 )  4 6 3 - 9 7 3 4  



Indicator Test Page 1 of 2 

Select An Option 

Financial Integrity Rating System of Texas 

2008-2009 INDICATOR TEST 18 

Name: WASKOM ISD (102903) 

Indicator: 
Was The Ratio Of Students To Total Staff Within the Ranges 
Shown Below According To District Size? 

Last 
Updated: 

3/30/2010 3:01:13 PM 

FORMULA 

Field 

( 
Number of  Students 

/ Number of FTE Staff 

Value 

Mathematical Breakdown: 5.6889 

RESULT DETERMINATION REFERENCE 

DETERMINATION OF POINTS 

Students Low High 
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Audit Home Page: School Financial Audits I Send comments or suggestions to -s 
T H E  T E X A S  E D U C A T I O N  A G E N C Y  

1 7 0 1  N O R T H  C O N G R E S S  A V E N U E  - A U S T I N ,  T E X A S ,  7 8 7 0 1  ( 5 1 2 )  4 6 3 - 9 7 3 4  
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User: Kathy Johnson 
User Rolc: District 

Y E A R 2007-2008 Select An Option 

Financial Integri ty Rating System of Texas 

2807-2808 DISTRICT STATUS DETAIL 

Name: WASKOM ISD(102903)  Publication Level 1: 6/8/20rj?l 4.39.05 PM 

Status: Passed Publication Level 2: 8/2! , /20!!0 1 : 1  L :  58 PM 

Rating: S t ~ p ~ r  IO I  Achlevelner~t Last Updated: 8,/35!2009 1 4 1 , SS PM 

District Score: 70 Passing Score: 55  

# Indicator Description Updated Score 

i Was The Total Fund Balance Less Reserved Fund 5; 1. :;j20(.;9 \ '  C! 5; 

Balance Greater Than Zero I n  The General Fund? 2:2-4: 36 PPl 

2 Was the Total Unrestricted Net Asset Balance (Net of . 5113/2009 Yes 
Accretion of Interest on Capital Appreciation Bonds) I n  2 :  24:  36 PM 

the Governmental Activities Column in the Statement 
of lVet Assets Greater than Zero? ( I f  the District's 5 
Year O/O Change in Students was 10% more) 

, Were There No D~sclosures In  The Annual Financial 5/ j 31 20(lil  Y t! s 
Report And/or Other Sources Of Information ? : 7 4  :b PPI 

Concerning Default On Bonded Indebtedness 
Obligations? 

J Was The Annual Financial Report Filed Within One 5/ 1 3/ 2(!0'3 Yes 

Month After November 27th o r  January 28th Deadline 2 2.1 37 PM 

Depending Upon The District's Fiscal Year End Date 
(June 30th or August 31st)? 

Was There An Unqualified Opinion in Annual Financial 5/ 1 3/Z009 Y cs 
Report? 2 : 7 (1 . 3 7 F) r-I 
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6 Did The Annual Financial Report IVot Disclose Any 511 3/2009 Yes 

Instance(s) Of Material Weaknesses I n  Internal 1.;)1.37 PM 

Controls? 

7 Did the Districts Academic Rating Exceed Academically 
Unacceptable? 

8 Was The Three-Year Average Percent Of Total Tax 
Collections (Including Delinquent) Greater Than 98%? 

I 
Mul  i -~p l~er  

Su rn 

Did The Comparison Of PEIMS Data To Like 5/ 1 312009 5 
Information I n  Annual Financial Report Result I n  An 7_:24.38 PM 

Aggregate Variance Of Less Than 3 Percent Of 
Expenditures Per Fund Type (Data Quality Measure)? 

Were Debt Related Expenditures (Net Of IFA And/or 5/13/2009 2 
EDA Allotment) c $250.00 Per Student? ( I f  The 2:24:38 PM 

District's Five-Year Percent Change I n  Students = Or > 
7%, Or I f  Property Taxes Collected Per Penny Of Tax 
Effort > $200,000 Per Student) 

Was There No Disclosure I n  The Annual Audit Report !5/ 1 312009 5 
Of Material Noncompliance? 2.24:38 PM 

Did The District Have Full Accreditation Status I n  
Relation To Financial Management Practices? (e.g. No 
Conservator Or Monitor Assigned) 

Was The Percent Of Operating Expenditures Expended 
For Instruction More Than 65%? (Functions 11, 36, 93, 
95) (Phased in  over three years, 55% for 2006-2007; 
60% for 2007-2008; and 65% for 2008-2009) 

Was The Percent Of Operating Expenditures Expended 
For Instruction More Than o r  equal to  65%? (Functions 
11, 12, 31, 33, 36, 93, 95) 

Was The Aggregate Of Budgeted Expenditures And 
Other Uses Less Than The Aggregate Of Total 
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Revenues, Other Resources and Fund Balance I n  
General Fund? 

I f  The District's Aggregate Fund Balance I n  The 51 13/2009 
General Fund And Capital Projects Fund Was Less Than 2.2.1.49 PM 
Zero, Were Construction Projects Adequately Financed? 
(To Avoid Creating Or Adding To The Fund Balance 
Deficit Situation) 

Was The Ratio Of Cash And Investments To Deferred 5/ 1 3/2009 
Revenues (Excluding Amount Equal To Net Delinquent 2: 24.40 PM 

Taxes Receivable) I n  The General Fund Greater Than 
Or Equal To 1: I? ( I f  Deferred Revenues Are Less Than 
Net Delinquent Taxes Receivable) 

Was The Administrative Cost Ratio Less Than The 511 3/2(309 
Threshold Ratio? 2:24:40 PM 

Was The Ratio Of Students To Teachers Within the 5/ 13/2009 
Ranges Shown Below According To District Size? 2:24:40 PM 

Was The Ratio Of Students To Total Staff Within the 5/13/2009 
Ranges Shown Below According To District Size? 2,23:-.F1 PM 

Was The Total Fund Balance I n  The General Fund More 5/13/2009 
Than 50% And Less Than 150% Of Optimum According 2.14 :'I 1 PP4 
To The Fund Balance And Cash Flow Calculation 
Worksheet I n  The Annual Financial Report? 

