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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 2011-2012, 2012-2013, and 2013-2014, beginning effective on July 1, 2011,

and ending on June 30, 2014, 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
$99,081.88 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. Ttis 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 8" day of August, 2011.

WASKOM INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT

By: 7[/(«(, '“(14/7 [ﬁ,{‘v A

President of School Board

ATTEST:

“DISTRICT”

Sécretary Schocﬂ)l’ Boa

Q’ (/VVVWU"I 5- “SUPERINTENDENT”
Mperintendemj

ERE

4



« District Status Detail

YyeEaARr 2009-2010 Select An Option

Page 1 of §

Fnancial Integrity Ring Syétem of Texas

2009-2010 DISTRICT STATUS DETAIL

Indicator Description

Was The Total Fund Balance Less Reserved Fund
Balance Greater Than Zero In The General Fund?

Was the Total Unrestricted Net Asset Balance (Net of
Accretion of Interest on Capital Appreciation Bonds) In

. the Governmental Activities Column in the Statement
of Net Assets Greater than Zero? (If the District's 5

Year % Change in Students was 10% more)

Were There No Disclosures In The Annual Financial
Report And/Or Other Sources Of Information
Conceming Default On Bonded Indebtedness

_ Oblidations?

Was The Annual Financial Report Filed Within One
Month After November 27th or January 28th Deadline
Depending Upon The District's Fiscal Year End Date
(June 30th or August 31st)?

Updated Score
4/25/2011 Yes
7:48:43 PM
4/25/2011 Yes
7:48:43 PM
4/25/2011 Yes
7:48:43 PM
4/29/2011 Yes

3:43:33 PM

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

.~ Report?

4/25/2011
7:48:43 PM

Yes

http://tuna.tea.state.tx.us/F irst/forms/District.aspx?year%2009&distﬁct=102903

9/12/2011




Al

District Status Detail . Page 2 of 5
6 Did The Annual Financial Report Not Disclose Any 4/25/2011 Yes
: - Instance(s) Of Material Weaknesses In Internal 7:48:44 PM
- Controls? .
1
Multiplier
Sum
7 Did the Districts Academic Rating Exceed Academically = 4/25/2011 5
Unacceptable? 7:48:44 PM
. 8 | Was The Three-Year Average Percent Of Total Tax 4/25/2011 | 5
f' Collections (Including Delinquent) Greater Than 98%? | 7:48:44 PM
9 Did The Comparison Of PEIMS Data To Like 5/10/2011 5
Information In Annual Financial Report Result In An 10:02:22
. Aggregate Variance Of Less Than 3 Percent Of PM
Expenditures Per Fund Type (Data Quality Measure)?
10 = Were Debt Related Expenditures (Net Of IFA And/Or 4/25/2011 3
EDA Allotment) < $350.00 Per Student? (If The 7:48:45 PM
. District's Five-Year Percent Change In Students = Or >
. 7%, Or If Property Taxes Collected Per Penny Of Tax
Effort > $200,000 Per Student)
11 Was There No Disclosure In The Annual Audit Report 4/25/2011 5
Of Material Noncompliance? 7:48:45 PM
12 = Did The District Have Full Accreditation Status In 4/25/2011 5
Relation To Financial Management Practices? (e.g. No 7:48:45 PM
Conservator Or Monitor Assigned)
13 _ Was The Aggregate Of Budgeted Expenditures And 4/25/2011 i 5
. Other Uses Less Than The Aggregate Of Total 7:48:45 PM
Revenues, Other Resources and Fund Balance In
. General Fund?
14 : If The District's Aggregate Fund Balance In The 5/10/2011 5
. General Fund And Capital Projects Fund Was Less Than | 4:06:03 PM
Zero, Were Construction Projects Adequately
Financed? (To Avoid Creating Or Adding To The Fund
http://tuna.tea.state.tx.us/First/forms/District.aspx ?year=2009&district=102903 9/12/2011




»

District Status Detail Page 3 of 5

~ Balance Deficit Situation)
15 | Was The Ratio Of Cash And Investments To Deferred 4/25/2011 5

Revenues (Excluding Amount Equal To Net Delinquent 7:48:46 PM

Taxes Receivable) In The General Fund Greater Than

. Or Equal To 1:1? (If Deferred Revenues Are Less Than

Net Delinguent Taxes Receivable)

16 Was The Administrative Cost Ratio Less Than The 4/25/2011 5
. Threshold Ratio? 7:48:46 PM

17 | Was The Ratio Of Students To Teachers Within the 4/25/2011 5
. Ranges Shown Below According To District Size? 7:48:46 PM

18 = Was The Ratio Of Students To Total Staff Within the 4/25/2011 5
Ranges Shown Below According To District Size? 7:48:46 PM

19 Was The Total Fund Balance In The General Fund More = 4/25/2011 5
. Than 50% And Less Than 150% Of Optimum 7:48:47 PM
According To The Fund Balance And Cash Flow

. Calculation Worksheet In The Annual Financial Report?

20 | Was The Decrease In Undesignated Unreserved Fund 4/25/2011 5
Balance < 20% Over Two Fiscal Years?(If 1.5 Times 7:48:47 PM
Optimum Fund Balance < Total Fund Balance In

Expenditures In The General Fund,Then District
Receives 5 Points)

21 : Was The Aggregate Total Of Cash And Investments In 4/25/2011 5

' The General Fund More Than $0? 7:48:47 PM
22 | Were Investment Earnings In All Funds (Excluding 4/25/2011 5
Debt Service Fund and Capital Projects Fund) More 7:48:47 PM

- Than $20 Per Student?

78
Weighted
Sum

http://tuna.tea.state.tx.us/First/forms/District.aspx?year=2009&district=102903 9/12/2011



District Status Detail Page 4 of 5

Muttiplier
Sum

A. | Did The District Answer 'No' To Indicators 1, 2, 3 Or 4? OR Did The District
Answer 'No' To Both 5 and 6? If So, The District’s Rating Is Substandard
Achievement.

B. . Determine Rating By Applicable Range For summation of the indicator scores
: (Indicators 7-22)

SuperlorAchlevement 72-80 and Yes to indicator 7

..... ;Eove Standard Achievement 6471 or> 72 anc“imNo tomdlcator7
Standard Achievement 663
m;;:bst;l;dar;;;:hlevement <56 or No toonedefault indicator

Indlcator 17 Ranges for Indicator 18 Ranges for
Ratios Ratios
""" Dtk Sce - Number L st Sie - Namoer |
of Students Between of Students Between
<500 7 ......................... 2 2 ..................... <500 ............ o 5
..... 500999 1022 Lo " .
1000-4999 11.5 22 1000-4999 6.3 o
5000-9998 | 13 22 5000-9999 6.8 14
=> 10000 13.5 22 => 10000 7.0 14
corene

http://tuna.tea.state.tx.us/First/forms/District.aspx ?year=2009&district=102903 9/12/2011
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. District Status Detail Page 5 of 5

Suspension Reason.

