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Name: COOPER 150(060902) Publication Level 1: 6/8/20094:39:05 PM 

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

Rating: Superior Achievement Last Updated: 8/25/2009 1:41:58 PM 

District Score: 84	 Passing Score: 55 

Indicator Description	 Updated Score 

Was The Tota! Fund Balance Less Reserved Fund 5/13/2009 Yes 

BalaD_c~. Greater "Lha.n Zero In "'(he GeneratFund? 1:25:10 PM 
..... "" .... " .. 

2 Was the Total Unrestricj:ed Net Asset Balance (~et of 5/13/2009 Yes 

AccreJion of Inter-est on CQpitfll Aporeciation Bonds)Jo. 1:25:11 PM 
the Govexnmental A5:J:iyities Column in the SJajement 
of Net Assets Greater than Zero? (If the District's ~ 

Year % Change tn Students ~as 10% more) 

3	 W_ere There N9 Disciosures.In The AnD!Jal Financtal 5/13/2009 Yes
 

Report And/Or Other Sources Of Information 1:25:11 PM
 
~oncerning Default On Bonded rnde_btedness
 
OQUgations?
 

4 Was The Annual Financial Report Filed Within One 5/13/2009 Yes 

!:'jonth After ~pvember 2,Zth or Janu.alY 28th De.adline 1:25:11 PM 

5 

6 

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

Was_There An U_nqy"alified Qpi!Jion in AnrU.Jal Financi<~J 

Reoort? 
5/13/2009 
1:25: 11 PM 

5/13/2009 

Yes 

Yes 

http://hancock. tea.state. tx.. usfFirst/forms/District.aspx?year=2007&district=060902 812812009 
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Instance(sJ Of Material W~_aknesses In Internal 
C'p.ntrols?: 

Page 2 of 5 

1:25: 11 PM 

5/13/2009 
1:25:12 PM 

8 

9 

Did the DisJr.t~ts Academic Rating Exceed Acad_E;!JJJlcAl!Y: 

LInaJ:J:J1R-ta ble7 

Was The Three-Year Average Percent Of Total Tax 
CQlLe_ctions (Includin9...-Delinquent) Gr~Clter Than 98%7 

Did The Comparison Of PEIMS Data To like 
Information In Annual Financial Report Result In An 
8ggregate Va_(i.a-o!=e Of Less Tha.o_3 Percent Qf 
.Expenditures Per Fund Ty"pe (Data R-t&litt Measure)? 

5/13/2009 
1:25:12 PM 

5/13/2009 
1:25:12 PM 

5/13/2009 
1:25:13 PM 

1 
Multiplier 
Sum 

5
 

5 

5 

410. Were Debt RelaJ~_d ExpenditU...Le.s_(Net Of IFA A.o.cjLOr 
_EDA_~Jlotment) < $259.00 Per Stude_nt? (If The 
District's Five~Year Percent_Change In Stu_d_ents = Or > 
7%, Or If P[QQerty Taxes Collected Per Penny Of Tax 

.E..ttQ.L~$_2_Q.Q,000 Per SJ!Jd_entJ 

11 Was There No Disclosure In The Annual Audit Report 
Qf Materiel..! Noncompliancel 

12 Did Thg! District Have Full Accreditation Status In 
Relation To Financial Management Practices? (e.g. No 
ConservatQLqr Monitor Assigl}g..QJ 

13 Was The Percent Of Operating Expenditures Expended 
For Instruction More Than 65%7 (Functions 11, 36. 93, 
95]_(p_hased in mLeLtbree years--,-5551!.o---.tor 200~-2_0_QZ;_ 

60% for 2_007~2008; and 65% for 2008-2009) 

14 '!fas The Percent Of Operating l;2c:penditures Expended 
For los.truction More_Than or eg!,laLto 65%7 (FuncUo_nj1! 

11, 12, 31./~~cnJ5J. 

15 Was The Aggregatg! Of Budgeted Expenditures A-O..d. 
Other Uses L§ss Than The Aggregate Of ToJal 
Revenues. Other Resources ancj Fund Balance In 

5/13/2009 
1:25:13 PM 

5/13/2009 
1:25:13 PM 

5/13/2009 
1:25:13 PM 

5/13/2009 
1:25:14 PM 

5/13/2009 
1:25:14 PM 

5 

5 

3 

3 

5 
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16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

General Fund? 