Was The Decrease I n  Undesignated Unreserved Fund 5/ ! 3/;1009 
Balance < 20% Over Two Fiscal Years?(If 1.5 Times 2:24.41 PM 
Optimum Fund Balance < Total Fund Balance I n  
General Fund Or I f  Total Revenues > Operating 
Expenditures I n  'the General Fund,Then District 
Receives 5 Points) 

Was The Aggregate Total Of Cash And Investments I n  511 3lL009 
The General Fund More Than $O? 2.24:12 PM 

Were Investment Earnings I n  All Funds (Excludirlg 5/ 1312009 
Debt Service Fund and Capital Projects Fund) More 2.24.42 PM 
Than $20 Per Student? 
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79 
Weighted 
Sum 

1 

M u l t ~ p l ~ e r  

Sum 

79 Score 

DETERMINATION O F  R A T I N G  

A. D I ~  Ttic District Ariswer 'No' To Ind~ca to rs  1, 2, 3 01- 47 OR Did The D is t r~c t  
Answer 'No To Both 5 a n d  G7 It  So, 7-he D~str lc t 's  Ratlng I s  Substandard 
Achievement. 

6. Dctal.rninit Rstirig By Applicsbli. Range For s~ i rnmat ion  o f  thc indi!-stor scores 

(It7dicator-s 7 - 2 4 ]  

Superior Achievement 75-85 and Yes t o  indicator 7 

Above Standard Achievement 55-74 or  ; = 75 and No  to i nd~ca to r  7 

Standard Achievement 55 -64  

Substandard Achievement < 55 o r  NO t o  orie defacrlt ~nd~c-a tor  

I N D I C A T O R  19 & 20 RATIOS 

Indicator 19 P,~fige; f o i  Indicator 20 

Ratios 

Dist I l i t  Size - r\Iunit)t~t D ~ s t r ~ c t  Stre - Number  
1 . o ~ ~  H ~ q h  \.ow t i lgh 

of StuderlLs Ejctneen of Students Between 



.- , . ' District Status Detail Page 5 of 5 

- '. l0llOO 135 22 = i  10000 ' . 0 14  

O P T I O N S  

., -~ 

Suspension Reason. 

Audit H o m e  Page: School Financial Audits 1 S e n d  comments or suggestiotls to schoolaudits@tea.state.tx.us 

T H E  T E X A S  E D U C A T I O N  A G E N C Y  
1 7 0 1  N O R T H  C O N G R E S S  A V E N U E  . A U S T I N ,  T E X A S ,  7 8 7 0 1  . ( 5 1 2 )  4 6 3 - 9 7 3 4  
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User: Kathy Johnson 
User Role: District 

* ,$;g ==m 
........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 

Financial Integrity Rating System of Texas 

2006-2007 DISTRICT STATUS DETAIL 

Name: WASKOM ISD(102903) Publication Level 1: 6/9/2008 1:55:51 PM 

Status: Passed. Publication Level 2: None 

Rating: Superior Achievement Last Updated: 6/9/2008 1:55:51 PM 

i District Score: 80 : Passing Score: 55 

1 Was The Total Fund Balance Less 4/18/2008 
Reserved Fund Balance Greater - - . -- - . .- -- 10:19:46 
Than Zero I n  The General Fund? AM 

Was the Total Unrestricted Net 
Asset Balance (Net of Accretion of 
Interest on Capital Appreciation 
Bonds). I n  t he  Governmental 
Activities Column in the Statement -~ 

Were There No Disclosures I n  The 
Annual Financial Report And/or 
Other Sources Of Information 
Concerning Default On Bonded 
Indebtedness Obligations? 

Was The Annual FinanGal Report 
Filed Within One Month After 
November 27th or January 28th 
Deadline Depending Upon The 
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Page 2 of 6 

District's Fiscal Year End Date (June 
30tho-r Augm 3 I s m  

t 2  5 Was There An Unqualified Opinion 
in Annual Financial Report? 

t 2  6 Did The Annual Financial Report Not 
Disclose AnyJnsta-nnc_e&)Qf Material 
Weaknesses In_Int_ernal_Co_ntroIsI 

............................................ , ................................................................................................................................................... , ............................................ , ................................................. , 

. i - i l  - 
: Multiplier 
; Sum 

............................................ , ................. , .................................................................................................................................................................................................................... , 

i 7 i Did the Districts Acade-mic Rating ! 4/18/2008 i + i 1 
1 , -. Exceed - AcademicaIlyJnacceptable? -- - : 10: 19:47 i 

i AM 
............................ ............... ............ ........................................................................................................................................................... ....................................................... ; .,.; ..; ; ....................... > 

8 Was The Three-Year Average 
Percent Of Total Tax Collections - - - --- 

(Including Delinquent) Greater Than 
98!& 

Did The Comparison Of PEIMS Data 
To Like Information I n  Annual 
Financial Report Result I n  An -- 

Agqreqate Variance Of Less Than 3 
Percent Of Expenditures Per Fund 

Were Debt Related Expenditures 
(Net Of IFA And/or EDA Allotment) 

