(Dated: February 28, 2024)

The following is to be included in the main body of all offering documents for debt
guaranteed by the Permanent School Fund:

THE PERMANENT SCHOOL FUND GUARANTEE PROGRAM

Subject to satisfying certain conditions, the payment of the Bonds will be guaranteed by the corpus
of the Permanent School Fund of the State of Texas. In the event of default, registered owners will
receive all payments due on the Bonds from the Permanent School Fund, and the Charter District
Bond Guarantee Reserve would be the first source to pay debt service if a charter school was
unable to make such payment. See “Appendix [ ] — THE PERMANENT SCHOOL FUND
GUARANTEE PROGRAM” for pertinent information regarding the Permanent School Fund
Guarantee Program. The disclosure regarding the Permanent School Fund Guarantee Program in
Appendix [ ] is incorporated herein and made a part hereof for all purposes.

The following is to be included as an appendix to all offering documents on debt
guaranteed by the Permanent School Fund:

APPENDIX
The following is incorporated into the offering document to which it is attached.
THE PERMANENT SCHOOL FUND GUARANTEE PROGRAM

This disclosure statement provides information relating to the program (the “Guarantee Program™)
administered by the Texas Education Agency (the “TEA”) with respect to the Texas Permanent
School Fund guarantee of tax-supported bonds issued by Texas school districts and the guarantee
of revenue bonds issued by or for the benefit of Texas charter districts. The Guarantee Program
was authorized by an amendment to the Texas Constitution in 1983 and is governed by Subchapter
C of Chapter 45 of the Texas Education Code, as amended (the “Act”). While the Guarantee
Program applies to bonds issued by or for both school districts and charter districts, as described
below, the Act and the program rules for the two types of districts have some distinctions. For
convenience of description and reference, those aspects of the Guarantee Program that are
applicable to school district bonds and to charter district bonds are referred to herein as the “School
District Bond Guarantee Program” and the “Charter District Bond Guarantee Program,”
respectively.

Some of the information contained in this Section may include projections or other forward-
looking statements regarding future events or the future financial performance of the Texas
Permanent School Fund (the “PSF” or the “Fund”). Actual results may differ materially from those
contained in any such projections or forward-looking statements.

During the 87th Regular Session of the Texas Legislature (the “87™ Regular Session”), which
concluded on May 31, 2021, Senate Bill 1232 (“SB 1232”) was enacted and became effective on
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September 1, 2021. SB 1232 provided for a variety of changes to the operations and management
of the Fund, including the creation of the Permanent School Fund Corporation (the “PSF
Corporation”), and the delegation of responsibility to manage the portion of the Fund previously
under the management supervision of the State Board of Education (the “SBOE”) to the PSF
Corporation. SB 1232 also required changes with respect to the management of certain investments
previously made at the discretion of the Texas School Land Board (the “SLB”), including limiting
the types of investments that may be made by the SLB and mandating the transfer of cash and
certain other investment properties from the SLB to the PSF Corporation.

The regular session of the 88th Texas Legislature (the “Legislature”) was held from January 10,
2023, to May 29, 2023. As of the date of this disclosure, there have been four special sessions held,
with the fourth special session ending December 5, 2023. The Texas Governor may call one or
more additional special sessions. During this time, the Legislature may enact laws that materially
change current law as it relates to the Guarantee Program, the TEA, the SBOE, the Act, the PSF
Corporation, and Texas school finance generally. No representation is made regarding any actions
the Legislature has taken or may take, but the TEA, SBOE, and PSF Corporation monitor and
analyze legislation for any developments applicable thereto.

History and Purpose

The PSF supports the State’s public school system in two major ways: distributions to the
constitutionally established Available School Fund (the “ASF”), as described below, and the
guarantee of school district and charter district issued bonds through the Guarantee Program. The
PSF was created in 1845 and received its first significant funding with a $2,000,000 appropriation
by the Legislature in 1854 expressly for the benefit of the public schools of Texas, with the sole
purpose of assisting in the funding of public education for present and future generations. The
Constitution of 1876 described that the PSF would be “permanent,” and stipulated that certain
lands and all proceeds from the sale of these lands should also constitute the PSF. Additional acts
later gave more public domain land and rights to the PSF. In 1953, the U.S. Congress passed the
Submerged Lands Act that relinquished to coastal states all rights of the U.S. navigable waters
within state boundaries. If the State, by law, had set a larger boundary prior to or at the time of
admission to the Union, or if the boundary had been approved by Congress, then the larger
boundary applied. After three years of litigation (1957-1960), the U.S. Supreme Court on May 31,
1960, affirmed Texas’ historic three marine leagues (10.35 miles) seaward boundary. Texas proved
its submerged lands property rights to three leagues into the Gulf of Mexico by citing historic laws
and treaties dating back to 1836. All lands lying within that limit belong to the PSF. The proceeds
from the sale and the mineral-related rental of these lands, including bonuses, delay rentals and
royalty payments, become the corpus of the Fund. Prior to the approval by the voters of the State
of an amendment to the constitutional provision under which the Fund was established and
administered, which occurred on September 13, 2003 (the “Total Return Constitutional
Amendment”), and which is further described below, only the income produced by the PSF could
be used to complement taxes in financing public education, which primarily consisted of income
from securities, capital gains from securities transactions, and royalties from the sale of oil and
natural gas. The Total Return Constitutional Amendment provides that interest and dividends
produced by Fund investments will be additional revenue to the PSF.
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On November 8, 1983, the voters of the State approved a constitutional amendment that provides
for the guarantee by the PSF of bonds issued by school districts. On approval by the State
Commissioner of Education (the “Education Commissioner”), bonds properly issued by a school
district are fully guaranteed by the PSF. See “The School District Bond Guarantee Program.”

In 2011, legislation was enacted that established the Charter District Bond Guarantee Program as
a new component of the Guarantee Program. That legislation authorized the use of the PSF to
guarantee revenue bonds issued by or for the benefit of certain open-enrollment charter schools
that are designated as “charter districts” by the Education Commissioner. On approval by the
Education Commissioner, bonds properly issued by a charter district participating in the Guarantee
Program are fully guaranteed by the PSF. The Charter District Bond Guarantee Program became
effective on March 3, 2014. See “The Charter District Bond Guarantee Program.”

State law also permits charter schools to be chartered and operated by school districts and other
political subdivisions, but bond financing of facilities for school district-operated charter schools
is subject to the School District Bond Guarantee Program, not the Charter District Bond Guarantee
Program.

While the School District Bond Guarantee Program and the Charter District Bond Guarantee
Program relate to different types of bonds issued for different types of Texas public schools, and
have different program regulations and requirements, a bond guaranteed under either part of the
Guarantee Program has the same effect with respect to the guarantee obligation of the Fund thereto,
and all guaranteed bonds are aggregated for purposes of determining the capacity of the Guarantee
Program (see “Capacity Limits for the Guarantee Program™). The Charter District Bond Guarantee
Program as enacted by State law has not been reviewed by any court, nor has the Texas Attorney
General (the “Attorney General”) been requested to issue an opinion, with respect to its
constitutional validity.

Audited financial information for the PSF is provided annually through the PSF Corporation’s
Annual Comprehensive Financial Report (the “Annual Report™), which is filed with the Municipal
Securities Rulemaking Board (“MSRB”). Due to the establishment of the PSF Corporation, the
most recent financial statements include several restatements related thereto. The SLB’s land and
real assets investment operations, which are part of the PSF as described below, are also included
in the annual financial report of the Texas General Land Office (the “GLO”) that is included in the
annual comprehensive report of the State of Texas. The Annual Report includes the Message of
the Chief Executive Officer of the PSF Corporation (the “Message”) and the Management’s
Discussion and Analysis (“MD&A”). The Annual Report for the year ended August 31, 2023, as
filed with the MSRB in accordance with the PSF undertaking and agreement made in accordance
with Rule 15¢2-12 (“Rule 15¢2-12”) of the United States Securities and Exchange Commission
(the “SEC”), as described below, is hereby incorporated by reference into this disclosure.
Information included herein for the year ended August 31, 2023, is derived from the audited
financial statements of the PSF, which are included in the Annual Report as it is filed and posted.
Reference is made to the Annual Report for the complete Message and MD&A for the year ended
August 31, 2023, and for a description of the financial results of the PSF for the year ended August

3



31, 2023, the most recent year for which audited financial information regarding the Fund is
available. The 2023 Annual Report speaks only as of its date and the TEA has not obligated itself
to update the 2023 Annual Report or any other Annual Report. The PSF Corporation posts (i) each
Annual Report, which includes statistical data regarding the Fund as of the close of each fiscal
year, (i1) the most recent disclosure for the Guarantee Program, (iii) the PSF Corporation’s
Investment Policy Statement (the “IPS”), and (iv) monthly updates with respect to the capacity of
the Guarantee Program (collectively, the “Web Site Materials”) on the PSF Corporation’s web site
at https://texaspsf.org/bond-guarantee-program/ and with the MSRB at www.emma.msrb.org.
Such monthly updates regarding the Guarantee Program are also incorporated herein and made a
part hereof for all purposes. In addition to the Web Site Materials, the Fund is required to make
quarterly filings with the SEC under Section 13(f) of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934. Such
filings, which consist of a list of the Fund’s holdings of securities specified in Section 13(f),
including exchange-traded (e.g., NYSE) or NASDAQ-quoted stocks, equity options and warrants,
shares of closed-end investment companies and certain convertible debt securities, are available
from the SEC at www.sec.gov/edgar. A list of the Fund’s equity and fixed income holdings as of
August 31 of each year is posted to the PSF Corporation’s web site and filed with the MSRB. Such
list excludes holdings in the Fund’s securities lending program. Such list, as filed, is incorporated
herein and made a part hereof for all purposes.