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

THE TEXAS EDUCATION AGENCY
1701 NORTH CONGRESS AVENUE - AUSTIN, TEXAS, 78701 - (512) 463-9734

http://tuna.tea.state.tx.us/First/forms/District.aspx?year=2009&district=102903 9/12/2011




- District Status Detail

User: Kathy Johnson
User Role: District

YyEAR 2008-2009 Select An Option

Page 1 of 5

F"i'cia Interi ating System of Texas

2008-2009 DISTRICT STATUS DETAIL

Name: WASKOM ISD(102903) | Publication Level 1: 6/11/2010 12:03:10 PM
Status: Passed Publication Level 2: 8/30/2010 4:06:59 PM
Rating: Superior Achievement Last Updated: 8/30/2010 4:06:59 PM
District Score: 77 Passing Score: 56
Indicator Description Updated Score
1 Was The Total Fund Balance Less Reserved Fund 1 3/30/2010 Yes
. Balance Greater Than Zero In The General 3:01:09 PM
- Fund?
2 Was the Total Unrestricted Net Asset Balance 3/30/2010 Yes
. (Net of Accretion of Interest on Capital 3:01:09 PM
. Appreciation Bonds) In the Governmental
. Activities Column in the Statement of Net Assets
Greater than Zero? (If the District's 5 Year %
i Change_in Students was 10% maore)
3 ; Were There No Disclosures In The Annual 3/30/2010 Yes
- Financial Report And/Or Other Sources Of 3:01:10 PM
- Information Concerning Default On Bonded
Indebtedness Obligations?
4 Was The Annual Financial Report Filed Within 3/30/2010 Yes
One Month After November 27th or January 3:01:10 PM
28th Deadline Depending Upon The District's
Fiscal Year End Date (June 30th or August
. 31st)?
https://tuna.tea.state.tx.us/first/forms/District.aspx?year=2008 &district=102903 9/14/2010




District Status Detail Page 2 of 5

5 Was There An Unqualified Opinion in Annual 3/30/2010 Yes
- Financial Report?  3:01:10 PM
6  Did The Annual Financial Report Not Disclose ~ 3/30/2010  Yes
~ Any Instance(s) Of Material Weaknesses In 3:01:10 PM
- Internal Controls?
1
Multiplier
Sum
7 Did the Districts Academic Rating Exceed . 3/30/2010 5
Academically Unacceptable? 3:01:10 PM
8  Was The Three-Year Average Percent Of Total | 3/30/2010 5
. Tax Collections (Including Delinquent) Greater 3:01:11 PM
_ Than 98%?
9 Did The Comparison Of PEIMS Data To Like 3/30/2010 | 5
. Information In Annual Financial Report Result In = 3:01:11 PM
An Aggregate Variance Of Less Than 3 Percent
. Of Expenditures Per Fund Type (Data Quality
. Measure)?
10 Were Debt Related Expenditures (Net Of IFA 3/30/2010 3
. And/Or EDA Allotment) < $350.00 Per Student? . 3:01:11 PM
. (If The District's Five-Year Percent Change In
. Students = Or > 7%, Or If Property Taxes
. Collected Per Penny Of Tax Effort > $200,000
. Per Student)
11 = Was There No Disclosure In The Annual Audit ~ 3/30/2010° = 5
. Report Of Material Noncompliance? . 3:01:11 PM
12 | Did The District Have Full Accreditation Status In | 3/30/2010 5
. Relation To Financial Management Practices? 3:01:11 PM
. (e.g. No Conservator Or Monitor Assigned)
13 | Was The Aggregate Of,,,Budqeted Expenditures 3/30/2010 5
. And Other Uses Less Than The Aggregate Of 3:01:12 PM
Total Revenues, Qther Resources and Fund
Balance In General Fund?

https://tuna.tea.state.tx.us/first/forms/District.aspx ?year=2008 &district=102903 9/14/2010
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District Status Detail

14

. Net Delinquent Taxes Receivable) In The

Deferred Revenues Are Less Than Net
. Delinquent Taxes Receivable)

Page 3 of 5

Size?

Size?

19

https://tuna.tea.state.tx.us/first/forms/District.aspx?year=2008 &district=102903

. Financial Report?

- Operating Expenditures In The General
. Fund,Then District Receives 5 Points)

Was The Aggregate Totai Of Cash And

$0?

Were Investment Earnings In All Funds

. (Excluding Debt Service Fund and Capital

. 3:01:14 PM

_ If The District's Aggregate Fund Balance In The 3/30/2010 5
General Fund And Capital Projects Fund Was 3:01:12 PM
- 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 3/30/2010 5
Deferred Revenues (Excluding Amount Equal To | 3:01:12 PM
~ General Fund Greater Than Or Equal To 1:1? (If
Was The Administrative Cost Ratio Less Than - 3/30/2010 5
© 3:01:12 PM
Was The Ratio Of Students To Teachers Within = 3/30/2010 : 5
- the Ranges Shown Below According To District 3:01:13 PM
. Was The Ratio Of Students To Total Staff Within 3/30/2010 4
the Ranges Shown Below According To District 3:01:13 PM
Was The Total Fund Balance In The General 3/30/2010 5
. Fund More Than 50% And Less Than 150% Of 3:01:13 PM
- Optimum According To The Fund Balance And
Cash Flow Calculation Worksheet In The Annual
Was The Decrease In Undesignated Unreserved 3/30/2010 5
. Fund Balance < 20% Over Two Fiscal Years?(If 3:01:13 PM
1.5 Times Optimum Fund Balance < Total Fund
Bal_ance In General Fund Or If Total Revenues >
3/30/2010 5
Investments In The General Fund More Than 3:01:13 PM
3/30/2010 5

9/14/2010



«

!

District Status Detail

Projects Fund) More Than $20 Per Student?

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

A. | Did The District Answer 'No' To Indicators 1, 2, 3 0r 4?2 OR Did The
‘ ! District Answer 'No' To Both 5 and 67
Substandard Achievement.

(Indicators 7-22)

Page 4 of 5

77
Weighted
Sum

Multiplier
Sum

77 Score

If So, The District’'s Rating Is

B. . Determine Rating By Applicable Range For summation of the indicator scores

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

INDICATOR 17 & 18 RATIOS

Indicator 17 Ranges for Indicator 18 Ranges for
. Ratios Ratios

District Size - . District Size -

Number of Students Low High Number of Students Low High

Between . Between

< 500 7 22

500-999 10 . 22

1000-4999 11.5 | 22 . 1000-4999 . 6.3 14
https://tuna.tea.state.tx.us/ﬁrst/forms/District.aspx?year=2008&district=102903 9/14/2010
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District Status Detail

. 5000-9999 13 22 5000-9999 6.8

OPTIONS

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

1701 NORTH CONGRESS AVENUE - AUSTIN, TEXAS, 78701 -
463-9734

https://tuna.tea.state.tx.us/ﬁrst/forms/District.aspx?yeér=2008&district=102903

Page 5 of 5

= Suspension Reason.

(512)

9/14/2010




Indicator Test

Select An Option

Financial Integrity Rating System of Texas

2008-2009 INDICATOR TEST 10

Name: WASKOM ISD (102903)

Were Debt Related Expenditures (Net Of IFA And/Or EDA
Allotment) < $350.00 Per Student? (If The District's Five-Year

Indicator:

Page | of 2

' g!

. Percent Change In Students = Or > 7%, Or If Property Taxes

Collected Per Penny Of Tax Effort > $200,000 Per Student)

Result/Points 3

. Last

©3/30/2010 3:01:11 PM
Updated: /3072010 3:0

FORMULA

Field
If

(
(

(
2009 Total Students

- 2005 Total Students

)
/ 2005 Total Students

< Threshold for 5 Year Student Population Growth

Total Tax Collection

(
Total Tax Rate

* 100

http://tuna.tea.state.tx.us/First/forms/Tests.aspx?year=2008 &district=102903 &test=Mortga...