< $250.00 Per Student? ( I f  The 
District's -. Five-Year - Percent C h a n a  
I n  Students = Or > 7%, Or I f  
Property Taxes Collected Per Penny 
Of Tax Effort >-$2001000 Per 
Student) 

11 Was There No Disclosure I n  The 
Annual Audit Report Of Material 
Noncompliance? 
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Did The District Have Full 
Accreditation Status I n  Relatio-tiqnTo 
Financial Management Practices? 
(e.g. No Conservator Or Monitor 
Assianed) 

Was The Percent Of Operating 4/25/2008 

Expenditures Expended For 12:01:48 
Instr_u_ction .MOB Than 6S0/o? PM 
(Functions 11, 36, 93, 95) (Phased 
in over three years, 55% for 2006- 
2007; 6O0/0 for 2007-72008~and 
65% for 200812009) 

Was The Percent Of Operating 
E ~ c p e ~ d  itures-Ex&ended For 
Instruction More Than or equal to 
6S0/o? (Functions 11, 12, 31, 33, 

36,_9_3,_%3 

Was The Aggregate Of Budgeted 
Expenditures And Other Uses Less 
Than The AagregateOfTotal 
Revenues, Other Resources and 
Fund Balance I n  General Fund? 

I f  The District's Aaqreaate Fund ---- 

Balance I n  The General Fund And 
Capital Projects Fund Was Less 
Than Zero, Were Construction 
Projects Adequately Financed? (To 
Avoid Creating Or Adding To The 
Fund Balance Deficit Situation1 

Was The Ratio Of Cash And 
Investments To Deferred Revenues -- ----- 

[Excludina Amount Equal To-Net 
Delinquent Taxes Receivable) I n  
The General Fund Greater Than Or 
Eaual To 1: I ?  ( I f  Deferred 
Revenues Are Less Than Net 
Delinquent Taxes Receivable) 

Was The Administrative Cost.Ra& : 4/18/2008 
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j Less Than. The Thresho!d Ratio? : 10:19:49 : 

Was The Ratio Of Students To 

Staff Within the Ranges Shown 
Below Accordins To District Size? 

Was The Total Fund Balance I n  The 
General Fund More Than 50% And 
Less Than 150% Of Optimum 
According To The Fund Balance And 
Cash Flow Calculation Worksheet I n  
The Annual Financial Report? 

Unreserved Fund Balance c 20°/o 

Optimum Fund Balance c Total 
Fund Balance I n  General Fund Or I f  
Total Revenues > Operating 
Expenditures I n  The General 
Fund,Then District Receives 5 

................................................ ................. i .................................................................................................................................. ; ............. ; ........................................ 

23 , Was The Aggregate Total Of Cash 4/18/2008 + ' 1 
1 10:19:50 ; : And In \le~tme_ntsInTheGener_a1 
i AM ; Fund More Than $0? 

............................................................................................................................... ................. ; ; .............................................. ; .............. ;.............. ..................... ..; 

i 4/18/2008 + 1 24 ! Were ~I.n~estm~e_nt~E~a~r_ni.n.gs1~n.AI.I 
Funds (Excluding Debt Service F ~ n d  -- 

and Capital Projects Fund) More 
Than $20 Per Student? 

: - .  1 80 
; Weighted i 
j Sum 

............. , ............................................................................................................................................................................. , .......................................................... 

1 
Multiplier j 
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tl: must pass 4 total t2: must pass 1 total 

i Sum 
. -. ............. , ................ 

. - 
: - j 80 Score i 
.................................................... 

DETERMINATION OF RATING 

Answer 'No' To Both 5 and 6? I f  So, The District's Rating I s  Substandard 
Achievement. 

j 6. ! Determine Rating By Applicable Range For summation o f  the indicator scores 
i (Indicators 7-24) 
................................................................................................................................................. , .................................................................................................................................................. 

( Superior Achievement j 75-85 and Yes to indicator 7 
................................................................................................................... ...................................................................................................................................... ; ........................ ; 

: Above Standard Achievement ! 65-74 or  >= 75 and No to indicator 7 
................................................................................................................................................. ..................................................................................................................................... , , 

Substandard Achievement <55 or No to  one default indicator 

INDICATOR 19 & 20 RATIOS 

: Indicator 19 
. . . . 

i Ranges for i i Indicator 20 : ; . . ; Ratios . . . . : :  . . . . 

i District Size - Number i 
: Low j High ! ; of  Students Between ; 

i Ranges for j 
/ Ratios 

i District Size - Number , 
; Low High 

j of Students Between i 

O P T I O N S  
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User: Kathy Johnson 
User Role: District 

Y E A R  

Page 1 of 4 

Financial Integrity Rating System of Texas 

2005-2006 DISTRICT STATUS DETAIL 

Name: WASKOM ISD(102903) 

Rating: Superior Achievement Last Updated: 6/25/2007 5:06: 18 PM 

Indicators Answered YES: 20 Indicators Answered NO: 1 

1 Was The Total Fund Balance Less Reserved Fund Balance 6/14/2007 Yes 
Greater Than Zero I n  The General Fund? 10:47:23 

AM 

i 3 1 Was The .Annual Financial .R.ep..ort Filed Within One Month i 6/14/2007 1 Yes 

AfterN.ove.m_berrr_271h~~or 3n.ua~y..28th_E~~dli.n_5!~ Depending : 10 : 4 7 : 2 3 
AM &on The District's Fiscal Year End Date IJune 30th or 

j August 3.L.st)' 

; 4 / Was There An Unqualified Opinion in Annual Financw 

j Report) 
i 6/14/2007 i Yes i 
: 10:47:23 i 

Alv( 
. , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . , 

j 5 j Did The Annual Financial Report Not Disclose Any Instance 6/14/2007 i Yes 
i (s)Of  Material Weaknesses I n  1nt.erna.l.. Controls? i 10:47:23 ; 

i AM 

Delinquent) Greater. Than .96O/0? 
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Did The Comparisons Of PEIMS Data To Like Information 
1.n .Annual Financial Report Result In. An-Aggreaate 
Variance Of Less Than 4 Percent Of Expenditures Per Fund 
Type (Data Quality Measure)? 