Management and Administration of the Fund

The Texas Constitution and applicable statutes delegate to the SBOE and the PSF Corporation the
authority and responsibility for investment of the PSF’s financial assets. The SBOE consists of 15
members who are elected by territorial districts in the State to four-year terms of office. The PSF
Corporation is a special-purpose governmental corporation and instrumentality of the State entitled
to sovereign immunity, and is governed by a nine-member board of directors (the “PSFC Board”),
which consists of five members of the SBOE, the Land Commissioner, and three appointed
members who have substantial background and expertise in investments and asset management,
with one member being appointed by the Land Commissioner and the other two appointed by the
Governor with confirmation by the Senate.

The PSF’s non-financial real assets, including land, mineral and royalty interests, and individual
real estate holdings, are held by the GLO and managed by the SLB. The SLB is required to send
PSF mineral and royalty revenues to the PSF Corporation for investment, less amounts specified
by appropriation to be retained by the SLB.

The Texas Constitution provides that the Fund shall be managed though the exercise of the
judgment and care under the circumstances then prevailing which persons of ordinary prudence,
discretion, and intelligence exercise in the management of their own affairs, not in regard to
speculation, but in regard to the permanent disposition of their funds, considering the probable
income therefrom as well as the probable safety of their capital (the “Prudent Person Standard™).
In accordance with the Texas Constitution, the SBOE views the PSF as a perpetual endowment,
and the Fund is managed as an endowment fund with a long-term investment horizon. For a
detailed description of the PSFC Board’s investment objectives, as well as a description of the


www.sec.gov/edgar
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PSFC’s roles and responsibilities in managing and administering the fund, see the IPS (available
on the PSF Corporation’s website).

As described below, the Total Return Constitutional Amendment restricts the annual pay-out from
the Fund to both (i) 6% of the average of the market value of the Fund, excluding real property,
on the last day of each of the sixteen State fiscal quarters preceding the Regular Session of the
Legislature that begins before that State fiscal biennium, and (ii) the total-return on all investment
assets of the Fund over a rolling ten-year period.

By law, the Education Commissioner is appointed by the Governor, with Senate confirmation, and
assists the SBOE, but the Education Commissioner can neither be hired nor dismissed by the
SBOE. The PSF Corporation has also engaged outside counsel to advise it as to its duties with
respect to the Fund, including specific actions regarding the investment of the PSF to ensure
compliance with fiduciary standards, and to provide transactional advice in connection with the
investment of Fund assets in non-traditional investments. TEA’s General Counsel provides legal
advice to the SBOE but will not provide legal advice directly to the PSF Corporation.

The Total Return Constitutional Amendment shifted administrative costs of the Fund from the
ASF to the PSF, providing that expenses of managing the PSF are to be paid “by appropriation”
from the PSF. In January 2005, the Attorney General issued a legal opinion, Op. Tex. Att’y Gen.
No. GA-0293 (2005), stating that the Total Return Constitutional Amendment does not require the
SBOE to pay from such appropriated PSF funds the indirect management costs deducted from the
assets of a mutual fund or other investment company in which PSF funds have been invested.

The Act requires that the Education Commissioner prepare, and the SBOE approve, an annual
status report on the Guarantee Program (which is included in the Annual Report). The State
Auditor audits the financial statements of the PSF, which are separate from other financial
statements of the State. Additionally, not less than once each year, the PSFC Board must submit
an audit report to the Legislative Budget Board (“LBB”) regarding the operations of the PSF
Corporation. The PSF Corporation may contract with a certified public accountant or the State
Auditor to conduct an independent audit of the operations of the PSF Corporation, but such
authorization does not affect the State Auditor’s authority to conduct an audit of the PSF
Corporation in accordance with State laws.

With respect to the 2024-2025 State biennium, and for subsequent biennia, the PSF Corporation
is required to submit a legislative appropriations request (“LAR”) to the LBB and the Office of the
Governor that details a request for appropriation of funds to enable the PSF Corporation to carry
out its responsibilities for the investment management of the Fund. The requested funding, budget
structure, and riders are sufficient to fully support all operations of the PSF Corporation in state
fiscal years 2024 and 2025. As described therein, the LAR is designed to provide the PSF
Corporation with the ability to operate as a stand-alone state entity in the State budget while
retaining the flexibility to fulfill its fiduciary duty and provide oversight and transparency to the
Legislature and Governor.

The Total Return Constitutional Amendment
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The Total Return Constitutional Amendment requires that PSF distributions to the ASF be
determined using a “total-return-based” that provides that the total amount distributed from the
Fund to the ASF: (1) in each year of a State fiscal biennium must be an amount that is not more
than 6% of the average of the market value of the Fund, excluding real property (the “Distribution
Rate”), on the last day of each of the sixteen State fiscal quarters preceding the Regular Session of
the Legislature that begins before that State fiscal biennium, in accordance with the rate adopted
by: (a) a vote of two-thirds of the total membership of the SBOE, taken before the Regular Session
of the Legislature convenes or (b) the Legislature by general law or appropriation, if the SBOE
does not adopt a rate as provided by clause (a); and (2) over the ten-year period consisting of the
current State fiscal year and the nine preceding State fiscal years may not exceed the total return
on all investment assets of the Fund over the same ten-year period (the “Ten Year Total Return™).
In April 2009, the Attorney General issued a legal opinion, Op. Tex. Att’y Gen. No. GA-0707
(2009) (“GA-0707"), with regard to certain matters pertaining to the Distribution Rate and the
determination of the Ten Year Total Return. In GA-0707 the Attorney General opined, among
other advice, that (i) the Ten Year Total Return should be calculated on an annual basis, (ii) a
contingency plan adopted by the SBOE, to permit monthly transfers equal in aggregate to the
annual Distribution Rate to be halted and subsequently made up if such transfers temporarily
exceed the Ten Year Total Return, is not prohibited by State law, provided that such contingency
plan applies only within a fiscal year time basis, not on a biennium basis, and (iii) the amount
distributed from the Fund in a fiscal year may not exceed 6% of the average of the market value
of the Fund or the Ten Year Total Return. In accordance with GA-0707, in the event that the Ten
Year Total Return is exceeded during a fiscal year, transfers to the ASF will be halted. However,
if the Ten Year Total Return subsequently increases during that biennium, transfers may be
resumed, if the SBOE has provided for that contingency, and made in full during the remaining
period of the biennium, subject to the limit of 6% in any one fiscal year. Any shortfall in the
transfer that results from such events from one biennium may not be paid over to the ASF in a
subsequent biennium as the SBOE would make a separate payout determination for that
subsequent biennium.

In determining the Distribution Rate, the SBOE has adopted the goal of maximizing the amount
distributed from the Fund in a manner designed to preserve “intergenerational equity.” The
definition of intergenerational equity that the SBOE has generally followed is the maintenance of
purchasing power to ensure that endowment spending keeps pace with inflation, with the ultimate
goal being to ensure that current and future generations are given equal levels of purchasing power
in real terms. In making this determination, the SBOE takes into account various considerations,
and relies upon PSF Corporation and TEA staff and external investment consultants, which
undertake analysis for long-term projection periods that includes certain assumptions. Among the
assumptions used in the analysis are a projected rate of growth of student enrollment State-wide,
the projected contributions and expenses of the Fund, projected returns in the capital markets and
a projected inflation rate.

The Texas Constitution also provides authority to the GLO or another entity (described in statute
as the SLB or the PSF Corporation) that has responsibility for the management of revenues derived
from land or other properties of the PSF to determine whether to transfer an amount each year to
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the ASF from the revenue derived during the current year from such land or properties. The Texas
Constitution limits the maximum transfer to the ASF to $600 million in each year from the revenue
derived during that year from the PSF from the GLO, the SBOE or another entity to the extent
such entity has the responsibility for the management of revenues derived from such land or other
properties. Any amount transferred to the ASF pursuant to this constitutional provision is excluded
from the 6% Distribution Rate limitation applicable to SBOE transfers.

The following table shows amounts distributed to the ASF from the portions of the Fund
administered by the SBOE (the “PSF(SBOE)”), the PSF Corporation (the “PSF(CORP)”), and the
SLB (the “PSF(SLB)”).

Annual Distributions to the Available School Fund!

Fiscal Year Ending 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023?
PSF(CORP) Distribution $ - $ - 8 - 8 - $ - $ - $ - $ - s - $ 2,076
PSF(SBOE) Distribution 839 839 1,056 1,056 1,236 1,236 1,102 1,102 1,731 i

PSF(SLB) Distribution 0 0 0 0 0 300 600 600° 415 115
Per Student Distribution 175 173 215 212 247 306 347 341 432 440

! In millions of dollars. Source: Annual Report for year ended August 31, 2023.