Value

|757

|8os

|8o8

l0.07

5,077,654

[1.17

10/5/2010



Indicator Test Page 2 of 2

< Threshold for Revenue Collection Efficiency 200,000
)
Then
(
-
Function 71 Expenditures }577,256
- IFA and EDA Allotments o
)
/ 2009 Total Students 757

Mathematical Breakdown: If -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
< >= $350 | >= $600 >= $850 < ‘ >=$1,100 >=

$350 < $600 = < $850 $1,100 < $1,350 $1,350

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

THE TEXAS EDUCATION AGENCY
1701 NORTH CONGRESS AVENUE - AUSTIN, TEXAS, 78701 - (512) 463-9734

http://tuna.tea.state.tx.us/First/forms/Tests.aspx?year=2008 &district=102903 &test=Mortga... 10/5/2010




Indicator Test

Page 1 of 2

Selec’f An Option ' ! g !

Financial Integrity Rating System of Texas

2008-2009 INDICATOR TEST 18

Name: - WASKOM ISD (102903)

Indicator:
~ dicator Shown Below According To District Size?

Result/Points 4

Last
' 2010 3:01:13 PM
Updated: 3/30/2010 3:0
FORMULA
Field Value
(
Number of Students 757
/ Number of FTE Staff [133.0671

)

Mathematical Breakdown: 5.6889

RESULT DETERMINATION REFERENCE
DETERMINATION OF POINTS

Students Low High
<500 5.0 14
500 - 999 5.8 14
1000 -
4999 6.3 14

http://tuna.tea.state.tx.us/First/forms/Tests.aspx?year=2008 &district=102903 &test=Studen...

~ Was The Ratio Of Students To Total Staff Within the Ranges

10/5/2010




Indicator Test

Page 2 of 2
5;:909' 6.8 14
=> 10,000 7.0 14
5 4 3 2 1 0
U<= > 100% > 105% > 110% > 115% s
100% =< 105% | =< 110% | =< 115% =< 120% 120%
LL => => 95% < | =>90% < => 85% < => 80% < <

100% 100% 95% : 90% 85% . 80%

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

THE TEXAS EDUCATION AGENCY
1701 NORTH CONGRESS AVENUE - AUSTIN, TEXAS, 78701 - (512) 463-9734

http://tuna.tea.state.tx.us/First/forms/Tests.aspx?year=2008 &district=102903 &test=Studen... 10/5/2010
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Listrict dtatus petail

User: Kathy Johnson
User Role: District

vYyEAR 2007-2008 Select An Option

rage 1 01>

inanciaI\Integrity Ring System of Texas

2007-2008 DISTRICT STATUS DETAIL
Name: WASKOM ISD(102903)

Publication Level 1: 6/8/2009 4:39:05 PM

Status: Passed

Publication Level 2: 8/25/2009 1:41:58 PM

Last Updated: 8/25/2009 1:41:58 PM

Passing Score: 55

- Updated

#  Indicator Description Score
. 1 | Was The Total Fund Balance Less Reserved Fund 5/13/2009 Yes
3 . Balance Greater Than Zero In The General Fund? 2:24:36 PM
2 Was the Total Unrestricted Net Asset Balance (Net of 5/13/2009 Yes
Accretion of Interest on Capita! Appreciation Bonds) In 2:24:36 PM
. the Governmental Activities Column in_the Statement
of Net Assets Greater than Zero? (If the District's 5
Year % Change in Students was 10% more)
3 Were There No Disclosures In The Annual Financial 5/13/2009 Yes
Report And/Or Other Sources Of Information 2:24:36 PM
Concerning Default On Bonded Indebtedness
Obligations?
4 Was The Annual Financial Report Filed Within One 5/13/2009 Yes
Month After November 27th or January 28th Deadline 2:24:37 PM
. Depending Upon The District's Fiscal Year End Date
(June 30th or August 31st)?
5 Was There An Unqualified Opinion in Annual Financial 5/13/2009 Yes
Report? 2:24:37 PM
https://tuna.tea.state.tx.us/first/forms/District.aspx?year=2007 &district=102903 10/12/2009
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' District Status Detail

Page 2 of §

https://tuna.tea.state.b{.us/ﬁfst/fonns/District.aspx?year=2007&district=102903

6  Did The Annual Financial Report Not Disclose Any 5/13/2009  Yes
. Instance(s) Of Material Weaknesses In Internal 2:24:37 PM
. Controls?
1
Multiplier
Sum
7 Did the Districts Academic Rating Exceed Academically 5/13/2009 5
i Unacceptable? 2:24:37 PM

8 Was The Three-Year Average Percent Of Total Tax 5/13/2009 5
Collections (Including Delinquent) Greater Than 98%7? 2:24:38 PM

9 Did The Comparison Of PEIMS Data To Like 5/13/2009 5
Information In Annual Financial Report Result In An 2:24:38 PM
Aggregate Variance Of Less Than 3 Percent Of
Expenditures Per Fund Type (Data Quality Measure)?

10 | Were Debt Related Expenditures (Net Of IFA And/Or 5/13/2009 2
EDA Allotment) < $250.00 Per Student? (If The 2:24:38 PM
District's Five-Year Percent Change In Students = Or >

7%, QOr If Property Taxes Collected Per Penny Of Tax
. Effort > $200,000 Per Student)

11 | Was There No Disclosure In The Annual Audit Report 5/13/2009 5
Of Material Noncompliance? 2:24:38 PM ,

12 | Did The District Have Full Accreditation Status In 5/13/2009 5

‘ Relation To Financial Management Practices? (e.g. No 2:24:39 PM
Conservator Or Monitor Assigned) '

13 | Was The Percent Of Operating Expenditures Expended 5/13/2009 3

. For Instruction More Than 65%? (Functions 11, 36, 93, | 2:24:39 PM
. 95) (Phased in over three years, 55% for 2006-2007;
60% for 2007-2008; and 65% for 2008-2009)

14 . Was The Percent Of Operating Expenditures Expended 5/13/2009 3
For Instruction More Than or equal to 65%? (Functions 2:24:39 PM
11,12, 31, 33, 36, 93, 95)

15 : Was The Aggregate Of Budgeted Exbenditures And 5/13/2009 5
Other Uses Less Than The Aggregate Of Total 2:24:39 PM

10/12/2009
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District Status Detail

Page 3 of 5

. Revenues, Other Resources and Fund Balance In
¢ General Fund?
: 16 | If The District's Aggregate Fund Balance In The 5/13/2009

‘ General Fund And Capital Projects Fund Was Less Than 2:24:40 PM
Zero, Were Construction Projects Adequately Financed?

(To_Avoid Creating Or Adding To The Fund Balance
Deficit Situation)

17 @ Was The Ratio Of Cash And Investments To Deferred 5/13/2009
Revenues (Excluding Amount Equal To Net Delinguent 2:24:40 PM
Taxes Receivable) In The General Fund Greater Than
Or Equal To 1:1? (If Deferred Revenues Are Less Than
Net Delinquent Taxes Receivable)

18 | Was The Administrative Cost Ratio Less Than The 5/13/2009
Threshold Ratio? 2:24:40 PM

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

20 | Was The Ratio Of Students To Total Staff Within the 5/13/2009
Ranges Shown Below According To District Size? 2:24:41 PM

21 | Was The Total Fund Balance In The General Fund More 5/13/2009
Than 50% And Less Than 150% Of Optimum According | 2:24:41 PM
To The Fund Balance And Cash Flow Calculation
Worksheet In The Annual Financial Report?