Were Debt Related Expenditur-es (Net Of IFA And/or EDA 
Allotment) < $770.00 Per Student? ( I f  The District's Five- 
Year Percent Change I n  Students = Or > 2%, Or I f  
Property Taxes Collected Per Penny Qf Tax Effort > 
$100,000, Then Answer This Indicator Yes) 

10 DM The Dist~ ic t  H m F u l l  Accreditation Status I n  Relation 
To Financial Manaqement Practices? 1e.a. No Master Or 
Monitor Assigned) 

1 1 Was The Percent Of Operati ngQE~pendtu~e_s.ExqeendehFor 
Instruction More Than 54%? 

12 Was The Aqqregate Of Budaeted Expenditures And Other 
Uses Less Than The Aggregate Of Total Revenues, Other 
Resources and Fund Balance I n  General Fund? 

Fund And Capital Projects Fund Was Less Than Zero, Were 
Construction Projects Adequately Financed? (To Avoid 

Was The Ratio Of Cash And Investments To Deferred 
Revenues . (Excludins Amount Equal To lVet Delinquent 
Taxes Receivables) I n  The General Fund = Or > 1:1?(If 
Deferred Revenues < Net Delinquent Taxes Receivable, 
Then Answer This Indicator Yes] 

15 Was The Administrative Cost Ratio Less Than The 
Standard I n  State Law? 

16 Was The Ratio Of Students To Teachers Within the Ranges 

Yes I 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  , 

Yes 

............................ , 

Yes i 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  , 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes ; 

.............................. , 

Yes 

Yes j 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  , 

Yes 
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Shown Below According To District Size? 

Was The Ratio Of Students To Total Staff Within the 
Ranges Shown Below According To District Size? 

Yes 

i 18 1 WasThe Total Fund Balance I n  The G.e.n.e~l..Fund More i 6/21/2007 Yes 
: . Than 50% - And Less Than 150% Of O ~ t i m u m  According TO i 5:45:58 PM : 
! The Fund Balance And Cash Flow CalcuJation W o r k s h e e t  
j The Annual Financial Report? 

!. ............. .......................................................................................................... ... ................................................................................................. ........................................ ............ , 

19 , Wa3.TheDecreaseIn Undesiqnatedunreserved Lund. / 6/14/2007 j Yes ; 
j Balance <...20°/~ Over Two. Fiscal Yea!-s?l.If. 1.5 Times 1 10:47:23 1 
: 0pt.i.m.um. Fund Balance <. Tota! Fund Balance. In General ' AM 
j Fund Or I f  Total RevenuesOpera t inq  E_xpe-nditures In. i 
i . The --- General Fund, Then Answer This Indicator Yes) 

.............. ; ................................................................................................................................................................................... " ..................................................................................................... > 

20 Was The Aggregate Total Of Cash And Investments I n  The 6/14/2007 Yes 
Ge~eraJ Fund More-Than $01 10:47:23 

AM 

! 21 Were .InvestmenLEarnings~!n~A!! -Fumd_s-More.Th.an$l5 Per / 611 412007 Yes 

DETERMINATION OF RATING 

i A. Did The District Answer 'No' To Indicators 1, 2, Or 3? OR Did The District Answer : 
I 'No' To Both 4 and 5? I f  So, The District's Rating I s  Substandard Achievement, i 

Above Standard Achievement ; 3-4 

Standard Achievement 5-6 

INDICATOR 16 & 17 RATIOS 
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Indicator 16 

. . . . . . : : . . 
: Ranges for : Indicator 17 

. . 

Ratios 

1 District Size - Number i i I District Size - Number 
; L o w  ; H i g h  i ; of Students Between i . i . o f  Students Between 

. . 

Ranges for j 
Ratios 

Low High ; 

Audit Home Page: School Financial Audits ) Send comments or suggestions to schoolaudits@tea.state.tx.us 

T H E  T E . X A S . E D U C A T I O N  A G E N C Y  
1 7 0 1  N O R T H  C O N G R E S S  A V E N U E  . A U S T I N ,  T E X A S ,  7 8 7 0 1  = ( 5 1 2 )  463-9734 
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Financial Integrity Rating System of Texas 

............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 2004-2005 DISTRICT STATUS DETAIL 

Name: WASKOM ISD(102903) 

; Rating: Superior Achievement i Last Updated: 8/14/2006 5:04:25 PM 
...................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 

Indicators Answered YES: 21 Indicators Answered NO: 0 
. . .  ............................................................................................................................................................................................ ............................................................. ,. .....,...... , .,..,, 

: # Indicator Description j Updated Result 
................................................. ..................... _ ................... .. .......... ... .......................................................................................................................................................... , , ................................ , 

1 Was The Total Fund Balance Less Reserved Fund Balance 6/24/2006 Yes 
Greater Than Zero I n  The General Fund? 5:45:42 PM 

2 Were There No Disclosures I n  The Annual Financial Report 6/24/2006 
AndjOr Other Sources Of Information Concerning Default 5:45:42 PM 
On Bonded Indebtedness Obligations? -- 

3 Was The Annual Financial Report Filed Within One Month 6/24/2006 
After November 27th or January 28th Deadline Depending 5:45:42 PM 
Upon The District's Fiscal Year End Date (June 30th or 
Auqust 31st)? 