If The District's Aggregate Fund Balance In The 
g-eneral Fund And Capital Projects Fund Was Less Than 
Zero, WeLe Construction Projects AdequaJgly Financed? 
LTo Avoid Creating Or Adding To The Fund Balance 
Deficit Situatio1!l 

Was The 8-atio Of Cas~8[1~d Investment~.ToDeferred 
Revenues (Excluding Amount Egual To Net Delinquenj; 
Taxes Receivable) In The General Fund Greater Than 
Or Equal To_1: 1? (If Defe...rre,d Revenues Are ..less Than 
!'i~t Delinquent Taxes Receivable} 

Was The Administrative CosJ Ratio Less TMn The 
Threshold Ratio? 

Was The Ratio Of Students To Teachers Within the 
Ra....!!ges Shown BeJow According TQ District Size? 

Was The Ratio Of Students TQIotal Staff Within the 
R£nges Shown Below According To District Size? 

W~s The Total Fund Balance In Tb.e General cu.lJd More 
Than 50% And Less Than 150% Of Qptimum According 
To The Fund B~lance And Cash Flow Calculat.ion 
W.Qcksheet In The_8rmual Financia-'-R.~Rort? 

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 >~erating 

EXRenditures In The General Funci,Then District 
RecelY_es 5 Points) 

Was The Aggregate Total Of Cash And Investments In 
The.....G_eneral Fund Mpre Than $O? 

Were Investment Earnings In All Funds (Excluding 
De~LS_ervice Fund and_~_iJRital Proie_ct.s Fund) More 
Than i29_~e-,:.~tudent? 

Page 3 of5 

5/13/2009 5 
1:25:14 PM 

5/13/2009 5 
1:25:14 PM 

55/13/2009 
1:25:15 PM 

5/13/2009 5 
1:25:15 PM 

5/13/2009 5 
1:25:15 PM 

5/13/2009 5 
1:25:15 PM 

5/13/2009 5 
1:25:16 PM 

.." " ...! 

55/13/2009 
1:25:16 PM 

5/13/2009 4 
1:25: 16 PM 

84 

http;!/haneock.tea.state.tx.uslFirst/fonnsfDistrict.aspx?year=2007&district=060902 8/2812009 
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DETERMINATION OF RATING 

A.	 Did The District Answer 'No' To Indicators I, 2, 3 Or 47 OR Did The District 
Answer 'No' To Both 5 and 67 If So, The District's Rating Is Substandard 
Achievement. 

B,	 Determine Rating By Applicable Range For summation of the indicator scores 
(Indicators 7-24) 

Superior Achievement 

Above Standard Achievement 

Standard Achievement 

Substandard Achievement 

INDICATOR 19 & 20 RATIOS 

Indicator 19 Ranges for 
Ratios 

District Size - Number 
Low High

of Students Between
 

< 500
 7
 

500-999
 10
 

1000-4999 11.5
 

Weighted 
Sum 

1 

Multiplier 
Sum 

84 Score 

75~85 and Yes to indicator 7 

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

55-64 

<55	 or No to one default indicator 

Indicator 20 Ranges for 
Ratios 

District Size - Number 
High

of Students Between 
.. ... .. . . ....,.. . ...,. 

< 500 14 

500-999 14 

1000-4999 14 
...... " .... ,,; 

5000-9999 13 22 5000-9999	 6.8 14 
................... .. . ,............. , ••..........
 

=> 10000 13.5 22 => 10000 7.0 14 

http://haneock.tea.state.tx. us/Firstlfonns/District.aspx?year=2007&district=060902 8/28/2009 
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OPTIONS 

---' ---- ---' 
Suspension Reason. 

Audit Home Page: SchoQI Financial Audits I Send comments or suggestions to schoo!audlts@tea.state.tx.u.,i ..... "".__.._" ., .. ,., _•... _ ,.- ., , , _ _- __ _.,,---.. - .............•., ." •.. ,-_ _...............•...,,- . ... ,." _- __ .
 
THE TEXAS EDUCATION AGENCY
 

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