22 | Was The Decrease In Undesignated Unreserved Fund 5/13/2009
Balance < 20% Over Two Fiscal Years?(If 1.5 Times 2:24:41 PM
Optimum Fund Balance < Total Fund Balance In
General Fund Or If Total Revenues > Operating
Expenditures In The General Fund,Then District
Receives 5 Points)

23 | Was The Aggregate Total Of Cash And Investments In 5/13/2009
The General Fund More Than $0? 2:24:42 PM

24 | Were Investment Earnings In All Funds (Excluding 5/13/2009
Debt Service Fund and Capital Prqjects Fund) More 2:24:42 PM
Than $20 Per Student? ’"

https://tuna.tea.state.tx.us/first/forms/District.aspx?year=2007 &district=102903

10/12/2009




'Dis’trict Status Detail

Page 4 of 5

79
Weighted
Sum

Multiplier
Sum

DETERMINATION OF RATING

79 Score

Did The District Answer 'No' To Indicators 1, 2, 3 Or 4?2 OR Did The District

Answer 'No' To Both 5 and 6? If So, The District’s Rating Is Substandard

Achievement.

Determine Rating By Applicable Range For summation of the indicator scores

(Indicators 7-24)

Superior Achievement

75-85 and Yes to indicator 7

Above Standard Achievement

65-74 or >= 75 and No to indicator 7

Standard Achievement

55-64

Substandard Achievement

<55 or No to one default indicator

- Indicator 19 Ranges for Indicator 20 Ranges for
Ratios Ratios
District Size - Number Low High District Size - Number Low High
of Students Between of Students Between
< 500 7 22 < 500 5 14
500'.:999 10 22 500-999 5.8 14
1000-4999 115 22 1000-499; ............ 6.3 “
5000;999 ...... 13 22 5000-9999 68 ........ e
https://tuna.tea.s’tate.tx.us/ﬁrst/forms/Distﬁct.aspx?yeaf=2007&district=102903 10/12/2009
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- => 10000

22 =>10000 70 14

Suspension Reason.

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

THE TEXAS EDUCATION AGENCY
1701 NORTH CONGRESS AVENUE - AUSTIN, TEXAS, 78701 - (512) 463-9734

https://tuna.tea.state.tx.us/first/forms/District.aspx ?year=2007 &district=102903 10/12/2009




District Status Detail

Usear: Kathy Johnson

User Role: District

T Y & 2006-2007 §

Financial Integrity Rating System of Texas

Status:

Passed

Page 1 of 6

Indicator Description

: 3 Was The Total Fund Balance Less
® .~ Reserved Fund Balance Greater
? i . Than Zero In The General Fund?

Was the Total Unrestricted Net
. Asset Balance (Net of Accretion of
: : Interest on Capital Appreciation
@ Bonds) In the Governmental
1 ' ~ Activities Column in the Statement

. the District's 5 Year % Change in
. Students was 10% more)

Updated

. of Net Assets Greater than Zero? (If

. Score

4/18/2008  + 1
10:19:46
. AM

4/18/2008  + 1
. 10:19:46 : *
. AM

. Were There No Disclosures In The
g 1 ~ Annual Financial Report And/Qr
@ . Other Sources Of Information

‘f 3 Concerning Default On Bonded
Indebtedness Obligations?

4/18/2008  + 1
- 10:19:46
. AM

1 4 Was The Annual Financial Report
@ Filed Within One Month After
: - 1 November 27th or January 28th
- Deadline Depending Upon The

https://hancock.tea.state.tx.us/ first/forms/District.aspx ?year=2006&district=102903

4/18/2008  + 1
- 10:19:47
. AM

6/16/2008




District Status Detail Page 2 of 6

District's Fiscal Year End Date (June
. 30th or August 31st)?
2 5 | Was There An Unqualified Opinion = 4/18/2008
@ - in Annual Financial Report? - 10:19:47

+
ok

+
foi

12 6 Did The Annual Financial Report Not 4/18/2008
e - Disclose Any Instance(s) Of Material @ 10:19:47
: f ~ Weaknesses In Internal Controls? = AM

- Multiplier
- Sum

i

7 Did the Districts Academic Rating - 4/18/2008  + 1
3 . Exceed Academically Unacceptable? @ 10:19:47 :
AM

8 Was The Three-Year Average 4/18/2008  + 1
5 . Percent Of Total Tax Collections - 10:19:47

- (Including Delinquent) Greater Than | AM
. 98%? ;

9 Did The Comparison Of PEIMS Data ~ 4/18/2008  + 1
3 . To Like Information In Annual L 10:19:47
Financial Report Result In An AM
~ Aggregate Variance Of Less Than 3
Percent Of Expenditures Per Fund
Type (Data_Quality Measure)?

O O OO OO U0 TG P OGO O P00 SO0 SO USROS O USSR P U POV TSSO TURUUOVS. TP UO PO TOU PO SU ORS00S0 RIO 0SSO0 ISP IO OSSP PP

- 10 . Were Debt Related Expenditures - 4/18/2008  + 1
; . (Net Of IFA And/Or EDA Allotment) | 10:19:48 =

- < $250.00 Per Student? (If The - AM

. District's Five-Year Percent Change

In Students = Or > 7%, Or If

Property Taxes Collected Per Penny

. Of Tax Effort > $200,000 Per

Student)
11 Was There No Disclosure In The 471872008 + 1
. Annual Audit Report Of Material . 10:19:48 '

Noncompliance? AM

https://hancock.tea.state.tx.us/first/ forms/District.aspx?year=2006&district=1 02903 6/16/2008



District Status Detail

12

- 4/25/2008  + 1
12:01:48
. PM

P14

5 Expenditures Expended For
Instruction More Than or equal to
. 65%? (Functions 11, 12, 31, 33,
36, 93, 95)

. Was The Aggregate Of Budgeted

Expenditures And Other Uses Less

C17
? - Investments To Deferred Revenues
. (Excluding Amount Equal To Net

. Delinquent Taxes Receivable) In
The General Fund Greater Than Or
Equal To 1:1? (If Deferred
Revenues Are Less Than Net
Delinquent Taxes Receivable)

4/18/2008

18

https://hancock.tea.state.tx.us/first/forms/ District.aspx?year=2006&district=102903

. Did The District Have Full
Accreditation Status In 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

| 4/18/2008  + 1
10:19:48 : :
- AM

4/18/2008  + 1
10:19:48
. AM

Page 3 of 6

Revenues, Other Resources and
. Fund Balance In General Fund?

4/18/2008 4 1
- 10:19:48
- AM

If The District's Aggregate Fund
Balance In 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

Was The Administrative Cost Ratio

| 4/18/2008  + 0
10:19:48 .
- AM

- 4/18/2008  + 1
- 10:19:49
- AM

6/16/2008



District Status Detail

Less Than The Threshold Ratio?

19 Was The Ratio Of Students To
:' . Teachers Within the Ranges Shown

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

21 Was The Total Fund Balance In The
" - General Fund More Than 50% And
Less Than 150% Of Optimum

- According To The Fund Balance And
Cash Flow Calculation Worksheet In

. The Annual Financial Report?