Yes 

. . . . . . . . . . . .  

Yes 

Yes 

Ls) Of Material Weaknesses I n  Internal Controls? 

Did The Comparisons Of PEIMS Data To Like Information 6/24/2006 
I n  Annual Financial Report Result I n  An Aggregate 5:45:43 PM 
Variance Of Less Than 4 Percent Of Expenditures Per Fund 

Yes : 
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Type (Data Quality Measure)? 

Allotment) < $770.00 Per Student? ( I f  The District's Five- 5:45:43 PM 
Year Percent Change I n  Students = Or > 2O/0, Or I f  
Property Taxes Collected Per Penny Of Tax E f f o e  
$100,000, Then Answer This Indicator Yes) 

9 i Was There No Disclosure I n  The AnnualAudit Report Of i 6/24/2006 Yes 
i . - Material Noncompliance? 1 5:45:43 PM 

................. , .......................................................................................................................................................................................................... , ................................................. , ......................... 

j 10 j Did The District Have Full Accreditation Status I n  Relation j 6/24/2006 : Yes 
i To Financial Manasement Practices? 1e.q. No Master Or i 5:45:44 PM i 
I Monitor Assigned) 

........................................................................................................................................................................................................................... -. ............................................................... 

Percent Of Operating Expenditures Expended For 

13 I f  The District's Aggregate Fund Balance I n  The General 
Fund And Capital Projects Fund Was Less Than Zero, Were -- 

Construction Projects Adequately Financed? [To Avoid 
Creating Or Adding To The Fund Balance Deficit Situation) 

14 WAS The Ratio Of Cash And Investments To Deferred 
Revenues (Excluding Amount Equal To Net Delinquent 
Taxes Receivables) I n  The General Fund = Or > 1:1? ( I f  
Deferred Revenues < Net Delinquent Taxes Receivable, 
Then Answer This Indicator Yes) 

; 15 i Was The Administrative Cost Ratio Less Than The 
; Standard I n  State Law? 

................. , ........................................................................................................................................................................................................ 

16 Was The Ratio Of Students To Teachers Within the Ranges 
Shown Below Accordins To District Size? 

6/24/2006 i Yes ; 
5:45:44 PM ; 

6/24/2006 i Yes 
5:45:44 PM 

6/24/2006 ; Yes 
5:45:44 PM i 

6/24/2006 / Yes 
5:45:45 PM ; 

6/24/2006 Yes 
5:45:45 PM j 

6/24/2006 Yes 
5:45:45 PM ; 

Ranges Shown Below According To District Size? 

1 18 : Was The Total Fund Balance I n  The General Fund More ! 6/29/2006 Yes 
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Than 50% And Less Than 150% Of Optimum According To 6:15:05 PM 
The Fund Balance And Cash Flow Calculation Worksheet I n  
The Annual Financial Report? 

Was The Decrease I n  Undesignated Unreserved Fund 6/24/2006 
Balance < 20% Over Two Fiscal Years?(If 1.5 Times 5:45:46 PM 
Optimum Fund Balance < Total Fund Balance I n  General 
Fund Or I f  Total Revenues > Operating Expenditures I n  
TheGemraI Fund, Then Answer This Indicator Yes) 

Was The Aggregate Total Of Cash And Investments I n  The 6/24/2006 
General _Fund More T b n  .a? 5:45:46 PM 

Yes 

. . . . . . . . .  

Yes 

21 Were Investment Earnings I n  All Funds More Than $15 Per 6/24/2006 
Student? 5:45:46 PM 

Yes i 

.............................................................................................................................................................................. ................. DETERMINATION OF RATING 
!,. ..................... ............................................. 

j A. j Did The District Answer 'No' To Indicators 1, 2, Or 3? OR Did The District Answer / 
! 'No' To Both 4 and 5? I f  So, The District's Rating I s  Substandard Achievement. 

................ , , ..a 

i 8. ' Determine Rating By Applicable Range For The Number Of Indicators Answered 'No': 
..................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................................................................................................... , 

i Superior Achievement ; 0-2 
..................................................................................................................................................... , ............................................................................................................................................. , 

Above Standard Achievement j 3-4 
.................................................................................................................................................... , ....................................................................................................................................... , 

i Standard Achievement 5-6 
............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 

: Substandard Achievement i 7+ OR 'No' To Critical Indicator(s) 
. . . . . .  

INDICATOR 16 & 17 RATIOS 

Indicator 16 i Ranges for i 
j Ratios 

i District Size - Number 
i Low High i I of Students Between ; 

j Indicator 17 ; Ranges for ; 
j Ratios 

i District Size - Number i 
I Low : High : 

i of Students Between 



- ~ District Status Detail . . .  b 

4 j *  

Page 4 of 4 

Audit Home Page: School. Financial Audits ( Send comments or suggestions to schoolaudits@tea.state.tx.us 
......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 

T H E  T E X A S  E D U C A T I O N  A G E N C Y  
1 7 0 1  N O R T H  C O N G R E S S  A V E N U E  . A U S T I N ,  T E X A S ,  7 8 7 0 1  - ( 5 1 2 )  4 6 3 - 9 7 3 4  

................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 



4 
District Status Detail 
. - ,. 

User: Kathy Johnson 
User Role: District 

Y E A R  

Page 1 of 4 

Financial Integrity Rating System of Texas 

........................................................................................................................................... ................................................................................................................................................................... 2003-2004 DISTRICT STATUS DETAIL , .> , 

: Name: WASKOM ISD(102903) 

Indicators Answered YES: 20 Indicators Answered NO: 1 

# Indicator Description Updated i Result i 

1 : Was The Total Fund Balance Less Reserved Fund Balance 5/22/2005 : Yes 
Greater Than Zero In. The General Fund? 8:48:20 PIY 

, , ..................................................................................................................................................................................................................... .................................................. ..................... 

