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Mali Hanley

From: Goodman, Suzanne Alisa (SPC) <SAGOODMA@SOUTHERNCO.COM>
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 11:04 AM
To: Mali Hanley
Subject: RE: Nacodgoches Power/Cushing ISD Comptroller reports

Thank	you!	
	

From: Mali Hanley [mailto:mhanley@808west.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 12:03 PM 
To: Goodman, Suzanne Alisa (SPC) 
Subject: RE: Nacodgoches Power/Cushing ISD Comptroller reports 
 
Yes definitely.  The land qualifies as qualified property.  Thank you for the explanation.   
 
Thank you, 
 
Mali 
 

From: Goodman, Suzanne Alisa (SPC) [mailto:SAGOODMA@SOUTHERNCO.COM]  
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 11:02 AM 
To: Mali Hanley 
Subject: RE: Nacodgoches Power/Cushing ISD Comptroller reports 
 

The	appraisal	district	has	not	included	the	real	property	value	in	the	$40M	limitation.		We	have	
paid	tax	on	it	for	2012	and	2013	when	it	should	have	fallen	under	the	limitation.		This	is	why	the	
taxable	amount	during	the	limitation	period	was	more	than	the	$40M	on	my	original	submission.	
	
Should	I	contact	the	appraisal	district	to	correct	this?	
	
	
	

From: Mali Hanley [mailto:mhanley@808west.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 9:58 AM 
To: Goodman, Suzanne Alisa (SPC) 
Subject: RE: Nacodgoches Power/Cushing ISD Comptroller reports 
 
Correct.  Only the value of property associated with the plant should be included. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Mali 
 

From: Goodman, Suzanne Alisa (SPC) [mailto:SAGOODMA@SOUTHERNCO.COM]  
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 8:51 AM 
To: Mali Hanley 
Subject: RE: Nacodgoches Power/Cushing ISD Comptroller reports 
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I	just	wanted	to	clarify	on	the	market	value	correction	under	Section	4	of	the	772a.		The	
only	thing	I’ve	included	that	I	think	you	are	saying	I	should	not	include	is	real	property	that	
is	held	for	future	use	and	not	connected	to	the	existing	power	plant.		Is	that	correct?	
	
	
	

From: Mali Hanley [mailto:mhanley@808west.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 9:35 AM 
To: Goodman, Suzanne Alisa (SPC) 
Subject: RE: Nacodgoches Power/Cushing ISD Comptroller reports 
 
Yes, replace the 40 with 25. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Mali 
 

From: Goodman, Suzanne Alisa (SPC) [mailto:SAGOODMA@SOUTHERNCO.COM]  
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 8:35 AM 
To: Mali Hanley 
Subject: RE: Nacodgoches Power/Cushing ISD Comptroller reports 
 

Would	the	40	then	be	replaced	with	the	25	or	is	it	still	a	commitment	of	40?		I’m	so	
sorry,	but	I	am	still	a	bit	confused!	
	

From: Mali Hanley [mailto:mhanley@808west.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 9:18 AM 
To: Goodman, Suzanne Alisa (SPC) 
Subject: RE: Nacodgoches Power/Cushing ISD Comptroller reports 
 
The number of new jobs (41) is also listed on the application, but you are correct. The 
agreement calls for the maintenance of not fewer than 25 qualifying jobs. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Mali 
 

From: Goodman, Suzanne Alisa (SPC) [mailto:SAGOODMA@SOUTHERNCO.COM]  
Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2014 7:29 AM 
To: Mali Hanley 
Subject: RE: Nacodgoches Power/Cushing ISD Comptroller reports 
 

I	have	completed	this	form	based	on	information	which	has	been	used	for	
completion	in	years	past.		Upon	reading	the	contract,	it	appears	in	order	to	
maintain	viable	presence	we	only	committed	to	25	jobs	indicated	in	the	
definitions	for	“Maintain	Viable	Presence”.					The	only	place	I	see	reference	to	
the	40	or	41	jobs	is	the	summary	provided	by	the	Comptroller’s	office.			From	
what	I	can	tell,	we	haven’t	completed	that	section	properly	by	indicating	40	
jobs	as	a	commitment.			
	
Would	you	agree?	
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From: Mali Hanley [mailto:mhanley@808west.com]  
Sent: Saturday, May 24, 2014 4:25 PM 
To: Goodman, Suzanne Alisa (SPC) 
Cc: Bob Popinski (bpopinski@moakcasey.com) 
Subject: Nacodgoches Power/Cushing ISD Comptroller reports 
 
 
Good afternoon.  We have begun reviewing the reports submitted to the school 
district.  We have the following notes/questions about the information 
provided.  
 
Although much of the information is included on the form that you used, the 
Comptroller adopted a new form: Form 772a.  I have attached a copy hereto. 
This version of the Comptroller report must be filed.  However, there appears to 
be an error in the information provided. 
 
               Section 4 

1. Should be 2013 market value as reported by the CAD of 
only the property that is subject to the agreement 

2. Should be the 2013 value of only the property that is 
subject to the agreement that you paid I&S taxes on (in 
most cases the answer is the same as 1 less any 
exemptions for pollution controls, etc.) 

3. Should be 40,000,000 not that you are in the value 
limitation period 

 
Section 6 
               6a.    Calculations and wage data were not attached to the 
reprot 

 
                
 
Form 773 a: 
                
Schedule A‐1 
                
               Schedules need to be completed with estimates through the 13th year 
of the agreement, the “Maintain Viable Presence” period 

1. In the application, the company stated that it would be creating 40 
“qualifying jobs”  Row 1 of the entire schedule needs to be changed 
to 40 

2. It appears from the estimates going forward that the company will 
never create the number of qualifying jobs that it stated it would 
create. Could you verify whether or not it is estimated that the 
company will create the number of required jobs before the end of 
the value limitation period? 

 
Schedule A‐2 

1.  The Comptroller created a form that combines the year 1 and 2 
values, but requires the school district to show the annual impact of 
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the taxable values. We are not able to do the calculations with the 
information as provided.  I have attached a revised excel form that 
includes a row for both year 1 and 2 of the agreement.  Please 
review and complete with the values by years. 

2. The school years listed on the excel were incorrect. I have updated 
the years on the attached excel. 

3. Schedules need to be completed with estimates through the 13th 
year of the agreement, the “Maintain Viable Presence” period 

4. The values reported on the form do not match the values reported 
in prior years. Could you please verify that the values in this 
spreadsheet are the actual values certified by the appraisal district 
for all prior tax years.  (We understand that it is only estimates for 
2014 and all future tax years. 

 
Thank you in advance for submitting corrected versions of the reports.  We 
request that these items are addressed as expeditiously as possible.  Please feel 
free to follow up with me with any questions about my notes. 
 
 
Thank you, 
 
Amalia Hanley  
for Kevin O'Hanlon 
O'HANLON, McCOLLOM & DEMERATH 
Attorneys‐at‐law 
808 West Ave. 
Austin, Texas 78701 
 
512.494.9949 
FAX: 512.494.9919 
 
The information contained in this transmission is intended only for the personal and confidential use of the 
designated recipient(s) above. This message may be an attorney‐client communication, and as such, is privileged and 
confidential. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, 
copying, distribution or the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this information is strictly prohibited. If 
you have received this transmission in error, please immediately notify us by telephone at (512) 494‐9949, to arrange 
for the return of the documents at our expense. 
 




