HONEY LAKE VALLEY RECREATION AUTHORITY

GOVERNING BOARD STAFF
BRIAN WILSON, PRESIDENT JARED HANCOCK, EXECUTIVE OFFICER
JiM CHAPMAN, VICE PRESIDENT HEIDI WHITLOCK, PROJECT MANAGER
LARRY WOSICK, BOARD MEMBER TREASURER, NANCY SCHEETZ

Nick MCBRIDE, BOARD MEMBER
DAVID MESERVE, BOARD MEMBER

HONEY LAKE VALLEY RECREATION AUTHORITY
GOVERNING BOARD MEETING

City Council Chambers
66 North Lassen Street, Susanville, CA 96130

June 17, 2014 - 3:00 p.m.

Addressing the Board

= Any person desiring to address the Board shall first secure permission of the presiding officer.

=  Matters under the jurisdiction of the Board, and not on the Agenda, may be addressed by the public at a time
provided in the Agenda under Public Comment

The Board of Directors will not take action on any subject that is not on the Agenda

1 CALL TO ORDER

2 ROLL CALL BOARD OF DIRECTORS

3 AGENDA APPROVAL

4 APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Approve minutes for May 6, 2014 meeting.

5 CORRESPONDENCE

6 PUBLIC COMMENT
(any person may address the Board at this time to comment on any subject not on the agenda. However, the
Board may not take action other than to direct staff to agendize the matter at a future meeting.)

7 MATTERS FOR BOARD CONSIDERATION

A. Budget Amendment

B. Reimbursement Request — staff time, Roosevelt Pool analysis and attorney fees
C. Review findings/comments from Public

D. Report LHS Board meeting/Property Negotiations

8 BOARD MEMBER ISSUES/REPORTS:

9 PUBLIC COMMENT ON CLOSED SESSION ITEMS (if any): Any person may address the Board at

this time upon any discussion during Closed Session.

10 CLOSED SESSION:

A. Conference with Real Property Negotiator:
1a) Location — Credence School, APN # 103-324-02, 814 Cottage Street, Susanville, CA; b)

Negotiator — Jared Hancock; ¢) Subject — provide direction to Property Negotiator regarding price
and terms of potential site; d) Negotiate with — Lassen Union High School District.
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e The next meeting will be held on July 1, 2014 at 3:00 p.m.

I, Heidi Whitlock, certify that | caused to be posted notice of the regular meeting scheduled for June
17, 2014 in the areas designated on June 13, 2014.

eidi Whitlock, Project Manager
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AGENDA ITEM NO. 4A

Submitted By: Jared G. Hancock, Executive Officer
Action Date: June 17, 2014
AGENDA ITEM
SUBJECT: Minutes of the HLVRA May 6, 2014 meeting.
SUMMARY: Attached for the Board’s review are the minutes of the HLVRA

May 6, 2014 meeting.

FISCAL IMPACT:  None.

ACTION REQUESTED: Motion to waive oral reading and approve minutes of HLVRA
May 6, 2014 meeting.

ATTACHMENTS: Minutes: May 6, 2014.



HONEY LAKE VALLEY RECREATION AUTHORITY
GOVERNING BOARD MEETING
Regular Meeting Minutes
May 6, 2014 —3:00 p.m.
City Council Chambers 66 North Lassen Street Susanville CA 96130

Meeting was called to order at 3:02 p.m. by President Brian Wilson.

Roll Call of Board of Directors present: Nicholas McBride, Larry Wosick, Vice President Jim Chapman and President
Brian Wilson. Board member Meserve in attendance at 3:05.

Staff Present: Jared Hancock, Executive Officer, Heidi Whitlock, Project Manager.

3: APPROVAL OF AGENDA: Motion by Board member Wosick, second by Vice President Chapman to approve the
agenda as posted; motion carried.

4: APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM MARCH 18, 2014:
Motion by Board member Wosick, second by Board member McBride to approve the minutes from the March 18,

2014 minutes; motion carried.

5: CORRESPONDANCE: No correspondence was presented.
6: PUBLIC COMMENT: No public comment.

7: MATTERS FOR BOARD CONSIDERATION:

7A Discuss authorized purchaser — County to set up JPA Fund

Mr. Hancock starts by stating that the JPA is working with the Auditor’s office and they are stating that two
documents should be in place. At this time, the MOU between the County and the JPA, which the JPA approved, is
pending. The JPA has signed the document and sent to the County where it is awaiting the remaining required
signatures. The other required form is the authorized purchaser’s form with the authorized purchasers listed.
President Wilson inquires if this form is only authorizing the invoices to be paid. Mr. Hancock responds that the
Auditor’s office will have the budget and they will use the signatures on this form for completing all claims, provided
they are in the budget.

Motion by Board member Wosick, second by Vice President Chapman to approve the authorized signature form and
the authorized signees; motion carried with Board member Meserve abstaining.