2 Were There No Disclosures I n  The Annual Financial Report 5/22/2005 Yes 
And/or Other Sources Of Information Concerning Default 8:48:20 PM 
OnJBonded Indebtedness Obliqations? 

After Novembey.2.7th or January -28th D.ead1i.n Depending 

Upon Th-e District's Fiscal Year End Date fJune 30th or 

: 4 : Was ThereAn. Unqua1ifie.d 0pi.nion. in Annual Financial i 5/22/2005 j Yes i 
i Report? i 8:48:20 PM 

, ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... , ........................................ , ... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

1 5 j DidThe Annual Financial Report Not Disclose Any Instance i 5/22/2005 j Yes ; 
i (S)Of Material Weaknesse~ I n  Internal Controls? i 8:48:20 PM ; 

, 

6 Was The Percent Of Total Tax Collections (Including / 5/22/2005 i Yes 
8:48:21 PM Delinque.nt)..G..reater..Than .9.6°/~? 

................................................................................................................................................................................................ ............... , , ............................................ , ......................... , 

7 &The Comparisons Of PEIMS Data To Like Information 5/22/2005 Yes 
I n  Annual Financial Report Result I n  An Aggregate 8:48:21 PM 
Variance Of Less Than 4 Percent Of Expenditures Per Fund 
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i Type (Data Qu.a!ity Measure)? 
.......................................................................................................................................................................................................... , 

Were Debt Related Expenditures Of IFA And/or EDA - 

Allotment) < $770.00 Per Student? (I f  The District's Five- 
Year Percent Change I n  Students = Or > 2%, Or I f  
Propertv Taxes Collected Per Penny Of Tax Effort > 
$100,000, Then Answer This Indicator Yes) 

Yes 

................. 

T_o__F_inancialM.~n~nt~_9_ractiCesZ.. ~e.q..NcMastehOr 
Monitor. Assigned) 

i 11 : Was The Percent Of OperatingExpenditures..Expended..f~r 5/22/2005 : Yes 
Instruction More Than 54%? i 8:48:23 PM i 

.......................................................................................................................................................................................................................... , ............................................................................ , 

Was The Aggregate Of Budgeted Expenditures And Other 
Uses Less Than The Aggregate Of Total Revenues, Other 
Resources and Fund Balance I n  General Fund? 

I f  The District's Aggregate Fund Balance I n  The General 
Fund And Capital Projects Fund Was Less Than Zero, W-ere 
Construction Projects Adequately Financed? (To Avoid 
Creating Or Adding To The Fund Balance Deficit Situation) 

Was The Ratio Of Cash And Investments To Deferred 
Revenues (Excluding Amount Equal To Net Delinquent 
Taxes Receivables) I n  The General Fund = Or > 1: I? (If 
Deferred Revenues < Net Delinquent Taxes ReceivableL 
Then Answer This Indicator Yes) 

5/22/2005 i Yes 
8:48:24 PM j 

5/22/2005 1 Yes ! 
8:48:24 PM i 

; 15 Was The Administrative Cost Ratio Less Than The 
Standard I n  State Law? 

5/22/2005 i Yes 
8:48:25 PM 

Was The Ratio Of Students To Teachers Within the Ranges 
Shown Below According TO District Size? 

17 Was The Ratio Of Students To Total Staff Within the 
Ranges Shown Below According To District Size? 

18 i Was The Total Fund Balance I n  The General Fund More 

5/22/2005 i Yes : 
8:48:25 PM i 

................................................ , .............................. 

5/22/2005 j Yes ; 
8:48:26 PM 

5/22/2005 i Yes 
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: :than 50% And Less Than 150% Of Optimum According To i 8:48:26 PM 
The Fund Balance And Cash Flow CalculatiooWorksheet I n  j . -. - - -. .- -. . -- 

: The Annual Financial Report? 
......... : , 

Was The Decrease I n  Undesignated Unreserved Fund 
Balance c 20°/0 Over Two Fiscal Years?(If 1.5 Times 

Optimum Fund .B.a!ance <....Total Fund Balance I n  General 
Fund Or I f  Total Revenues > Operating Expenditures I n  

Yes 

. . . . . . . . . . . .  

1 20 Was The Aggregate Total Of Cash And Investments I n  The 5/22/2005 Yes 
i 8:48:27 PM j j G_nera!.LFu_rd _M_ore-Tha?....$.$Q7 

, . . . . . . . . . .  , ............................................................................................................................................................................................... ? ................................................................... 

21 Were Investment Earnings I n  All Funds More Than $15 Per 5/22/2005 Yes 
Student? 8:48:27 PM 

DETERMINATION OF RATING 

i A. i Did The District Answer 'No' To Indicators 1, 2, Or 3? OR Did The District Answer i 
j 'No' To Both 4 and 5? I f  So, The District's Rating Is  Substandard Achievement. 

i Superior Achievement : 0-2 

Above Standard Achievement 

j Standard Achievement ; 5-6 

i Substandard Achievement i 7+ OR 'No' To Critical Indicator(s) 

INDICATOR 16 & 17 RATIOS .............................................................................. ,. ..................................................... <. ................................. 