2 Reflects the first fiscal year in which distributions were made by the PSF Corporation.

3 In September 2020, the SBOE approved a special, one-time transfer of $300 million from the portion of the PSF
managed by the SBOE to the portion of the PSF managed by the SLB, which amount is to be transferred to the ASF
by the SLB in fiscal year 2021. In approving the special transfer, the SBOE determined that the transfer was in the
best interest of the PSF due to the historic nature of the public health and economic circumstances resulting from the
COVID-19 pandemic and its impact on the school children of Texas.

In November 2022, the SBOE approved a $3.1 billion distribution to the ASF for State fiscal
biennium 2024-2025. In making its determination of the 2024-2025 Distribution Rate, the SBOE
took into account the announced planned distribution to the ASF by the SLB of $1.2 billion for the
biennium.

Efforts to achieve the intergenerational equity objective, as described above, result in changes in
the Distribution Rate for each biennial period. The following table sets forth the Distribution Rates
announced by the SBOE in the fall of each even-numbered year to be applicable for the following
biennium.

State Fiscal Biennium 2008-09 2010-11 2012-13 2014-15 2016-17 2018-19 2020-21 2022-23 2024-25
SBOE Distribution Rate'  3.5%  2.5% 42% 3.3% 3.5% 3.7% 2.974% 4.18% 3.32%’

"Includes only distributions made to the ASF by the SBOE; see the immediately preceding table for amounts of
direct SLB distributions to the ASF. In addition, the SLB approved transfers of $600 million per year directly to
the ASF for fiscal biennium 2024-25.

2 The distribution rate approved by the SBOE for fiscal biennium 2024-25 was based on a number of assumptions,
including a mid- to long-term expected return rate for the Fund of 6.35% and a rate of inflation measured by the
consumer price index of 2.70% according to the policy adopted by the SBOE in June 2022.




PSF Corporation Strategic Asset Allocation

The PSFC Board sets the asset allocation policy for the Fund, including determining the available
asset classes for investment and approving target percentages and ranges for allocation to each
asset class, with the goal of delivering a long-term risk adjusted return through all economic and
market environments. Effective January 1, 2023, the IPS includes a combined asset allocation for
all Fund assets (consisting of assets transferred for management to the PSF Corporation from the
SBOE and the SLB). The IPS provides that the Fund’s investment objectives are as follows:

» Generate distributions for the benefit of public schools in Texas;

* Maintain the purchasing power of the Fund, after spending and inflation, in order to
maintain intergenerational equity with respect to distributions from the Fund,

* Provide a maximum level of return consistent with prudent risk levels, while maintaining
sufficient liquidity needed to support Fund obligations; and

» Maintain a AAA credit rating, as assigned by a nationally recognized securities rating
organization.

The table below sets forth the current asset allocation of the Fund that was adopted February 2024
(which is subject to change from time to time):

Strategic Asset Runsy

Asset Class Allocation Min Max

Cash 2.0% 0.0% 7.0%
Core Bonds 10.0% 5.0% 15.0%
High Yield 2.0% 0.0% 7.0%
Bank Loans 4.0% 0.0% 9.0%
Treasury Inflation Protected Securities 2.0% 0.0% 7.0%
Large Cap Equity 14.0% 9.0% 19.0%
Small/Mid-Cap Equity 6.0% 1.0% 11.0%
Non-US Developed Equity 7.0% 2.0% 12.0%
Absolute Return 3.0% 0.0% 8.0%
Real Estate 12.0% 7.0% 17.0%
Private Equity 20.0% 10.0% 30.0%
Private Credit 8.0% 3.0% 13.0%
Natural Resources 5.0% 0.0% 10.0%
Infrastructure 5.0% 0.0% 10.0%

The table below sets forth the comparative investments of the PSF for the fiscal years ending
August 31, 2022 and 2023, as set forth in the Annual Report for the 2023 fiscal year. As of January
1, 2023, the assets of the PSF(SBOE) and the PSF (SLB) were generally combined (referred to
herein as the PSF(CORP)) for investment management and accounting purposes.

Comparative Investment Schedule — PSF(CORP)

Fair Value (in millions) August 31, 2023 and 2022




Amount of

August 31, August 31, Increase Percent
ASSET CLASS 2023 2022 (Decrease) Change
EQUITY
Domestic Small Cap $2,975.1 $2,858.4 $116.7 4.1%
Domestic Large Cap 7.896.5 6.402.1 1.494.4 23.3%
Total Domestic Equity 10,871.6 9,260.5 1,611.1 17.4%
International Equity 7.945.5 7.197.9 747.6 10.4%
TOTAL EQUITY 18,817.1 16,458. 2,358.7 14.3%
FIXED INCOME
Domestic Fixed Income 5,563.7 5,867.5 (303.8) -5.2%
U.S. Treasuries 937.5 1,140.2 (202.7) -17.8%
High Yield Bonds 1,231.6 1,142.5 89.1 7.8%
Emerging Market Debt 869.7 1,190.9 (321.2) -27.0%
TOTAL FIXED INCOME 8,602.5 9,341.1 (738.6) -7.9%

ALTERNATIVE INVESTMENTS

Absolute Return 3,175.8 2,932.3 243.5 8.3%
Real Estate 6,525.2 6,286.9 2383 3.8%
Private Equity 8,400.7 7,933.1 467.6 5.9%
Emerging Manager

Program 134.5 299 104.6 349.8%
Real Return 1,663.7 1,620.3 43.4 2.7%
Real Assets 4,712.1 4,341.3 370.8 8.5%
TOT ALT INVESTMENTS 24,612.0 23,143.8 1,468.2 6.3%
UNALLOCATED CASH 348.2 231.7 116.5 50.3%
TOTAL PSF(CORP)

INVESTMENTS $52,379.8 $49,175.0 $3,204.8 6.5%

Source: Annual Report for year ended August 31, 2023.
The table below sets forth the investments of the PSF(SLB) for the year ended August 31, 2023.
Investment Schedule - PSF(SLB)!

Fair Value (in millions) August 31, 2023

As of
8-31-23
Investment Type
Investments in Real Assets
Sovereign Lands $276.14
Discretionary Internal Investments 264.32
Other Lands 167.97
Minerals ®-® 5.435.62 ©
Total Investments® 6,144.05
Cash in State Treasury © 508.38
Total Investments & Cash in State $ 6.652.44
Treasury

! Unaudited figures from Table 5 in the FY 2023 Unaudited Annual Financial Report of the Texas General Land
Office and Veterans Land Board.
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2 Historical Cost of investments at August 31, 2023 was: Sovereign Lands $838,776.71; Discretionary Internal
Investments $129,728,504.04; Other Lands $38,241,863.70; and Minerals $13,437,063.73.

3 Includes an estimated 1,000,000.00 acres in freshwater rivers.

4 Includes an estimated 1,747,600.00 in excess acreage.

5 Cash in State Treasury is managed by the Treasury Operations Division of the Comptroller of Public Accounts of
the State of Texas.

® Future Net Revenues discounted at 10% and then adjusted for risk factors. A mineral reserve report is prepared
annually by external third-party petroleum engineers.

The asset allocation of the Fund’s financial assets portfolio is subject to change by the PSF
Corporation from time to time based upon a number of factors, including recommendations to the
PSF Corporation made by internal investment staff and external consultants. Fund performance
may also be affected by factors other than asset allocation, including, without limitation, the
general performance of the securities markets and other capital markets in the United States and
abroad, which may be affected by different levels of economic activity; decisions of political
officeholders; significant adverse weather events; development of hostilities in and among nations;
cybersecurity threats and events; changes in international trade policies or practices; application
of the Prudent Person Standard, which may eliminate certain investment opportunities for the
Fund; management fees paid to external managers and embedded management fees for some fund
investments; and PSF operational limitations impacted by Texas law or legislative appropriation.
The Guarantee Program could also be impacted by changes in State or federal law or regulations
or the implementation of new accounting standards.

The School District Bond Guarantee Program

The School District Bond Guarantee Program requires an application be made by a school district
to the Education Commissioner for a guarantee of its bonds. If the conditions for the School
District Bond Guarantee Program are satisfied, the guarantee becomes effective upon approval of
the bonds by the Attorney General and remains in effect until the guaranteed bonds are paid or
defeased, by a refunding or otherwise.

In the event of default, holders of guaranteed school district bonds will receive all payments due
from the corpus of the PSF. Following a determination that a school district will be or is unable to
pay maturing or matured principal or interest on any guaranteed bond, the Act requires the school
district to notify the Education Commissioner not later than the fifth day before the stated maturity
date of such bond or interest payment. Immediately following receipt of such notice, the Education
Commissioner must cause to be transferred from the appropriate account in the PSF to the Paying
Agent/Registrar an amount necessary to pay the maturing or matured principal and interest. Upon
receipt of funds for payment of such principal or interest, the Paying Agent/Registrar must pay the
amount due and forward the canceled bond or evidence of payment of the interest to the State
Comptroller of Public Accounts (the “Comptroller”). The Education Commissioner will instruct
the Comptroller to withhold the amount paid, plus interest, from the first State money payable to
the school district. The amount withheld pursuant to this funding “intercept” feature will be
deposited to the credit of the PSF. The Comptroller must hold such canceled bond or evidence of
payment of the interest on behalf of the PSF. Following full reimbursement of such payment by
the school district to the PSF with interest, the Comptroller will cancel the bond or evidence of
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payment of the interest and forward it to the school district. The Act permits the Education
Commissioner to order a school district to set a tax rate sufficient to reimburse the PSF for any
payments made with respect to guaranteed bonds, and also sufficient to pay future payments on
guaranteed bonds, and provides certain enforcement mechanisms to the Education Commissioner,
including the appointment of a board of managers or annexation of a defaulting school district to
another school district.

