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Status: Passed

Rating: A = Superior

Publication Level 1: 8/8/2016 6:20:16 PM

District Score: 100 Passing Score: 31

2.A

2.B

© Indicator Description

s the co te al financial report (AFR) and data submitted to the T

. within 30 days of the November 27 or January 28 deadiine depending on t

's fiscal yea d dat e r us ectively?

Review the AFR for an unmodified opinion and material weaknesses. The school

district must pass 2.A to pass this indicator. The school district fails indicator
: number 2 if it responds "No" to indicator 2.A. or to both indicators 2.A and 2.B.

Was there an unmodified opinion in the AFR on the financial statements as a
{ whole? (The American Institute of Certified Public Accountants (AICPA) defines

unmodified opinion. The external independent auditor determines if there was an
i unmodified opinion.)

Did the external independent r report the AFR was free of any instance
¢ (s) of materia knesses in inte controls over financial reporting and
: compliance for local, state, or federal funds? (The AICPA defines material
. weakness.

© other government agencies?

Was the school district in co i ith the ent terms of all debt

: agreements at fiscal year end? (If ool district i It in a prior fiscal
E ar, e es in follow ears if the school di rrent on i

: forbearanc ent plan wit d the payments a acleo

i sche iscal year being ra I« hnical def

are not related to monetary defaults. A technical default Is a failure to ugnolg the

i terms nant, contra [ promissory note though

‘ ents to the lender, trus inki are curr e eement is

: legal etween a de = on, compan at owes mo

Did the school district make timely payments to the Teachers Retirement System
(TRS), Texas Workforce Commission (TWC), Internal Revenue Service (IRS), and

- 3/16/2016

© Publication Level 2: 8/8/2016 6:20:16 PM
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i Score

Yes

i Yes

i Yes

and their creditors, which includes a plan for paying back the debt.)

Yes
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Yes

5 Was the total unrestricted net asset balance (Net of the accretion of interest for 3/16/2016

: capital appreciation bonds) in the governmental activities column in the i 3:29:02 PM

Statement of Net Assets greater than zero? (If the school district’s change of

students in membership over 5 years was 10 percent or more, then the school
: district passes this indicator.)

6 Was the nu days on hand and cu t investments in the general 8/4/2016
i fund for the school district sufficient to cover operating expenditures (excludi i 1:35:44 PM
aciliti cquisition and construction)? (See ranges below. H

7 Was the measure of current assets to current liabilities ratio for the school district : 6/30/2016
: sufficient to cover short-term debt? (See ranges below.) i 1:23:16 PM

8 | Was the ratio of long-term liabilities to total as 0 school district sufficient 8/4/2016
i to support long-term solvency? (If the school district’s change of students in i 1:35:45 PM
. this indicator.) (See ranges below.

9 i e school district’s general fund reven equal or eed e; ditures 8/4/2016
: (excludi lities acqui st ion)? If as the school district’s 1:35:45 PM
. number of days of cash on hand areater than or equal to 60 days? i

10 Was the debt service coverage ratio sufficient to meet the required debt service? 8/4/2016

(See ranges below.) 1:35:46 PM

ive cost ratio to or less than the | 3/16/2016

5 | district’s administ

Did the school dis not hav 5 percent decline in the students to staff ratio 3/16/2016
ver 3 years a Iment t | staff)? (If the student enroliment did not 3:29:05 PM
ecre S trict will a ss this indicator :

12

: data to i mat in the ol district’s AFR result i total variance of [ess 3:29:05 PM
i than 3 percent of all expenditures by function? H

: Did the external independent auditor indicate the AFR was free of any instance(s) 3/25/2016
: of material noncompliance for grants, contracts, and laws related to local, state, i 1:59:57 PM
i or federal funds? (The AICPA defines material noncompliance.) :

14

15 : Didth ool district not receiv adjusted re ent schedule for more than 3/24/2016

: e fiscal year for a er allocati oundation School Program (FSP s as 4:27:15 PM
¢ aresult of ial hardship? {

hreshold ratio? (See ranges bel © 3:29:05PM |

: Did the comparison of Public Education Information Management System (PEIMS) 3/16/2016

1
Multiplier
Sum

10

10

10

100
Weighted

Sum

5
Multiplier

Sum

http://teadavwaylon.tea.state.tx.us/First/forms/District.aspx ?year=20 14 &district=069902
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i 100 Score

DETERMINATION OF RATING

P A Did the district answer 'No' to Indicators 1, 3, 4, 5, or 2.A? If so, the school district's rating is F for
{ . Substandard Achievement regardless of points earned.

B. Determine the rating by the applicable number of points. (Indicators 6-15)

A = Superior

B = Above Standard | 50-69

C = Meets Standard 31-49

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