22 Was The Decrease In Undesignated

5 . Unreserved Fund Balance < 20%
- Over Two Fiscal Years?(If 1.5 Times
Optimum Fund Balance < Total
Fund Balance In General Fund Or If
Total Revenues > Operating
Expenditures In The General
. Fund,Then District Receives 5

Points)

. 23 . Was The Aggregate Total Of Cash
: - And Investments In The General
- Fund More Than $0?

24 Were Investment Earnings In All

? ' Funds (Excluding Debt Service Fund
and Capital Projects Fund) More

- Than $20 Per Student?

~ Below According To District Size?

Page 4 of 6

. 10:19:49
. AM

4/18/2008 | + 1
10:19:49

AM

| 4/18/2008  + 1
L 10:19:49
AM

| 4/18/2008  + 1
10:19:49
. AM

| 4/18/2008  + O
L 10:19:49
- AM

4/18/2008  + 1
- 10:19:50 ¢ 5
. AM

- 4/18/2008  + 1
- 10:19:50 1
AV

https://hancock.tea.state.tx.us/first/ forms/District.aspx?year=2006&district=1 02903

= 80
' - Weighted
. Sum

Multiplier

6/16/2008




District Status Detail Page 5 of 6

Sum

= | 80 Score
t1: must pass 4 total t2: must pass 1 total

DETERMINATION OF RATING

A, Did The District Answer 'No' To Indicators 1, 2, 3 Or 4? OR Did The District
: . Answer 'No’ To Both 5 and 6? If So, The District’s Rating Is Substandard
. Achievement.

B. Determine Rating By Applicable Range For summation of the indicator scores
; (Ind;cators 7-24)

Standard Achievement 55-64

Substandard Achievement <55 or No to one default indicator

INDICATOR 19 & 20 RATIOS

Indicator 19 Ranges for Indicator 20 Ranges for
.~ Ratios . Ratios

- District Size - Number . District Size - Number
~ of Students Between " 5 of Students Between

Suspension Reason.

https://hancock.tea.state.tx.us/ ﬁrst/forms/District.aspx?year=2006&district=1 02903 6/16/2008



District Status Detail

User: Kathy Johnson
User Role: District

YEAR Help §

Financial Integrity Rating System of Texas

2005-

. Name: WASKOM ISD(102903)

Hating: Superior Achievement

 Last Updated: 6/25/2007 5:06:18 PM

Page 1 of 4

 Indicator Description

(58]

Result

Was The Total Fund Balance Less Reserved Fund Balance
- Greater Than Zero In The General Fund?

Were There No Disclosures In The Annual Financial Report
And/Or Other Sources Of Information Concerning Default
. On Bonded Indebtedness Obligations?

. Was The Annual Financial Report Filed Within One Month

- After November 27th or January 28th Deadline Depending
Upon The District's Fiscal Year End Date (June 30th or
August 31st)?

Was There An Unqualified Opinion in Annual Financial
- Report?

. 6/14/2007
 10:47:23
. AM

| 6/14/2007
- 10:47:23
- AM

| 6/14/2007
. 10:47:23
AM

| 6/14/2007
10:47:23
- AM

© Yes

- Yes

Yes

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

6/14/2007

§ 10:47:23
. AM

Was The Percent Of Total Tax Collections (Including
. Delinquent) Greater Than 96%?

| 6/14/2007
. 10:47:23
- AM

http ://hancock.tea.state.tx.us/ﬁrst/District.aspx?year=2005 &district=102903

6/27/2007



District Status Detail

Did The Comparisons Of PEIMS Data To Like Information

. In Annual Financial Report Result In An Aggregate

- Variance Of Less Than 4 Percent Of Expenditures Per Fund
Type (Data Quality Measure)?

Were Debt Related Expenditures (Net Of IFA And/Or EDA
. Allotment) < $770.00 Per Student? (If The District's Five-
Year Percent Change In Students = Or > 2%, Or If

- Property Taxes Collected Per Penny Of Tax Effort >

. $100,000, Then Answer This Indicator Yes)

Was There No Disclosure In The Annual Audit Report Of
Material Noncompliance?

 6/14/2007
. 10:47:23
- AM

§ 6/14/2007
- 10:47:23
- AM

- 6/14/2007
 10:47:23
AV

Page 2 of 4

' Yes

EN@

Yes

1l f

To Financial Management Practices? (e.g. No Master Or
- Monitor Assigned)

| 6/14/2007
10:47:23
- AM

. 6/14/2007
| 10:47:23
. AM

. Yes

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

- 6/14/2007
- 10:47:23
- AM

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

| 6/14/2007
- 10:47:23
- AM

14

If The District's Aggregate Fund Balance In 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

Taxes Receivables) In The General Fund = Or > 1:17 (If
Deferred Revenues < Net Delinquent Taxes Receivable,

. 6/14/2007
- 10:47:23
AM

' Yes

16

Was The Administrative Cost Ratio Less Than The
~ Standard In State Law?

Was The Ratio Of Students To Teachers Within the Ranges

| 6/14/2007
; 10:47:23
- AM

| 6/14/2007

http://hancock.tea.state.tx.us/first/District.aspx ?year=2005&district=102903

Yes

6/27/2007




District Status Detail

Shown Below According To District Size?

| 10:47:23
L AM

Page 3 of 4

18
: Than 50% And Less Than 150% Of Optimum According To .
. The Fund Balance And Cash Flow Calculation Worksheet In !

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

Was The Total Fund Balance In The General Fund More

The Annual Financial Report?

| 6/14/2007
- 10:47:23
AV

| 6/21/2007
| 5:45:58 PM

Yeas

20

. Balance < 20% Over Two Fiscal Years?(If 1.5 Times
Optimum Fund Balance < Total Fund Balance In General
Fund Or If Total Revenues > Operating Expenditures In
The General Fund, Then Answer This Indicator Yes)

Was The Aggregate Total Of Cash And Investments In The

. 6/14/2007
L 10:47:23
- AM

. 6/14/2007
| 10:47:23
- AM

| 6/14/2007
- 10:47:23
AM

Yes

- Yes

A

 Did The District Answer 'No' To Indicators 1, 2, Or 37 OR  Did The District Answer
'Wo' To Both 4 and 52 If So, The District’s Rating Is Substandard Achievement.

Superior Achievement
Above Standard Achievement

Standard Achievement

. Substandard Achievement

http://hancock.tea.state.tx.us/ﬁrst/District.aspx?year=2005&district=1 02903

6/27/2007



District Status Detail Page 4 of 4

- Indicator 16 Ranges for Indicator 17 Ranges for
: .~ Ratios ~ Ratios

District Size - Number ) District Size - Number
- of Students Between ‘: " 5

. of Students Between

 1000-4999 115 22 1000-4999 6 14

- 5000-9999 13 22 5000-9999 65 14

=> 10000 135 22 => 10000 66 14

Audit Home Page: School Fmam:lal Audits | Send C{}mvzwmﬁ or gugg&ﬁtwns i:a schooiaud!ts@tea state tx.us

THE TEXAS EDUCATION AGENCY
1701 MNORTH CONGRESS AVENUE - AUSTIN, TEXAS, 78701 - {B12) 463-9734

http://hancock.tea.state.tx.us/first/ District.aspx?year=2005 &district=102903 6/27/2007



District Status Detail

User: Kathy Johnson
User Role: District

YEAR . L

Fﬂinanmal Integrity Rating System of Texas

20@4 2005 DISTRICT STATUS DETAIL

Pa

ge 1 of 4

5 Name: WASKOM ISD{102903)

. Last Updated 8/14/2006 5:04:25 PM

1 Was The Total Fund Balance Less Reserved Fund Balance
. Greater Than Zero In The General Fund?

2 Were There No Disclosures In The Annual Financial Report

' . And/Or Other Sources Of Information Concerning Default
On Bonded Indebtedness Obligations?