If a school district fails to pay principal or interest on a bond as it is stated to mature, other amounts
not due and payable are not accelerated and do not become due and payable by virtue of the
district’s default. The School District Bond Guarantee Program does not apply to the payment of
principal and interest upon redemption of bonds, except upon mandatory sinking fund redemption,
and does not apply to the obligation, if any, of a school district to pay a redemption premium on
its guaranteed bonds. The guarantee applies to all matured interest on guaranteed school district
bonds, whether the bonds were issued with a fixed or variable interest rate and whether the interest
rate changes as a result of an interest reset provision or other bond order provision requiring an
interest rate change. The guarantee does not extend to any obligation of a school district under any
agreement with a third party relating to guaranteed bonds that is defined or described in State law
as a “bond enhancement agreement” or a “credit agreement,” unless the right to payment of such
third party is directly as a result of such third party being a bondholder.

In the event that two or more payments are made from the PSF on behalf of a district, the Education
Commissioner shall request the Attorney General to institute legal action to compel the district
and its officers, agents and employees to comply with the duties required of them by law in respect
to the payment of guaranteed bonds.

Generally, the regulations that govern the School District Bond Guarantee Program (the “SDBGP
Rules™) limit guarantees to certain types of notes and bonds, including, with respect to refunding
bonds issued by school districts, a requirement that the bonds produce debt service savings. The
SDBGP Rules include certain accreditation criteria for districts applying for a guarantee of their
bonds, and limit guarantees to districts that have less than the amount of annual debt service per
average daily attendance that represents the 90th percentile of annual debt service per average
daily attendance for all school districts, but such limitation will not apply to school districts that
have enrollment growth of at least 25% over the previous five school years. As noted, above, in
connection with the Regulatory Recodification, the SDBGP Rules are now codified in the Texas
Administrative Code at 19 TAC section 33.6 and are available at https://tea.texas.gov/finance-and-
grants/state-funding/facilities-funding-and-standards/bond-guarantee-program.

The Charter District Bond Guarantee Program

The Charter District Bond Guarantee Program became effective March 3, 2014. The SBOE
published final regulations in the Texas Register that provide for the administration of the Charter
District Bond Guarantee Program (the “CDBGP Rules”). As noted, above, in connection with the
Regulatory Recodification, the CDBGP Rules are now codified at 19 TAC section 33.7 and are
available at https://tea.texas.gov/finance-and-grants/state-funding/facilities-funding-and-
standards/bond-guarantee-program.
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The Charter District Bond Guarantee Program has been authorized through the enactment of
amendments to the Act, which provide that a charter holder may make application to the Education
Commissioner for designation as a “charter district” and for a guarantee by the PSF under the Act
of bonds issued on behalf of a charter district by a non-profit corporation. If the conditions for the
Charter District Bond Guarantee Program are satisfied, the guarantee becomes effective upon
approval of the bonds by the Attorney General and remains in effect until the guaranteed bonds
are paid or defeased, by a refunding or otherwise.

Pursuant to the CDBGP Rules, the Education Commissioner annually determines the ratio of
charter district students to total public school students, for the 2024 fiscal year, the ratio is 7.69%.
At February 26, 2024, there were 186 active open-enrollment charter schools in the State and there
were 1,128 charter school campuses authorized under such charters, though as of such date, 212
of such campuses are not currently serving students for various reasons; therefore, there are 916
charter school campuses actively serving students in Texas. Section 12.101, Texas Education
Code, limits the number of charters that the Education Commissioner may grant to a total number
of 305 charters. While legislation limits the number of charters that may be granted, it does not
limit the number of campuses that may operate under a particular charter. For information
regarding the capacity of the Guarantee Program, see “Capacity Limits for the Guarantee
Program.” The Act provides that the Education Commissioner may not approve the guarantee of
refunding or refinanced bonds under the Charter District Bond Guarantee Program in a total
amount that exceeds one-half of the total amount available for the guarantee of charter district
bonds under the Charter District Bond Guarantee Program.

In accordance with the Act, the Education Commissioner may not approve charter district bonds
for guarantee if such guarantees will result in lower bond ratings for public school district bonds
that are guaranteed under the School District Bond Guarantee Program. To be eligible for a
guarantee, the Act provides that a charter district’s bonds must be approved by the Attorney
General, have an unenhanced investment grade rating from a nationally recognized investment
rating firm, and satisfy a limited investigation conducted by the TEA.

The Charter District Bond Guarantee Program does not apply to the payment of principal and
interest upon redemption of bonds, except upon mandatory sinking fund redemption, and does not
apply to the obligation, if any, of a charter district to pay a redemption premium on its guaranteed
bonds. The guarantee applies to all matured interest on guaranteed charter district bonds, whether
the bonds were issued with a fixed or variable interest rate and whether the interest rate changes
as a result of an interest reset provision or other bond resolution provision requiring an interest rate
change. The guarantee does not extend to any obligation of a charter district under any agreement
with a third party relating to guaranteed bonds that is defined or described in State law as a “bond
enhancement agreement” or a “credit agreement,” unless the right to payment of such third party
is directly as a result of such third party being a bondholder.

In the event of default, holders of guaranteed charter district bonds will receive all payments due
from the corpus of the PSF. Following a determination that a charter district will be or is unable to
pay maturing or matured principal or interest on any guaranteed bond, the Act requires a charter
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district to notify the Education Commissioner not later than the fifth day before the stated maturity
date of such bond or interest payment and provides that immediately following receipt of notice
that a charter district will be or is unable to pay maturing or matured principal or interest on a
guaranteed bond, the Education Commissioner is required to instruct the Comptroller to transfer
from the Charter District Reserve Fund to the district's paying agent an amount necessary to pay
the maturing or matured principal or interest. If money in the Charter District Reserve Fund is
insufficient to pay the amount due on a bond for which a notice of default has been received, the
Education Commissioner is required to instruct the Comptroller to transfer from the PSF to the
district’s paying agent the amount necessary to pay the balance of the unpaid maturing or matured
principal or interest. If a total of two or more payments are made under the Charter District Bond
Guarantee Program on charter district bonds and the Education Commissioner determines that the
charter district is acting in bad faith under the program, the Education Commissioner may request
the Attorney General to institute appropriate legal action to compel the charter district and its
officers, agents, and employees to comply with the duties required of them by law in regard to the
guaranteed bonds. As is the case with the School District Bond Guarantee Program, the Act
provides a funding “intercept” feature that obligates the Education Commissioner to instruct the
Comptroller to withhold the amount paid with respect to the Charter District Bond Guarantee
Program, plus interest, from the first State money payable to a charter district that fails to make a
guaranteed payment on its bonds. The amount withheld will be deposited, first, to the credit of the
PSF, and then to restore any amount drawn from the Charter District Reserve Fund as a result of
the non-payment.

The CDBGP Rules provide that the PSF may be used to guarantee bonds issued for the acquisition,
construction, repair, or renovation of an educational facility for an open-enrollment charter holder
and equipping real property of an open-enrollment charter school and/or to refinance promissory
notes executed by an open-enrollment charter school, each in an amount in excess of $500,000 the
proceeds of which loans were used for a purpose described above (so-called new money bonds) or
for refinancing bonds previously issued for the charter school that were approved by the Attorney
General (so-called refunding bonds). Refunding bonds may not be guaranteed under the Charter
District Bond Guarantee Program if they do not result in a present value savings to the charter
holder.

The CDBGP Rules provide that an open-enrollment charter holder applying for charter district
designation and a guarantee of its bonds under the Charter District Bond Guarantee Program
satisfy various provisions of the regulations, including the following: It must (i) have operated at
least one open-enrollment charter school with enrolled students in the State for at least three years;
(1) agree that the bonded indebtedness for which the guarantee is sought will be undertaken as an
obligation of all entities under common control of the open-enrollment charter holder, and that all
such entities will be liable for the obligation if the open-enrollment charter holder defaults on the
bonded indebtedness, provided, however, that an entity that does not operate a charter school in
Texas is subject to this provision only to the extent it has received state funds from the open-
enrollment charter holder; (ii1) have had completed for the past three years an audit for each such
year that included unqualified or unmodified audit opinions; and (iv) have received an investment
grade credit rating within the last year. Upon receipt of an application for guarantee under the
Charter District Bond Guarantee Program, the Education Commissioner is required to conduct an
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investigation into the financial status of the applicant charter district and of the accreditation status
of all open-enrollment charter schools operated under the charter, within the scope set forth in the
CDBGP Rules. Such financial investigation must establish that an applying charter district has a
historical debt service coverage ratio, based on annual debt service, of at least 1.1 for the most
recently completed fiscal year, and a projected debt service coverage ratio, based on projected
revenues and expenses and maximum annual debt service, of at least 1.2. The failure of an open-
enrollment charter holder to comply with the Act or the applicable regulations, including by
making any material misrepresentations in the charter holder’s application for charter district
designation or guarantee under the Charter District Bond Guarantee Program, constitutes a
material violation of the open-enrollment charter holder’s charter.

