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‘ Dear-FobthiIls Board and Mr. Hopp: o _ e
Thanlk you again for meeting with us on August 19, We apprectate your time and cffoﬂ in
meeting and working. with us to resolve issues that .are very important o us and the

_members of Mesa View home- -owners association, Based on that meeting, ; weé are conﬁdcnt

that we will be able to reach an agrcement along the lines We dlscuSSed to evcryone §

- beneﬁt . : _ S
As we. cxplamed our’ mterests are limited (o 00111101 of Mesa View Esta,tes Park and a
“ portion. of the revenues Foothills collects from our commuinity so that we can ensure that

those funds are spert mamtammg and enhanclng the park By way of further- clarxﬁca‘uon o

.| we propose Lhc followmg - . . ‘ P
- 1) Control of Estates I’zuk Tt is our, goal to control own, and manage Estaics Paﬂc,
o ensure that it is something our res1dents will appteciate and fo ensute that it will -

" enhanee property values in our community. To reach this podl, we proposc that -

Fooﬁnﬂs convey!lease/hcensc/etc Estates Park to Mesa View Bstates HOA in

_some mutually acceptable legal fashion so that Mesa View would have ownership

or ownershlp—hke rights and responsibilities, By whatever mechatism upon which

" we agree, we seek the sole responsibility to maintain and improve the park however : .

we see fit, “ds i we owned it, including operation of any facilities we might build -

inthe flture—similar in concept to the roller hockey facility. you mentioned during .

* our meeting. Of course, any improvements to the parl would be in keeping with

the park and 1ecreat10na} uses speeified on the original deed: resmctloﬁs and the -

h palk 1tself would rema:m opcﬂ 1o the public. - - R

b . 4 x

'i) Contl ol of funds: Because Mesa- Vlew is 10- 15 ml]cs ‘away from neally Jall -
' Foothills facilities- and because our residents- seldom use the other Foothllls .
, -famlmqs -it 18’ our desire 10 control a poriion of the Foothills revenues that 'are -

o collected from our community to casure that they will be spent in our area for the
+ .+ benefit our residents. One option to’ accomplish this may be to form Mesa View

Estates -into a “Subdistrict C” (or whatever ‘the lawyers feel is the optimal = -

4.« mechanism) gnd provide that 80% of the Foothills revenue collected from residents

. in this subdistriot be dedicated to. mainténance and 1mpr0vement of the subdistiict.
This wotld includé both the amount our residents pay in property taxes and our

* proportional shate of revenues detived. from othier sources (admission fees, sales,

" grants efc.). In addition, as we understand is ordinary for subdisiricts, we would
| - receive 100% of any additional mill levies that “Subdistrict ¢’ voters might™
. approve for.use \mthm the subchstnct R R _ S

_that chﬂ'xhstrlct B a]ready enjoys guch control of revenues generated by th

L - .. . . . -
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: Use of theéc funds wouid be dlreoted by a local entity we appomt to be i in'char; ge of
“Subdistrict C”, ~'As 'we dlSGuSSBd during our August 19 meeting, we understand Laiwwonci €0 80228
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residents and operates Wlth thexr HOA board diréctinig cxpcnd1tures Sﬂmlarly, we
-envision that Mesa Vlcw would be, or appomt the “governmg body” of
“Subéhsfnct C” and its funds C _ o

We propose the 80% flgurc based on the follomng a) Foothﬂls Would cease to A .
have any persnnncl or costs directly related to Estates Park (since Mesa View' v
. would be handling niainteriance/elo. per point-#1), thus Foothills’ overhead -with :
tespect to Mesa View residents will be ‘greatly réduced; b) because Mesa View -

- tesidents use other Foothills facilities to some small extent {which our surveys
indicate is apprommatcly 5:10%), the 20% retained by Foothills would be used to -
', pay related administrative overhead’ and to contribute. toward management and .
' maintenance of the Holman 'Pool faclhty which. we feel are asscts beneﬁmal o the
" greatér nelghbozhood co . e .
~ 3) Future increases: 'I‘he proposad fundmg spht outlmcd in pomt#Z would apply to
. any fuluie cost increases to. Mesa View / “Subdw‘mct C” remdents from district-
" wide mill levy votds, bond indebtedness, etc.” And if"a cost iricrease to Mesa View -
residents such as a milt levy .vole were to be proposed that did rot have the same.
- proportion, ther our governing body of “Subdistrict'C” would have the opnon tobe .
excluded from such an mcreas;:/mﬂl levy vote B . ‘ EFIREY.

- ._, i

It these - points are “agreeable to you, we would have our lawyers work w1th your lawyers to
prepare the appropnate paperwork '

b

.. Welook forwaxd to hiearing your response and working with you to resolve these issues. : L
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