3 | Was The Annual Financial Report Filed Within One Month

After November 27th or January 28th Deadline Depending

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

. Was There An Unqualified Opinion in Annual Financial
Report?

5 . Did The Annual Financial Report Not Disclose Any Instance

. August 31st)?

. (s) Of Material Weaknesses In Internal Controls?

. 6/24/2006
. 5:45:42 PM

| 6/24/2006
- 5:45:42 PM

| 6/24/2006
- 5:45:42 PM

| 6/24/2006
. 5:45:43 PM

| Yes

Yes

. 6/24/2006
- 5:45:42 PM

6  Was The Percent Of Total Tax Collections (Including
' . Delinquent) Greater Than 96%?

7 Did The Comparisons Of PEIMS Data To Like Information
: In Annual Financial Report Result In An Aggregate
Variance Of Less Than 4 Percent Of Expenditures Per Fund

http ://hancock.tea.state.tx.us/ﬁrst/District.aspx?year=2004&district=1 02903

. 6/24/2006
. 5:45:43 PM
| 6/24/2006
| 5:45:43 PM

9/7/2007




District Status Detail

Type (Data Quality Measure)?

 Were Debt Related Expenditures (Net Of IFA And/Or EDA
. Allotment) < $770.00 Per Student? (If The District's Five-
- Year Percent Change In Students = Or > 2%, Or If

. Property Taxes Collected Per Penny Of Tax Effort >
$100,000, Then Answer This Indicator Yes)

9 Was There No Disclosure In The Annual Audit Report Of
; . Material Noncompliance?

10 . Did The District Have Full Accreditation Status In Relation

To Financial Management Practices? {e.g. No Master Or
¢ Monitor Assigned)

Instruction More Than 54%°7?

12 ' Was The Aggregate Of Budgeted Expenditures And Other
: Uses Less Than The Aggregate Of Total Revenues, Other
Resources and Fund Balance In General Fund?

13 If The District's Aggregate Fund Balance In 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)

 6/24/2006
- 5:45:43PM

 6/24/2006
| 5:45:44 PM
| 6/24/2006
| 5:45:44 PM
 6/24/2006

5:45:44 PM

| 6/24/2006
 5:45:44 PM

Page 2 of 4

| 6/24/2006
.~ 5:45:43 PM

Yes
Yes

. Yes

Yes

- Yes

14 Was The Ratio Of Cash And Investments To Deferred

; . Revenues (Excluding Amount Equal To Net Delinquent
Taxes Receivables) In The General Fund = Or > 1:17 (if
Deferred Revenues < Net Delinquent Taxes Receivable,
Then Answer This Indicator Yes)

| 6/24/2006
 5:45:45 PM

| Yes

15 Was The Administrative Cost Ratio Less Than The
5 . Standard In State Law?

16 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?

| 6/24/2006
. 5:45:45PM

| 6/24/2006
. 5:45:45 PM
 6/24/2006

- 5:45:45 PM

18 | Was The Total Fund Balance In The General Fund More

http://hancock.tea.state.tx.us/ﬁrst/District.aspx?year=2004&district=1 02903

6/29/2006

Yes

9/7/2007




District Status Detail

19
. Balance < 20% Over Two Fiscal Years?(If 1.5 Times
Optimum Fund Balance < Total Fund Balance In Generail
- Fund Or If Total Revenues > Operating Expenditures In
The General Fund, Then Answer This Indicator Yes)

Than 50% And Less Than 150% Of Optimum According To
The Fund Balance And Cash Flow Calculation Worksheet In
The Annual Financial Report?

Was The Decrease In Undesignated Unreserved Fund

Was The Aggregate Total Of Cash And Investments In The

. 6:15:05 PM

| 6/24/2006
- 5:45:46 PM

- 6/24/2006

Page 3 of 4

- Yes

20 Yes
. General Fund More Than $0? . 5:45:46 PM
Were Investment Earnings In All Funds More Than $15 Per 6/24/2006 Yes

Student?

| 5:45:46 PM

A, Did The District Answer 'No' To Indicators 1, 2, Or 37 QR  Did The District Answer
3 . 'No' To Both 4 and 57 If So, The District’s Rating Is Substandard Achievement.

Above Siandard Achievement

Standard Achievement

Substandard Achievement

DICATOR 16 & 17 RATIOS_____

Ranges for
. Ratios

Ranges for
- Ratios

District Size - Number District Size - Number

; : N High

. of Students Between Low High of Students Between ow 9
< 500 7 22 < 500 4 14
500-999 | 500-999 14

http ://hancock.tea.state.tx.us/ﬁrst/District.aspx?year=2004&district=1 02903 9/7/2007
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.~ 1000-4999 115 22 1000-4999 6 14

.~ 5000-9999 13 22 5000-9999 65 14

~ => 10000 135 22 => 10000 66 14

Audit Home Page: School Financial Audits | Send comments or suggestions to schoolaudits@tea.state.tx.us
THE TEXAS EDUCATION AGENCY
1701 NORTH CONGRESS AVENUE - AUSTIN, TEXAS, 78701 - {512 4863-9734

http://hancock.tea.state.tx.us/ﬁrst/District.aspx?year=2004&district=l 02903 9/7/2007



District Status Detail

iiser: Kathy Johnson
User Role: District

YEAR

Financial In egrity Rating System of Texas

Page 1 of 4

2003-2004 DISTRICT STATUS DETAIL

. Name: WASKOM 150(102903)

# Indicator Description

1 . Was The Total Fund Balance Less Reserved Fund Balance
' Greater Than Zero In The General Fund?

2 | Were There No Disclosures In The Annual Financial Report
’ And/Or Other Sources Of Information Concerning Default
. On Bonded Indebtedness Obligations?

. Was The Annual Financial Report Filed Within One Month
After November 27th or January 28th Deadline Depending
Upon The District's Fiscal Year End Date (June 30th or

. August 31st)?

4 Was There An Unqualified Opinion_in Annual Financial

5 . Did The Annual Financial Report Not Disclose Any Instance
: . (s) Of Material Weaknesses In Internal Controls?

- 5/22/2005
. 8:48:20 PM
| 5/22/2005
. 8:48:20 PM

572272005

- 8:48:20°PM

- 5/22/2005

8:48:20 PM

| 5/22/2005
| 8:48:20 PM

’ Yes ;
-~ Report? - 8:48:

Updated

C 6 Was The Percent Of Total Tax Collections (Including
: Delmquent) Greater Than 96%?

5/22/2005
- 8:48:21 PM

7 Did The Comparisons Of PEIMS Data To Like Information
: In Annual Financial Report Result In An Aggregate
. Variance Of Less Than 4 Percent Of Expenditures Per Fund

http://hancock.tea.state.tx.us/ ﬁrst/District.aspx?year=2003 &district=102903

| 5/22/2005
. 8:48:21 PM

9/7/2007




District Status Detail

10

By
E . Instruction More Than 54%?