From time to time, TEA has limited new guarantees under the Charter District Bond Guarantee
Program to conform to capacity limits specified by the Act. The Charter District Bond Guarantee
Program Capacity (the “CDBGP Capacity”) is made available from the capacity of the Guarantee
Program but is not reserved exclusively for the Charter District Bond Guarantee Program. See
“Capacity Limits for the Guarantee Program.” Other factors that could increase the CDBGP
Capacity include Fund investment performance, future increases in the Guarantee Program
multiplier, changes in State law that govern the calculation of the CDBGP Capacity, as described
below, changes in State or federal law or regulations related to the Guarantee Program limit,
growth in the relative percentage of students enrolled in open-enrollment charter schools to the
total State scholastic census, legislative and administrative changes in funding for charter districts,
changes in level of school district or charter district participation in the Guarantee Program, or a
combination of such circumstances.

Capacity Limits for the Guarantee Program

The capacity of the Fund to guarantee bonds under the Guarantee Program is limited to the lesser
of that imposed by State law (the “State Capacity Limit”) and that imposed by regulations and a
notice issued by the IRS (the “IRS Limit”, with the limit in effect at any given time being the
“Capacity Limit”). From 2005 through 2009, the Guarantee Program twice reached capacity under
the IRS Limit, and in each instance the Guarantee Program was closed to new bond guarantee
applications until relief was obtained from the IRS. The most recent closure of the Guarantee
Program commenced in March 2009 and the Guarantee Program reopened in February 2010 after
the IRS updated regulations relating to the PSF and similar funds.

Prior to 2007, various legislation was enacted modifying the calculation of the State Capacity limit;
however, in 2007, Senate Bill 389 (“SB 389”) was enacted, providing for increases in the capacity
of the Guarantee Program, and specifically providing that the SBOE may by rule increase the
capacity of the Guarantee Program from two and one-half times the cost value of the PSF to an
amount not to exceed five times the cost value of the PSF, provided that the increased limit does
not violate federal law and regulations and does not prevent bonds guaranteed by the Guarantee
Program from receiving the highest available credit rating, as determined by the SBOE. SB 389
further provided that the SBOE shall at least annually consider whether to change the capacity of
the Guarantee Program. Additionally, on May 21, 2010, the SBOE modified the SDBGP Rules,
and increased the State Capacity Limit to an amount equal to three times the cost value of the PSF.
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Such modified regulations, including the revised capacity rule, became effective on July 1, 2010.
The SDBGP Rules provide that the Education Commissioner will estimate the available capacity
of the PSF each month and may increase or reduce the State Capacity Limit multiplier to prudently
manage fund capacity and maintain the AAA credit rating of the Guarantee Program but also
provide that any changes to the multiplier made by the Education Commissioner are to be ratified
or rejected by the SBOE at the next meeting following the change. See “Valuation of the PSF and
Guaranteed Bonds” below.

Since September 2015, the SBOE has periodically voted to change the capacity multiplier as
shown in the following table.

Changes in SBOE-determined multiplier for State Capacity Limit

Date Multiplier
Prior to May 2010 2.50
May 2010 3.00
September 2015 3.25
February 2017 3.50
September 2017 3.75
February 2018 (current) 3.50

Since December 16, 2009, the IRS Limit was a static limit set at 500% of the total cost value of
the assets held by the PSF as of December 16, 2009; however, on May 10, 2023, the IRS released
Notice 2023-39 (the “IRS Notice”), stating that the IRS would issue regulations amending the
existing regulations to amend the calculation of the IRS limit to 500% of the total cost value of
assets held by the PSF as of the date of sale of new bonds, effective as of May 10, 2023.

The IRS Notice changed the IRS Limit from a static limit to a dynamic limit for the Guarantee
Program based upon the cost value of Fund assets, multiplied by five. As of December 31, 2023
the cost value of the Guarantee Program was $44,034,322,531 (unaudited), thereby producing an
IRS Limit of $220,171,612,655 in principal amount of guaranteed bonds outstanding.

As of December 31, 2023, the estimated State Capacity Limit is $154,120,128,859, which is lower
than the IRS Limit, making the State Capacity Limit the current Capacity Limit for the Fund.

Since July 1991, when the SBOE amended the Guarantee Program Rules to broaden the range of
bonds that are eligible for guarantee under the Guarantee Program to encompass most Texas school
district bonds, the principal amount of bonds guaranteed under the Guarantee Program has
increased sharply. In addition, in recent years a number of factors have caused an increase in the
amount of bonds issued by school districts in the State. See the table “Permanent School Fund
Guaranteed Bonds” below. Effective March 1, 2023, the Act provides that the SBOE may establish
a percentage of the Capacity Limit to be reserved from use in guaranteeing bonds (the “Capacity
Reserve”). The SDBGP Rules provide for a maximum Capacity Reserve for the overall Guarantee
Program of 5% and provide that the amount of the Capacity Reserve may be increased or decreased
by a majority vote of the SBOE based on changes in the cost value, asset allocation, and risk in
the portfolio, or may be increased or decreased by the Education Commissioner as necessary to
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prudently manage fund capacity and preserve the AAA credit rating of the Guarantee Program
(subject to ratification or rejection by the SBOE at the next meeting for which an item can be
posted). The CDBGP Rules provide for an additional reserve of CDBGP Capacity determined by
calculating an equal percentage as established by the SBOE for the Capacity Reserve, applied to
the CDBGP Capacity. Effective March 1, 2023, the Capacity Reserve is 0.25%. The Capacity
Reserve is noted in the monthly updates with respect to the capacity of the Guarantee Program on
the PSF Corporation’s web site at https://texaspsf.org/monthly-disclosures/, which are also filed
with the MSRB.

Based upon historical performance of the Fund, the legal restrictions relating to the amount of
bonds that may be guaranteed has generally resulted in a lower ratio of guaranteed bonds to
available assets as compared to many other types of credit enhancements that may be available for
Texas school district bonds and charter district bonds. However, the ratio of Fund assets to
guaranteed bonds and the growth of the Fund in general could be adversely affected by a number
of factors, including Fund investment performance, investment objectives of the Fund, an increase
in bond issues by school districts in the State or legal restrictions on the Fund, changes in State
laws that implement funding decisions for school districts and charter districts, which could
adversely affect the credit quality of those districts, the implementation of the Charter District
Bond Guarantee Program, or significant changes in distributions to the ASF. The issuance of the
IRS Notice and the Final IRS Regulations resulted in a substantial increase in the amount of bonds
guaranteed under the Guarantee Program.

No representation is made as to how the capacity will remain available, and the capacity of the
Guarantee Program is subject to change due to a number of factors, including changes in bond
issuance volume throughout the State and some bonds receiving guarantee approvals may not
close. If the amount of guaranteed bonds approaches the State Capacity Limit, the SBOE or
Education Commissioner may increase the State Capacity Limit multiplier as discussed above.

2017 Legislative Changes to the Charter District Bond Guarantee Program

The CDBGP Capacity is established by the Act. During the 85th Texas Legislature, which
concluded on May 29, 2017, Senate Bill 1480 (“SB 1480”) was enacted. SB 1480 amended the
Act to modify how the CDBGP Capacity is established effective as of September 1, 2017, and
made other substantive changes to the Charter District Bond Guarantee Program. Prior to the
enactment of SB 1480, the CDBGP Capacity was calculated as the Capacity Limit less the amount
of outstanding bond guarantees under the Guarantee Program multiplied by the percentage of
charter district scholastic population relative to the total public school scholastic population. SB
1480 amended the CDBGP Capacity calculation so that the Capacity Limit is multiplied by the
percentage of charter district scholastic population relative to the total public school scholastic

population prior to the subtraction of the outstanding bond guarantees, thereby increasing the
CDBGP Capacity.

The percentage of the charter district scholastic population to the overall public school scholastic
population has grown from 3.53% in September 2012 to 7.69% in February 2024. TEA is unable
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to predict how the ratio of charter district students to the total State scholastic population will
change over time.

In addition to modifying the manner of determining the CDBGP Capacity, SB 1480 provided that
the Education Commissioner’s investigation of a charter district application for guarantee may
include an evaluation of whether the charter district bond security documents provide a security
interest in real property pledged as collateral for the bond and the repayment obligation under the
proposed guarantee. The Education Commissioner may decline to approve the application if the
Education Commissioner determines that sufficient security is not provided. The Act and the
CDBGP Rules also require the Education Commissioner to make an investigation of the
accreditation status and financial status for a charter district applying for a bond guarantee.