1 Indicator 16 j Ranges for j 
i Ratios 

District Size - Number 
of Students Between 

i Indicator 17 i Ranges for j 
i Ratios 

................................................................................................................................................... , 

/ District Size - Number I i Low ; High ; I of Students Between 
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User: Kathy Johnson 
User Role: District 

Y E A R  
.............................................................................................................................. 

Financial Integrity Rating System of Texas 

2002-2003 DISTRICT STATUS DETAIL 

Name: WASKOM ISD(102903) 

Rating: Superior Achievement Last Updated: 8/9/2004 3:03:  14 PM 

i Indicators Answered YES: 20 j Indicators Answered NO: 1 

# j Indicator Description j Updated i Result 
............................................................................................................................................................................................................ .............................................. ................. ............................... : ; ..i ; ; 

i 1 Was The . Total . Fund B alance. LessReserved Fund Balance j 6/17/2004 j Yes 
j 8:54:46PM j : Greate-r Than ZeroIn. The Gene~alLFund) 

, .............................. , 

On Bonded Indebtedness Obligations' 

Was The Annual Financial Report Filed Within One Month Yes 
After November 27th or January 28th Deadline Depending 
Upon The District's Fiscal Year End Date (June 30th or 
August 3 ls t )? 

i 4 Was There An Unqualified Opinionin Annual Financial 
; Re~or t?  

; .............. , .................................................................................................. )... .............................................................................. .......... .. 

i 6/17/2004 i Yes i 
1 8:54:47 PM i 
.; ............................................ .............. . . . . . . . . . . .  .; 

1s) Of Material Weaknesses I n  Internal Controls? 

Delinquent) Greater Than .96%7 

7 Did The Comparisons Of PEIMS Data To Like Information 6/17/2004 Yes 
I n  Annual Financial Report Result I n  An Aggregate 8:54:49 PM 
Variance Of Less Than 4 Percent Of Expenditures Per Fund 
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Were Debt Related Expenditures (Net Of IFA And/or EDA 
Allotment) < $770.00 Per Student? ( I f  The District's Five- 
Year Percent Change I n  Students = Or > 2%, Or I f  
Property Taxes Collected PerPenny Of Tax Effort > 
$100,000, Then Answer This Indicator Yes) 

i 9 : WV There No Disclosure I n  The Annual Audit Report Of i 6/17/2004 
i Material Noncompliance? i 8:54:52 PM 

........ ........,. .................................................................................................................................................................................... ............................................ ....................... ....,.............. . . . . . . . . . . .  ., 

: 10 Did The District Have Full Accreditation Status I n  Relation ': 6/17/2004 : Yes 
i ToFinancial Management Practices? (e.9. No Master Or 8:54:52 PM 
: Monitor Assigned) 

: 11 I Was The P e ~ n t  Of Operating Expenditures Expended For f 6/17/2004 i Yes 
j Instruction More Than 54%? :. 8:54:54PM 

. . . . . . . . . . . .  , .......................................................................................................................................................................................................... , .............................................. , ........................... 

onstruction ..P r0ject.s. Adequately, Financed.? (To Avoid 
reating Or Add.i..n.g. To The Fund Balance Deficit Situation) 

The Ratio Of Cash And Investments To Deferred -- 

' 15 I Was The Administrative-Cost Ratio Less Than The / 6/17/2004 Yes i 
: Standard I n  State Law? i 8:54:59 PM 

............. .......... , ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................ ....................................................................... 

i 16 ' Was The Ratio O f  Students To Teachers Within. the Ranges : 6/17/2004 Yes 

j Shown Below Accordinq To District Size? j 8:55:01 PM i 
................. .......................................................................................................................................................................................................... ................................................... ................................ ; ;... ; ; ; 

as The Ratio Of Students To Total Staff Within m e  
anges Shown Below According To District Size? 

; 18 Was The Total Fund Balance I n  The General Fund More : 6/17/2004 j Yes 
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Than 50% And Less Than 150% Of Optimum According To 8:55:03 PM 
The Fund Balance And Cash Flow Calculation Worksheet-ln 
The Annual Financial Report? 

Was The Decrease I n  Undesignated Unreserved Fund 611 712004 
Balance < 20% Over Two Fiscal Years?(If 1.5 Times --- 8:55:04 PM 
Optimum Fund Balance < Total Fund Balance I n  General 
Fund Or I f  Total Revenues > Operating Expenditures I n  

The Ge-ne~dFund, T_hennnAnswerrIhis Indicator Yes] 

................ 

Yes 

20 Was The Aggregate Total Of Cash And Investments I n  The 6/17/2004 Yes 
G m r d - F u n d _ M _ o ~  Tham _SO? 8:55:04 PM 

Were Investment Earnings I n  All Funds More Than $15 Per 6/17/2004 
Student? 8:55:06 PM 

DETERMINATION OF RATING 

A. Did The District Answer 'No' To Indicators 1, 2, Or 3? OR Did The District Answer 
'No' To Both 4 and 5? I f  So, The Dlstrictrs Rating I s  Substandard Achievement. 

j Superior Achievement i 0-2 

Above Standard Achievement 

Standard Achievement ; 5-6 

Substandard Achievement ; 7+ OR 'No' To Critical Indicator(s) 
......................................................................................................................................................................................................................... ........................................ 

INDICATOR 16 & 17 RATIOS 

Indicator 16 Ranges for i 
j Ratios 

.................................................................................. , ........................... ., ............................ , 

District Size - Number I 
i Low : High i 

of Students Between ; 

Indicator 17 

L ......................................................................................... 

! Ranges for 
; Ratios 
....................................................... , 

i District Size - Number i 
i Low i High i I of Students Between ; 
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Y E A R  
.......................................................................................... 