12
Uses Less Than The Aggregate Of Total Revenues, Other
. Resources and Fund Balance In General Fund?

15
E . Standard In State Law?

16
" Shown Below According To District Size?

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

17

Type (Data Quality Measure)?

Monitor Assigned)

Were Debt Related Expenditures (Net Of IFA And/Or EDA
. Allotment) < $770.00 Per Student? (If The District's Five-
.~ Year Percent Change In Students = Or > 2%, Or If

- Property Taxes Collected Per Penny Of Tax Effort >

- $100,000, Then Answer This Indicator Yes)

Was There No Disclosure In The Annual Audit Report Of
. Material Noncompliance?

Did The District Have Full Accreditation Status In Relation

Was The Percent Of Operating Expenditures Expended For

Was The Aggregate Of Budgeted Expenditures And Other

If The District's Aggregate Fund Balance In 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 (Exciuding Amount Equal To Net Delinquent

. Taxes Receivables) In The General Fund = Or > 1:1? (If
- Deferred Revenues < Net Delinquent Taxes Receivable,
Then Answer This_Indicator Yes)

Was The Administrative Cost Ratio Less Than The

Was The Ratio Of Students To Teachers Within the Ranges

Was The Total Fund Balance In The General Fund More

Page 2 of 4

| 5/22/2005  Yes
8:48:22PM

| 5/22/2005  Yes
- 8:48:22PM

. 5/22/2005  Yes
8:48:23PM

- 5/22/2005  Yes
 8:48:23PM

| 5/22/2005  No
8:48:24PM

| 5/22/2005 | Yes
 8:48:24PM

| 5/22/2005  Yes
8:48:24PM

| 5/22/2005 | Yes
. 8:48:25pPM

| 5/22/2005  Yes
- 8:48:25PM

| 5/22/2005  Yes
| B:48:126 PM

| 5/22/2005 . Yes

9/7/2007

http://hancock.tea.state.tx.us/ ﬁrst/District.aspx?year=2003 &district=102903
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Than 50% And Less Than 150% Of Optimum According To 8:48:26 PM

The Annual Financial Report?

19 Was The Decrease In Undesignated Unreserved Fund 5/22/2005 Yes
: - Balance < 20% Over Two Fiscal Years?(If 1.5 Times | 8:48:27 PM |
Optimum Fund Balance < Total Fund Balance In General
. Fund Or If Total Revenues > Operating Expenditures In
The General Fund, Then Answer This Indicator Yes)

20 Was The Aggregate Total Of Cash And Investments In The 5/22/2005  Yes
" . General Fund M - 8:48:27 PM

21 Were Investment Earnings In All Funds More Than $15 Per 572272005 - Yes
f - Student?  8:48:27 PM

DETERMINATION OF RATING

A Did The District Answer ‘No' To Indicators 1, 2, Or 3?7 OR  Did The District Answer
5- 'No' To Both 4 and 5? If So, The District’s Rating Is Substandard Achievement

Above Standard Achievement

Standard Achievement

Substandard Achievement

EN@ICATOR 16 & 17 RATIOS

- Indicator 16 Ranges for Indicator 17 Ranges for
. Ratios . Ratios
~ District Size - Number m . District Size - Number

. ; : P Low = Higl
- of Students Between : Low High - of Students Between 1 W 'an

' 500-999 10 22 500-999

http ://hancock.tea.state.tx.us/ﬁrst/District.aspx?year=2003 &district=102903 9/7/2007
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~ 1000-4999 115 22 1000-4999 6

| 5000-9999 13 22 5000-9999 65 14

~ => 10000 135 22 =>10000 66 14

Audit Mome Page: School Financial Audits | Send commaents or suggestions to schoolaudits@tea.state.tx.us
THE TEXAS EDUCATION AGENCY
17%1 NORTH (:0NGRESS AVENUE - AUSTINM, TEXAS, 78701 - (312) 463 §?34

http://hancock.tea.state.tx.us/ﬁrst/District.aspx?year=2003 &district=102903 9/7/2007



District Status Detail

User: Kathy Johnson
User Role: District

YEAR |

Fmanaal Integrity Rating System of Texas

2002-2003 DISTRICT STATUS DETAIL

Page 1 of 4

Rating: Superior Achievement Last Updated: 8/9/2004 3:03:14 PM
Indicators Answered YES: 20 Indicators Answered RO: 1
# Indicator Description tipdated Result
1 Was The Total Fund Balance Less Reserved Fund Balance 6/17/2004 Yes
: - Greater Than Zero In The General Fund? . 8:54:46 PM
2 Were There No Disclosures In The Annual Financial Report 6/17/2004 Yes
' And/Or Other Sources Of Information Concerning Default 8:54:46 PM
. On Bonded Indebtedness Obligations? ?
3 Was The Annual Financial Report Filed Within One Month 6/17/2004 Yes

~ After November 27th or January 28th Deadline Depending | 8:54:47 PM
Upon The District's Fiscal Year End Date {June 30th or 5
. August 31st)?

4 Was There An Ungualified Opinion in Annual Financial 6/17/2004

© 8:54:47 PM

. Report?

5 Did The Annual Financial Report Not Disclose Any Instance 6/17/2004

(s) Of Material Weaknesses In Internal Controls? 8:54:47 PM
6 Was The Percent Of Total Tax Collections (Including 6/17/2004
: - Delinquent) Greater Than 96%? . 8:54:47 PM

7 Did The Comparisons Of PEIMS Data To Like Information  6/17/2004
: - In Annual Financial Report Result In An Aggregate §:54:49 PM
. Variance Of Less Than 4 Percent Of Expenditures Per Fund

http://hancock.tea.state.tx.us/ ﬁrst/District.aspx?year=2002&district=l 02903

' Yes

Yes

9/7/2007



District Status Detail

10
E To Financial Management Practices? {e.g. No Master Or
. Monitor Assigned)

1
: . Instruction More Than 54%?

12
: Uses Less Than The Aggregate Of Total Revenues, Other
Resources and Fund Balance In General Fund?

5 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)
| 6/17/2004
~ 8:54:59 PM

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

15
: . Standard In State Law?

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

http://hancock.tea.state.tx.us/ﬁrst/District.aspx?year=2002&district=1 02903

Type (Data Quality Measure)?

- Were Debt Related Expenditures (Net Of IFA And/Or EDA
. Allotment) < $770.00 Per Student? (If The District's Five-
Year Percent Change In Students = Or > 2%, Or If

. Property Taxes Collected Per Penny Of Tax Effort >
$100,000, Then Answer This Indicator Yes)

Was There No Disclosure In The Annual Audit Report Of
. Material Noncompliance?

Did The District Have Full Accreditation Status In Relation

Was The Percent Of Operating Expenditures Expended For

Was The Aggregate Of Budgeted Expenditures And Other

If The District's Aggregate Fund Balance In The General

Was The Administrative Cost Ratio Less Than The

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

as The Total Fund Balance In The General Fund More

| 6/17/2004
. 8:54:52 PM

. 6/17/2004
- 8:54:52 PM

| 6/17/2004
| 8:54:52 PM

| 6/17/2004
- 8:54:54 PM

- 6/17/2004
. 8:54:57 PM

- 6/17/2004
- 8:54:58 PM

. 6/17/2004
. 8:54:59 PM

- 6/17/2004
. 8:55:01 PM
| 6/17/2004
. 8:55:02 PM

- 6/17/2004

Page 2 of 4

. Yes

. Yes

Yes

- Yes

Yes
Yes

Yes

9/7/2007
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Than 50% And Less Than 150% Of Optimum According To
. The Fund Balance And Cash Flow Calculation Worksheet In
- The Annual Financial Report?