Since the initial authorization of the Charter District Bond Guarantee Program, the Act has
established a bond guarantee reserve fund in the State treasury (the “Charter District Reserve
Fund”). Formerly, the Act provided that each charter district that has a bond guaranteed must
annually remit to the Education Commissioner, for deposit in the Charter District Reserve Fund,
an amount equal to 10% of the savings to the charter district that is a result of the lower interest
rate on its bonds due to the guarantee by the PSF. SB 1480 modified the Act insofar as it pertains
to the Charter District Reserve Fund. Effective September 1, 2017, the Act provides that a charter
district that has a bond guaranteed must remit to the Education Commissioner, for deposit in the
Charter District Reserve Fund, an amount equal to 20% of the savings to the charter district that is
a result of the lower interest rate on the bond due to the guarantee by the PSF. The amount due
shall be paid on receipt by the charter district of the bond proceeds. However, the deposit
requirement will not apply if the balance of the Charter District Reserve Fund is at least equal to
3.00% of the total amount of outstanding guaranteed bonds issued by charter districts. At January
31, 2024, the Charter District Reserve Fund contained $97,636,048, which represented
approximately 2.32% of the guaranteed charter district bonds. The Reserve Fund is held and
invested as a non-commingled fund under the administration of the PSF Corporation staff.

Charter District Risk Factors

Open-enrollment charter schools in the State may not charge tuition and, unlike school districts,
charter districts have no taxing power. Funding for charter district operations is largely from
amounts appropriated by the Legislature. Additionally, the amount of State payments a charter
district receives is based on a variety of factors, including the enrollment at the schools operated
by a charter district, and may be affected by the State’s economic performance and other budgetary
considerations and various political considerations.

Other than credit support for charter district bonds that is provided to qualifying charter districts
by the Charter District Bond Guarantee Program, State funding for charter district facilities
construction is limited to a program established by the Legislature in 2017, which provides $60
million per year for eligible charter districts with an acceptable performance rating for a variety of
funding purposes, including for lease or purchase payments for instructional facilities. Since State
funding for charter facilities is limited, charter schools generally issue revenue bonds to fund
facility construction and acquisition, or fund facilities from cash flows of the school. Some charter
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districts have issued non-guaranteed debt in addition to debt guaranteed under the Charter District
Bond Guarantee Program, and such non-guaranteed debt is likely to be secured by a deed of trust
covering all or part of the charter district’s facilities. In March 2017, the TEA began requiring
charter districts to provide the TEA with a lien against charter district property as a condition to
receiving a guarantee under the Charter District Bond Guarantee Program. However, charter
district bonds issued and guaranteed under the Charter District Bond Guarantee Program prior to
the implementation of the new requirement did not have the benefit of a security interest in real
property, although other existing debts of such charter districts that are not guaranteed under the
Charter District Bond Guarantee Program may be secured by real property that could be foreclosed
on in the event of a bond default.

As a general rule, the operation of a charter school involves fewer State requirements and
regulations for charter holders as compared to other public schools, but the maintenance of a State-
granted charter is dependent upon on-going compliance with State law and regulations, which are
monitored by TEA. TEA has a broad range of enforcement and remedial actions that it can take as
corrective measures, and such actions may include the loss of the State charter, the appointment
of a new board of directors to govern a charter district, the assignment of operations to another
charter operator, or, as a last resort, the dissolution of an open-enrollment charter school. Charter
holders are governed by a private board of directors, as compared to the elected boards of trustees
that govern school districts.

As described above, the Act includes a funding “intercept” function that applies to both the School
District Bond Guarantee Program and the Charter District Bond Guarantee Program. However,
school districts are viewed as the “educator of last resort” for students residing in the geographical
territory of the district, which makes it unlikely that State funding for those school districts would
be discontinued, although the TEA can require the dissolution and merger into another school
district if necessary to ensure sound education and financial management of a school district. That
is not the case with a charter district, however, and open-enrollment charter schools in the State
have been dissolved by TEA from time to time. If a charter district that has bonds outstanding that
are guaranteed by the Charter District Bond Guarantee Program should be dissolved, debt service
on guaranteed bonds of the district would continue to be paid to bondholders in accordance with
the Charter District Bond Guarantee Program, but there would be no funding available for
reimbursement of the PSF by the Comptroller for such payments. As described under “The Charter
District Bond Guarantee Program,” the Act established the Charter District Reserve Fund, to serve
as a reimbursement resource for the PSF.

Infectious Disease Outbreak

Since the onset of the COVID-19 pandemic in March 2020, TEA and TEA investment
management for the PSF have continued to operate and function pursuant to the TEA continuity
of operations plan developed as mandated in accordance with Texas Labor Code Section 412.054.
That plan was designed to ensure performance of the Agency’s essential missions and functions
under such threats and conditions in the event of, among other emergencies, a pandemic event.
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Circumstances regarding the COVID-19 pandemic continue to evolve; for additional information
on these events in the State, reference is made to the website of the Governor,
https://gov.texas.gov/, and, with respect to public school events, the website of TEA,
https://tea.texas.gov/texas-schools/safe-and-healthy-schools/coronavirus-covid-19-support-and-
guidance.

TEA cannot predict whether any school or charter district may experience short- or longer-term
cash flow emergencies as a direct or indirect effect of COVID-19 that would require a payment
from the PSF to be made to a paying agent for a guaranteed bond. However, through the end of
January 2024, no school district or charter district had failed to perform with respect to making
required payments on their guaranteed bonds. Information regarding the respective financial
operations of the issuer of bonds guaranteed, or to be guaranteed, by the PSF is provided by such
issuers in their respective bond offering documents and the TEA takes no responsibility for the
respective information, as it is provided by the respective issuers.

Ratings of Bonds Guaranteed Under the Guarantee Program

Moody’s Investors Service, Inc., S&P Global Ratings, and Fitch Ratings, Inc. rate bonds
guaranteed by the PSF “Aaa,” “AAA” and “AAA,” respectively. Not all districts apply for multiple
ratings on their bonds, however. See the applicable rating section within the offering document to
which this is attached for information regarding a district’s underlying rating and the enhanced
rating applied to a given series of bonds.

Valuation of the PSF and Guaranteed Bonds

Permanent School Fund Valuations

Fiscal Year

Ended 8/31 Book Value” Market Value"
2019 $35,288,344,219 $46,464,447,981
2020 36,642,000,738 46,764,059,745
2021 38,699,895,545 55,582,252,097
2022 42,511,350,050 56,754,515,757
20233 43,915,792,841 59,020,536,667

(D'SLB managed assets are included in the market value and book value of the Fund. In determining
the market value of the PSF from time to time during a fiscal year, the current, unaudited values
for PSF investment portfolios and cash held by the SLB are used. With respect to SLB managed
assets shown in the table above, market values of land and mineral interests, internally managed
real estate, investments in externally managed real estate funds and cash are based upon
information reported to the PSF Corporation by the SLB. The SLB reports that information to the
PSF Corporation on a quarterly basis. The valuation of such assets at any point in time is dependent
upon a variety of factors, including economic conditions in the State and nation in general, and the
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values of these assets, and, in particular, the valuation of mineral holdings administered by the
SLB, can be volatile and subject to material changes from period to period.

@ At August 31, 2023, mineral assets, sovereign and other lands and discretionary internal
investments, and cash managed by the SLB had book values of approximately $13.4 million,
$168.8 million, and $708.4 million, respectively, and market values of approximately $5,435.6
million, $678.4 million, and $508.4 million, respectively.

Permanent School Fund Guaranteed Bonds

At 8/31 Principal Amount"
2019 $84,397,900,203
2020 90,336,680,245
2021 95,259,161,922
2022 103,239,495,929
2023 115,730,826,682?

(D Represents original principal amount; does not reflect any subsequent accretions in value for
compound interest bonds (zero coupon securities). The amount shown excludes bonds that have
been refunded and released from the Guarantee Program. The TEA does not maintain records of
the accreted value of capital appreciation bonds that are guaranteed under the Guarantee Program.
@ At August 31, 2023 (the most recent date for which such data is available), the TEA expected
that the principal and interest to be paid by school districts and charter districts over the remaining
life of the bonds guaranteed by the Guarantee Program was $178,520,723,868, of which
$62,789,897,186 represents interest to be paid. As shown in the table above, at August 31, 2023,
there were $115,730,826,682 in principal amount of bonds guaranteed under the Guarantee
Program. Using the State Capacity Limit of $154,120,128,859 (the State Capacity Limit is
currently the Capacity Limit), net of the Capacity Reserve, as of December 31, 2023, 7.36% of the
Guarantee Program’s capacity was available to the Charter District Bond Guarantee Program. As
of December 31, 2023, the amount of outstanding bond guarantees represented 76.36% of the
Capacity Limit (which is currently the State Capacity Limit). December 31, 2023 values are based
on unaudited data, which is subject to adjustment.