Financial Integrity Rating System of Texas 

2001-2002 DISTRICT STATUS DETAIL 

Name: WASKOM ISD(102903) 

Rating: Above Standard Achievement Last Updated: 8/9/2004 3:03:04 PM 

Indicators Answered YES: 18 Indicators Answered NO: 3 

I 1 : Was The. Tota! ,Fund. Ba!.a..n.ce Less Reserved. Fund Balance j 9/ 19/2003 i Yes / 
Greater Than. Zero I n  The General Fund? ; 6:07:15 PM i 

.................................................................................................................................................................................................................... . ! .  ..........,.. 

: 2 / Were There No Disclosures I n  The Annual Financial Report 1 9/19/2003 Yes ' 

/ And/or Oth.er..Sou.rces.Of Information . Con.ce.rning...Defau.!t 6: 07: 15 PM 
i On Bonded Indebtedness Obligations? 

. ................., ........................................................................................................................................................................................................ ...,... ............................................................................. 

Upon The-District's Fiscal Year End Date (June 30th or - - 

: 4 Was There AnUnqualified Opinion in Annual Fi.n.an.c.i.a.! i 9/19/2003 j Yes 
! Report? ; 6:07:16 PM 

................ ?. .................................................................................................................................................................................................... , ............................................... , ............................. , 

5 : Did The Annual Financial Report Not Disclose Any Instance 9/19/2003 1 Yes 
! (s) Of Material Weaknesses I n  InternalControls? 6:07:16 PM i 

: ............................................................ .... .................................................................................................................................................. (. ................................................................... 

: 6 : Was The. Percent O f  Total. Tax C.o.!!ections (Including 
: Delin.quent)..Greate.r Than 96%? 
................................................................................................................................................................................................ .............. , 

9/19/2003 Yes ; 
6:07:16 PM 

................................................. , ........................... , 

Did The Com~arisons Of PEIMS Data To Like Information 9/19/2003 Yes 
I n  Annual Financial Report Result I n  An Aggregate 6:07: 17 PM 
Variance Of Less Than 4 Percent Of Expenditures Per Fund 
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Type (Data Q.ua!.ity Measure)? 

i 8 i Were Debt Related Expenditures (Net Of IFA And/or EM 9/19/2003 
Allotment) < $770.00, Per Student?(If..The District's Five- i 6:07: 18 PM 

i Year.. Percent. Change I n  Students = O r >  2%, O r  I f  
i Property Taxes Collected Per Penny Of Tax Effort > 
; $100,000, Then. Answer This Indicator Yes) 

.................................................................................................................................................................................................................. , ........................................... 

Yes 

Material Noncompliance? 

To Financial Manaqement Practices? (e.q. No Master Or 
Monitor Assigned) 

Instruction More Than 54%? 

Yes ; 

Yes ; 

12 Was The Aggregate Of Budgeted Expenditures And Other 9/19/2003 No 
i . -- Uses Less Than The Assregate Of Total Revenues, Other 6:07:20 PM i 
i Resources and Fund Balance I n  General Fund? 

............. ......................................................................................................................................................................................................... ............................................ ................. :... ; .....,.... ..,............ ..,, 

13 I f  The District's Aggregate Fund Balance I n  The General 
Fund And Capital Projects Fund Was Less Than Zero, We= 
Construction Projects Adequately Financed? (To Avoid 
Creating Or Adding To The Fund Balance Deficit Situation) 

Yes ; 

Revenues (Excluding Amount Equal. To IVet Delinquent 
Taxes Receivables) In. The General Fund = Or > 1: 1 7  ( I f  
Deferred Revenues < Net Delinquent Taxes Receivable, 
Then Answer This Indicator Yes) 

i 15 i Was The Administrative Cost Ratio Less Than The 
; Standard I n  State Law? 

Yes 

Shown Below Accordins To District Size? 

Ranges Shown Below According To Districtsize? 

; 18 : Was The Total Fund Balance I n  The General Fund More 1 9/19/2003 

Yes 

........................... , 

Yes ; 

Yes ; 
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Than 50% And Less Than 150% Of Optimum According To 6:07:23 PM 
The Fund Balance And Cash Flow Calculation Worksheet-In 
The Annual Financial Report? 

WasThe Decrease I n  Undesignated Unreserved. Fund 
Balance < 200% Over Two Fiscal Years?(If 1.5 Times 
0.pti.mum Fund Balance <. .Total...Fund Balance InGeneral 
Fund Or I f  Tota! Revenues >. 0per.ating Expenditures I n  

Yes 

..................... 

Yes 

............... DETERMINATION , OF RATING , 

Did The District Answer 'No' To Indicators 1, 2, Or 3? OR Did The District Answer 
'No' To Both 4 and 5? I f  So, The District's Rating I s  Substandard Achievement. 

i B. Determine Rating By Applicable Range For The Number Of Indicators Answered 'No': i 

i Superior Achievement : 0-2 

: Above Standard Achievement ; 3-4 
.................................................................................................................................................... ; ................................................................................................................................................ 

i Standard Achievement ; 5-6 

; Substandard Achievement i 7+ OR 'No' To Critical Indicator(s) 
.............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 

INDICATOR 16 & 17 RATIOS 

i Indicator 16 

, .................................................................................. 

. . . . . . 
; Ranges for ; . j . Indicator 17 . . . . 
i Ratios . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . , . . ..................................................... . . ......................................................................................... .......,.... - . :  . . 

i Ranges for ; 
; Ratios 

.......................................................... a 

. . : :  
; District Size - Number i i j District Size - Number i 

i LOW ; H i g h  j i i Low i High : 
i i of Students Between : of Students Between j . . . . 
. , 
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