19 . Was The Decrease In Undesignated Unreserved Fund

" - Balance < 20% Over Two Fiscal Years?(If 1.5 Times
Optimum Fund Balance < Total Fund Balance In General
Fund Or If Total Revenues > Operatinq Expenditures In

. 8:55:03 PM

. 6/17/2004
. 8:55:04 PM

6/17/2004

. 8:55:04 PM

Page 3 of 4

- Yes

Yes

21 . Were Investment Earnings In All Funds More Than $15 Per
5 - Student?

- 6/17/2004
. 8:55:06 PM

A, Did The District Answer ‘No’ To Indicators 1, 2, Or 37 OR  Did The District Answer

. 'No' To Both 4 and 5?

If So, The District’s Rating Is Substandard Achievement.

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

0-2

Superior Achievement

Above Siandard Achievement

Standard Achievement

Substandard Achievement

EN@ICATOR 16 & 17 RATIOS

Ranges for
. Ratios

Ratios

District Size - Number Low High District Size - Number Low Hiah
- of Students Between 9 of Students Between g
< 500 7 22 < 500 4 14
- 500-999 500-999 . 5.5 14
http://hancock.tea.state.tx.us/ﬁrst/District.aspx?year=2002&district=1 02903 9/7/2007
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.~ 1000-4999 115 22 1000-4999 6

5000-9999 13 22 5000-9999 6.5

=> 10000 135 22 =>10000 66 14

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

THE TEXAS EDUCATION AGENCY
1701 NORTH CONGRESS AVENUE - AUSTIN, TEXAS, 78701 - (512} 463-9734

http:// hancock.tea.state.tx.us/ﬁrst/District.aspx?year=2002&district=1 02903 9/7/2007



District Status Detail Page 1 of 4

User: Kathy Johnson
iUser Role: District

YEAR W _ 5

grity Rating System of Texas
2001-2002 DISTRICT STATUS DETAIL

9/19/2003 | Yes
L 6:07:15PM |
 9/19/2003  Yes
- 6:07:15PM

1 Was The Total Fund Balance Less Reserved Fund Balance
: Greater Than Zero In The General Fund?

2 Were There No Disclosures In The Annual Financial Report
And/Or Other Sources Of Information Concerning Default
- On Bonded Indebtedness Obligations?

9/19/2003 | Yes

. 6:07:15PM

3 . Was The Annual Financial Report Filed Within One Month

: . After November 27th or January 28th Deadline Depending
Upon The District's Fiscal Year End Date (June 30th or
- August 31st)?

4 Was There An Unqualified Opinion in Annua! Financial

. Report?

Did The Annual Financial Report Not Disclose Any Instance
- (s) Of Material Weaknesses In Internal Controls?

Was The Percent Of Total Tax Collections (Including
. Delinquent) Greater Than 96%?

Did The Comparisons Of PEIMS Data To Like Information
In Annual Financial Report Result In An Aggregate
. Variance Of Less Than 4 Percent Of Expenditures Per Fund

http://hancock.tea.state.tx.us/ﬁrst/District.aspx?year=200 1&district=102903

. 9/19/2003 | Yes
| 6:07:16 PM |
9/19/2003  Yes
L 6:07:16 PM |
| 9/19/2003  Yes
. 6:07:16 PM
9/19/2003 | Yes
. 6:07:17PM

9/7/2007



District Status Detail

10
5' To Financial Management Practices? (e.q. No Master Or
. Monitor Assigned)

Type (Data Quality Measure)?

i Were Debt Related Expenditures (Net Of IFA And/Or EDA
. Allotment) < $770.00 Per Student? (If The District's Five-
Year Percent Change In Students = Or > 2%, Or If

. Property Taxes Collected Per Penny Of Tax Effort >

~ $100,000, Then Answer This Indicator Yes)

. Material Nencompliance?

Did The District Have Full Accreditation Status In Relation

11
5 . Instruction More Than 54%?

12
5 Uses Less Than The Aggregate Of Total Revenues, Other
. Resources and Fund Balance In General Fund?

Was The Percent Of Operating Expenditures Expended For

Was The Aggregate Of Budgeted Expenditures And Other

If The District's Aggregate Fund Balance In 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)
- 9/19/2003
L 6:07:21 PM

Revenues (Excluding Amount Equal To Net Delinquent
Taxes Receivables) In The General Fund = Or > 1:17? (If
~ Deferred Revenues < Net Delinquent Taxes Receivable,
Then Answer This Indicator Yes)

Was The Administrative Cost Ratio Less Than The

Standard In State Law?

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

- 9/19/2003
L 6:07:18 PM |

9/19/2003
- 6:07:18 PM
9/19/2003
. 6:07:19PM
. 9/19/2003

6:07:20 PM

. 9/19/2003
- 6:07:20 PM

9/19/2003
. 6:07:21PM

. 9/19/2003
. 6:07:22 PM

- 9/19/2003
 6:07:18 PM

Page 2 of 4

Yesg

Yes

- Yes

%No

- Yes

Yes

http://hancock.tea.state.tx.us/first/ District.aspx?year=200 1&district=102903

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

Was The Total Fund Balance In The General Fund More

. 9/19/2003
. 6:07:22 PM

9/19/2003

9/7/2007
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19
: Balance < 20% Over Two Fiscal Years?(If 1.5 Times 6:07:23 PM
. Optimum Fund Balance < Total Fund Balance In General 5

Fund Or If Total Revenues > Operating Expenditures In

. Did The District Answer 'No’ To Indicators 1, 2, Or 37 QR Did The District Answer
. 'No’' To Both 4 and 57 If So, The District’s Rat;ng Is Substandard Achievement.

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?

Was The Decrease In Undesignated Unreserved Fund 9/19/2003 Yes

Was The Aggregate Total Of Cash And Investments In The 9/19/2003 Yes
. General Fund More Than $0? . 6:07:24 PM

Were Investment Earnings In All Funds More Than $15 Per 9/19/2003 No
. Student? - 6:07:24PM

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

Superior Achievement 0-2

Above Standard Achievement 3-4

Standard Achievement 5-6

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

INDICATOR 16 & 17 RATIOS

Indicator 16 Ranges for Indicator 17 Ranges for

- Ratios . Ratios

District Size - Number ,  District Size - Number

~ of Students Between

. 500-999

. of Students Between

22 500-999 55 14

http ://hancock.tea.state.tx.us/ﬁrst/District.aspx?year=200 1 &district=102903 9/7/2007
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. 1000-4999 115 22 . 1000-4999 6 14

. 5000-9999 13 22 5000-9999 65 14

~ => 10000 135 022 => 10000 66 14

Audat Home Page School Fmanc:al Audlts ] Send comments or suggestmns to schoolaudrts@tea state tx us

"i“HE TEXAS EDUCATION AGENCY
1701 NORTH CONGRESS AVENUE - AUSTIN, TEXAS, 78701 - (512) 463-9734

http://hancock.tea.state.tx.us/first/District.aspx ?year=2001&district=102903 9/7/2007