Permanent School Fund Guaranteed Bonds by Category'"

School District Bonds Charter District Bonds Totals
Fiscal
Year
Ended 8/31 No. of Principal No. of Principal No. of Principal
Issues Amount ($)  Issues Amount ($)  Issues Amount ($)
2019 3,297 82,537,755,203 49 1,860,145,000 3,346 84,397,900,203
2020 3,296 87,800,478,245 64 2,536,202,000 3,360 90,336,680,245
2021 3,346 91,951,175,922 83 3,307,986,000 3,429 95,259,161,922
2022 3,348 99,528,099,929 94 3,711,396,000 3,442 103,239,495,929
2023® 3,339 111,647,914,682 102 4,082,912,000 3,441 115,730,826,682
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(D Represents original principal amount; does not reflect any subsequent accretions in value for
compound interest bonds (zero coupon securities). The amount shown excludes bonds that have
been refunded and released from the Guarantee Program.

@ At December 31, 2023 (based on unaudited data, which is subject to adjustment), there were
$117,374,697,034 in principal amount of bonds guaranteed under the Guarantee Program,
representing 3,369 school district issues, aggregating $113,174,765,034 in principal amount and
105 charter district issues, aggregating $4,199,932,000 in principal amount. At December 31,2023
the projected guarantee capacity available was $26,935,589,587(based on unaudited data, which
is subject to adjustment).

Discussion and Analysis Pertaining to Fiscal Year Ended August 31, 2023

The following discussion is derived from the Annual Report for the year ended August 31, 2023,
including the Message from the Chief Executive Officer of the Fund, the Management’s
Discussion and Analysis, and other schedules contained therein. Reference is made to the Annual
Report, as filed with the MSRB, for the complete Message and MD&A. Investment assets
managed by the PSFC Board are referred to throughout this MD&A as the PSF(CORP). The
Fund’s non-financial real assets are managed by the SLB and these assets are referred to
throughout as the PSF(SLB) assets.

At the end of fiscal year 2023, the PSF(CORP) net position was $52.3 billion. During the year, the
PSF(CORP) continued implementing the long-term strategic asset allocation, diversifying the
investment mix to strengthen the Fund. The asset allocation is projected to increase returns over
the long run while reducing risk and portfolio return volatility. The PSF(CORP) is invested in
global markets and liquid assets experience volatility commensurate with the related indices. The
PSF(CORP) is broadly diversified and benefits from the cost structure of its investment program.
Changes continue to be researched, crafted, and implemented to make the cost structure more
effective and efficient. The PSF(CORP) annual rates of return for the one-year, five-year, and ten-
year periods ending August 31, 2023, net of fees, were 6.14%, 6.19%, and 6.78%, respectively
(total return takes into consideration the change in the market value of the Fund during the year as
well as the interest and dividend income generated by the Fund’s investments). See “Comparative
Investment Schedule - PSF(CORP)” for the PSF(CORP) holdings as of August 31, 2023.

Beginning January 1, 2023, Texas PSF transitioned into the PSF Corporation combining all PSF
financial investment assets under the singular management of the PSF Corporation. The new
structure of the PSF Corporation updated the strategic asset allocation among public equities, fixed
income, and alternative assets, as discussed herein. Alternative assets now include absolute return,
private equity, real estate, natural resources, infrastructure, and real return (TIPS and
commodities). The inauguration of the PSF Corporation as a discretely presented component unit
of the State of Texas for fiscal year 2023 required a change in the basis of accounting to full
accrual. For a description of the full accrual basis of accounting and more information about
performance, including comparisons to established benchmarks for certain periods, please see the
2023 Annual Report which is included by reference herein.

PSF Returns Fiscal Year Ended 8-31-2023!

Benchmark
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Portfolio Return Return?

Total PSF(CORP) Portfolio 6.14 4.38
Domestic Large Cap Equities 16.09 15.94
Domestic Small/Mid Cap Equities 9.31 9.14
International Equities 12.38 11.89
Emerging Market Equity 2.48 1.25
Fixed Income (1.30) (1.19)
U.S. Treasuries (9.21) (9.69)
Absolute Return 7.59 3.58
Real Estate (1.96) (3.13)
Private Equity 4.55 0.20
Real Return (5.51) (5.88)
Emerging Market Debt 12.68 11.34
High Yield 7.80 7.19
Emerging Manager Program 33.35 0.97
Natural Resources 5.70 3.67
Infrastructure 14.22 3.67

! Time weighted rates of return adjusted for cash flows for the PSF(CORP) investment assets.
Does not include SLB managed real estate or real assets. Returns are net of fees. Source:
Annual Report for year ended August 31, 2023.

2 Benchmarks are as set forth in the Annual Report for year ended August 31, 2023.

The SLB is responsible for the investment of money in the Real Estate Special Fund Account
(RESFA) of the PSF (also referred to herein as the PSF(SLB)). Pursuant to applicable law, money
in the PSF(SLB) may be invested in land, interest in real estate, mineral and royalty interest, and
real property holdings. For more information regarding the investments of the PSF(SLB), please
see the 2023 Unaudited Annual Financial Report of the Texas General Land Office and Veterans
Land Board.

The Fund directly supports the public school system in the State by distributing a predetermined
percentage of its asset value to the ASF. In fiscal year 2023, $2.1 billion was distributed to the
ASF, $345 million of which was distributed by the PSF(CORP) on behalf of the SLB.

Other Events and Disclosures

State ethics laws govern the ethics and disclosure requirements for financial advisors and other
service providers who advise certain State governmental entities, including the PSF. The SBOE
code of ethics provides ethical standards for SBOE members, the Education Commissioner, TEA
staff, and persons who provide services to the SBOE relating to the Fund. The PSF Corporation
developed its own ethics policy that provides basic ethical principles, guidelines, and standards of
conduct relating to the management and investment of the Fund in accordance with the
requirements of §43.058 of the Texas Education Code, as amended. The SBOE code of ethics is
codified in the Texas Administrative Code at 19 TAC sections 33.4 et seq. and is available on the
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TEA web site at https://tea.texas.gov/sites/default/files/ch033a.pdf. The PSF Corporation’s ethics
policy is posted to the PSF Corporation’s website at texaspsf.org.

In addition, the SLB and GLO have established processes and controls over the administration of
real estate transactions and are subject to provisions of the Texas Natural Resources Code and
internal procedures in administering real estate transactions for Fund assets it manages.

As of August 31, 2023, certain lawsuits were pending against the State and/or the GLO, which
challenge the Fund’s title to certain real property and/or past or future mineral income from that
property, and other litigation arising in the normal course of the investment activities of the PSF.
Reference is made to the Annual Report, when filed, for a description of such lawsuits that are
pending, which may represent contingent liabilities of the Fund.

PSF Continuing Disclosure Undertaking

The Regulatory Recodification included the codification of the TEA’s undertaking pursuant to
Rule 15¢2-12 (the “TEA Undertaking”) pertaining to the PSF and the Guarantee Program. As of
March 1, 2023, the TEA Undertaking is codified at 19 TAC 33.8, which relates to the Guarantee
Program and is available at available at https://tea.texas.gov/sites/default/files/ch033a.pdf.

Through the codification of the TEA Undertaking and its commitment to guarantee bonds, the
TEA has made the following agreement for the benefit of the issuers, holders, and beneficial
owners of guaranteed bonds. The TEA (or its successor with respect to the management of the
Guarantee Program) is required to observe the agreement for so long as it remains an “obligated
person,” within the meaning of Rule 15¢2-12, with respect to guaranteed bonds. Nothing in the
TEA Undertaking obligates the TEA to make any filings or disclosures with respect to guaranteed
bonds, as the obligations of the TEA under the TEA Undertaking pertain solely to the Guarantee
Program. The issuer or an “obligated person” of the guaranteed bonds has assumed the applicable
obligation under Rule 15¢2-12 to make all disclosures and filings relating directly to guaranteed
bonds, and the TEA takes no responsibility with respect to such undertakings. Under the TEA
Undertaking, the TEA is obligated to provide annually certain updated financial information and
operating data, and timely notice of specified material events, to the MSRB.

The MSRB has established the Electronic Municipal Market Access (“EMMA?”) system, and the
TEA is required to file its continuing disclosure information using the EMMA system. Investors
may access continuing disclosure information filed with the MSRB at www.emma.msrb.org, and
the continuing disclosure filings of the TEA with respect to the PSF can be found at
https://emma.msrb.org/IssueView/Details/ER355077 or by searching for “Texas Permanent
School Fund Bond Guarantee Program” on EMMA.

Annual Reports
The PSF Corporation, on behalf of the TEA, and the TEA will annually provide certain updated
financial information and operating data to the MSRB. The information to be updated includes all

quantitative financial information and operating data with respect to the Guarantee Program and
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the PSF of the general type included in this offering document under the heading “THE
PERMANENT SCHOOL FUND GUARANTEE PROGRAM.” The information also includes the
Annual Report. The PSF Corporation will update and provide this information within six months
after the end of each fiscal year.

The TEA and the PSF Corporation may provide updated information in full text or may incorporate
by reference certain other publicly-available documents, as permitted by Rule 15¢2-12. The
updated information includes audited financial statements of, or relating to, the State or the PSF,
when and if such audits are commissioned and available. In the event audits are not available by
the filing deadline, unaudited financial statements will be provided by such deadline, and audited
financial statements will be provided when available. Financial statements of the State will be
prepared in accordance with generally accepted accounting principles as applied to state
governments, as such principles may be changed from time to time, or such other accounting
principles as the State Auditor is required to employ from time to time pursuant to State law or
regulation. The financial statements of the Fund are required to be prepared to conform to U.S.
Generally Accepted Accounting Principles as established by the Governmental Accounting
Standards Board.

The Fund is composed of two primary segments: the financial assets (PSF(CORP)) managed by
PSF Corporation, and the non-financial assets (PSF(SLB)) managed by the SLB. Each of these
segments is reported separately und different bases of accounting.

The PSF Corporation classified as a proprietary endowment fund and reported by the State of
Texas as a discretely presented component unit and accounted for on an economic resources
measurement focus and the full accrual basis of accounting. Measurement focus refers to the
definition of the resource flows measured. Under the full accrual basis of accounting, all revenues
reported are recognized in the period they are earned or when the PSF Corporation has a right to
receive them. Expenses are recognized in the period they are incurred, and the subsequent
amortization of any deferred outflows. Additionally, costs related to capital assets are capitalized
and subsequently depreciated over the useful life of the assets. Both current and long-term assets
and liabilities are presented in the statement of net position.

The SLB manages the Fund’s non-financial assets (PSF(SLB)), is classified as a governmental
permanent fund and accounted for using the current financial resources measurement focus and
the modified accrual basis of accounting. Under the modified accrual basis of accounting, amounts
are recognized as revenues in the period in which they are available to finance expenditures of the
current period and are measurable. Amounts are considered measurable if they can be estimated
or otherwise determined. Expenditures are recognized in the period in which the related liability
is incurred, if measurable.

The State’s current fiscal year end is August 31. Accordingly, the TEA and the PSF Corporation
must provide updated information by the last day of February in each year, unless the State changes
its fiscal year. If the State changes its fiscal year, the TEA will notify the MSRB of the change.

Event Notices
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The TEA and the PSF Corporation will also provide timely notices of certain events to the MSRB.
Such notices will be provided not more than ten business days after the occurrence of the event.
The TEA or the PSF Corporation will provide notice of any of the following events with respect
to the Guarantee Program: (1) principal and interest payment delinquencies; (2) non-payment
related defaults, if such event is material within the meaning of the federal securities laws; (3)
unscheduled draws on debt service reserves reflecting financial difficulties; (4) unscheduled draws
on credit enhancements reflecting financial difficulties; (5) substitution of credit or liquidity
providers, or their failure to perform; (6) adverse tax opinions, the issuance by the IRS of proposed
or final determinations of taxability, Notices of Proposed Issue (IRS Form 5701-TEB), or other
material notices or determinations with respect to the tax status of the Guarantee Program, or other
material events affecting the tax status of the Guarantee Program; (7) modifications to rights of
holders of bonds guaranteed by the Guarantee Program, if such event is material within the
meaning of the federal securities laws; (8) bond calls, if such event is material within the meaning
of the federal securities laws, and tender offers; (9) defeasances; (10) release, substitution, or sale
of property securing repayment of bonds guaranteed by the Guarantee Program, if such event is
material within the meaning of the federal securities laws; (11) rating changes of the Guarantee
Program; (12) bankruptcy, insolvency, receivership, or similar event of the Guarantee Program
(which is considered to occur when any of the following occur: the appointment of a receiver,
fiscal agent, or similar officer for the Guarantee Program in a proceeding under the United States
Bankruptcy Code or in any other proceeding under state or federal law in which a court or
governmental authority has assumed jurisdiction over substantially all of the assets or business of
the Guarantee Program, or if such jurisdiction has been assumed by leaving the existing governing
body and officials or officers in possession but subject to the supervision and orders of a court or
governmental authority, or the entry of an order confirming a plan of reorganization, arrangement,
or liquidation by a court or governmental authority having supervision or jurisdiction over
substantially all of the assets or business of the Guarantee Program); (13) the consummation of a
merger, consolidation, or acquisition involving the Guarantee Program or the sale of all or
substantially all of its assets, other than in the ordinary course of business, the entry into a definitive
agreement to undertake such an action or the termination of a definitive agreement relating to any
such actions, other than pursuant to its terms, if such event is material within the meaning of the
federal securities laws; (14) the appointment of a successor or additional trustee with respect to
the Guarantee Program or the change of name of a trustee, if such event is material within the
meaning of the federal securities laws; (15) the incurrence of a financial obligation of the
Guarantee Program, if material, or agreement to covenants, events of default, remedies, priority
rights, or other similar terms of a financial obligation of the Guarantee Program, any of which
affect security holders, if material; and (16) default, event of acceleration, termination event,
modification of terms, or other similar events under the terms of a financial obligation of the
Guarantee Program, any of which reflect financial difficulties. (Neither the Act nor any other law,
regulation or instrument pertaining to the Guarantee Program make any provision with respect to
the Guarantee Program for bond calls, debt service reserves, credit enhancement, liquidity
enhancement, early redemption, or the appointment of a trustee with respect to the Guarantee
Program.) In addition, the TEA or the PSF Corporation will provide timely notice of any failure
by the TEA or the PSF Corporation to provide information, data, or financial statements in
accordance with its agreement described above under “Annual Reports.”
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Availability of Information

The TEA and the PSF Corporation have agreed to provide the foregoing information only to the
MSRB and to transmit such information electronically to the MSRB in such format and
accompanied by such identifying information as prescribed by the MSRB. The information is
available from the MSRB to the public without charge at www.emma.msrb.org.

Limitations and Amendments

The TEA and the PSF Corporation have agreed to update information and to provide notices of
material events only as described above. The TEA and the PSF Corporation have not agreed to
provide other information that may be relevant or material to a complete presentation of its
financial results of operations, condition, or prospects or agreed to update any information that is
provided, except as described above. The TEA and the PSF Corporation make no representation
or warranty concerning such information or concerning its usefulness to a decision to invest in or
sell bonds at any future date. The TEA and the PSF Corporation disclaim any contractual or tort
liability for damages resulting in whole or in part from any breach of its continuing disclosure
agreement or from any statement made pursuant to its agreement, although holders of Bonds may
seek a writ of mandamus to compel the TEA and the PSF Corporation to comply with its
agreement.

The continuing disclosure agreement is made only with respect to the PSF and the Guarantee
Program. The issuer of guaranteed bonds or an obligated person with respect to guaranteed bonds
may make a continuing disclosure undertaking in accordance with Rule 15¢2-12 with respect to
its obligations arising under Rule 15¢2-12 pertaining to financial information and operating data
concerning such entity and events notices relating to such guaranteed bonds. A description of such
undertaking, if any, is included elsewhere in this offering document.

This continuing disclosure agreement may be amended by the TEA or the PSF Corporation from
time to time to adapt to changed circumstances that arise from a change in legal requirements, a
change in law, or a change in the identity, nature, status, or type of operations of the TEA or the
PSF Corporation, but only if (1) the provisions, as so amended, would have permitted an
underwriter to purchase or sell guaranteed bonds in the primary offering of such bonds in
compliance with Rule 15¢2-12, taking into account any amendments or interpretations of Rule
15¢2-12 since such offering as well as such changed circumstances and (2) either (a) the holders
of a majority in aggregate principal amount of the outstanding bonds guaranteed by the Guarantee
Program consent to such amendment or (b) a person that is unaffiliated with the TEA or the PSF
Corporation (such as nationally recognized bond counsel) determines that such amendment will
not materially impair the interest of the holders and beneficial owners of the bonds guaranteed by
the Guarantee Program. The TEA or the PSF Corporation may also amend or repeal the provisions
of its continuing disclosure agreement if the SEC amends or repeals the applicable provision of
Rule 15¢2-12 or a court of final jurisdiction enters judgment that such provisions of Rule 15¢2-12
are invalid, but only if and to the extent that the provisions of this sentence would not prevent an
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underwriter from lawfully purchasing or selling bonds guaranteed by the Guarantee Program in
the primary offering of such bonds.

Compliance with Prior Undertakings

Except as stated below, during the last five years, the TEA and the PSF Corporation have not failed
to substantially comply with their previous continuing disclosure agreements in accordance with
Rule 15¢2-12. On April 28, 2022, TEA became aware that it had not timely filed its 2021 Annual
Report with EMMA due to an administrative oversight. TEA took corrective action and filed the
2021 Annual Report with EMMA on April 28, 2022, followed by a notice of late filing made with
EMMA on April 29, 2022. TEA notes that the 2021 Annual Report was timely filed on the TEA
website by the required filing date and that website posting has been incorporated by reference
into TEA’s Bond Guarantee Program disclosures that are included in school district and charter
district offering documents.

SEC Exemptive Relief

On February 9, 1996, the TEA received a letter from the Chief Counsel of the SEC that pertains
to the availability of the “small issuer exemption” set forth in paragraph (d)(2) of Rule 15¢2-12.
The letter provides that Texas school districts which offer municipal securities that are guaranteed
under the Guarantee Program may undertake to comply with the provisions of paragraph (d)(2) of
Rule 15¢2-12 if their offerings otherwise qualify for such exemption, notwithstanding the
guarantee of the school district securities under the Guarantee Program. Among other requirements
established by Rule 15¢2-12, a school district offering may qualify for the small issuer exemption
if, upon issuance of the proposed series of securities, the school district will have no more than
$10 million of outstanding municipal securities.
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