7B Discuss Construction Financing Options

Mr. Hancock states that as the Board moves forward with this project, we will need to secure financing for the
project and its construction. We are looking for direction on which way we should proceed. He then states the four
general categories; government financing, private financing, public financing and self-funding. Mr. Hancock breaks
down the government financing options. President Wilson inquires as to whether or not the USDA has funds
available at this time. Mr. Hancock states that this type of financing is typically tied with “farm bills” and it looks like
there will be funds from October 1 through September 30. President Wilson asks when we should apply if this is the
option we choose. Mr. Hancock responds, as soon as possible, to have available once funds are released. President
Wilson then expresses concern as to whether or not we can go for a revenue bond because of the limited ability to
generate revenues. Can the Board tie up upcoming Board’s funds. Mr. Hancock responds that we may need a legal
opinion. The JPA agreement may need to be reviewed annually and make changes based on the JPA’s ability to pay.
The City or County may have to sign.
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Richard Egan then offers the idea of a certificate of participation. Vice President Chapman states that the City Council
and the County Board of Supervisors would need to discuss this annually as suggested. We should not leave it to
future Boards because the program could be “held hostage” unless it is approved by the voters. We need to have
the backing of the people. There will always be those for and against the pool project and those who do not voice
their opinions. If those others are put to the test by voting, it can help with the on-again off-again support.

Mr. Hancock states that we are going over these options in an overview sense. We are looking at options and what
to eliminate or research.

Mr. Hancock then moves onto the private funding option. He discusses the direct placement bond and private
placement. Bill Feierabend {public) inquires as to the relative costs for these options, like interest rates. Mr. Hancock
responds that in addition to interest rates there are additional costs, such as placement costs, election costs, legal
counsel etc... to do the cost comparison for all of these options would be impractical. We are presenting these items
now to discuss. To try to locate the most feasible options and focus our research.

Mr. Hancock then starts to discuss the public financing option. Board member Wosick states that he believes this
option should not even be on the list. We stated that the County and City would pay for the pool. President Wilson
states that Mr. Hancock just wants to include everything. Vice President Chapman agrees that this third option is off
the table.

Mr. Hancock starts with the fourth option of self-funding. We are recommending self-funding and USDA Rural
Economic Development Loans as the best options. He then describes those two options. At this time, shall we look
at the possibility of the USDA loan and the City and County to see if they were willing to do the self-funding and
private financing as a secondary? We are looking for direction, is there an option the Board favors more? If we
choose private financing, we may need to hire a consultant. Board member Wosick states that the USDA Loan would
be first prize but it may be a long shot, we may want to wait and see. Direct placement seems more of a sure thing.
Board member Wosick’s recommendation is the USDA first but Direct Placement Bond would be what is used. Vice
President Chapman states that if we can obtain the USDA funding, then we need to grab that. But, whatever we do,
we will have to take it back to the City Council and the Board of Supervisors.

Mr. Hancock then discusses a different option of using Program Income and then the USDA as a secondary option.
Board member Wosick states that with having Mr. Hancock and Mr. Egan on board, we should be able to do this.
Vice President Chapman states that we should securitize only a portion of this funding (building and operating only)?
He then states by doing this, it makes it the “pools money”. Non-securitizing it allows for future Boards to change
their mind. We must have control over it now because $200,000 is worth more now than it will be ten years from
now. Board member Wosick adds that we have had this discussion, the pool will be built by the existing County and
City resources. The pool will be built first, then go to the voters for the operating and maintenance costs. Let us get
the USDA or the Direct placement bond, then let’s get it on the ballot. President Wilson states that the ballot issue
has not even been brought up. President Wilson then states that Mr. Hancock may have his work cut out for him as
the County and City may go opposite directions. He then suggests that we discuss with Richard Egan and bring this
item back for more discussion. Vice President Chapman states that once everything is worked out, then we should
go to the voters so what we accomplish cannot be undone by future members.

Mr. Egan states that the agreement says $200,000 every year, clearly not enough to build a poo!. The board will have
to borrow in the construction phase. President Wilson states that we could have a choice of paying up front or every
year. Vice President Chapman agrees that no part of the agreement states that money can’t be upfront. The Board
may want to prepay and not incur future debt or borrow to lose interest while retiring that loan debt. Mr. Hancock
then shares that if it were a loan at 5-9% an entity may prefer to pay themselves interest for the pool instead of
paying someone else. Mr. Hancock states that staff would look into pursuing self-funding including securitizing an
income stream and CDBG Program Income Loans in addition to the USDA Rural Development Loan. We will focus on
these and bring back estimates. Vice President Chapman also suggests, as an alternative, that Direct Placement
Bonds be reviewed. Board member Wosick agrees with this.
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Direction given to staff to look into self-funding options, USDA Rural Development Loans and Direct Placement Bonds
and their interest rates and closing costs.

7C Fundraising Discussion

Mr. Hancock opens by stating that we have contributions coming in to get this public pool built. Non-profits have
been discussed to make these contributions tax-exempt. It would be more prudent to have a non-profit. Mr. Jonas
had information and has experience with non-profit organizations. We will keep looking to Mr. Jonas for updates.
We may want to look into our own funding efforts or a combination. Vice President Chapman informs the Board that
some fundraising is still going on. For instance, the Susanville Supermarket still has canisters on each of their check
stands. $1,000 here and $1,000 there adds up. We will check with the schools at the next meeting in June to see the
total amount of contributions.

Mr. Hancock continues that the Board has set a pretty aggressive goal and that this type of fundraising effort needs
to be direct and organized. It will be necessary to put full support behind one option. Vice President Chapman states
that those wanting to make larger contributions may also want that tax exempt status. Board member Wosick
inquires as to why it is so difficult to set up a non-profit. Tony Jonas states that it is not hard to set up and it’s not
even time consuming. However, we do not have a confirmed site, we have yet to see the Roosevelt Pool Analysis, a
site design etc... We will proceed once we have good, quality answers. Board member Wosick asks if he felt the
community has no faith. Mr. Jonas responds, we have faith, just no answers. Board member Wosick states, once we
have the site design and the confirmed site the community will have this faith. Vice President Chapman adds that it
doesn’t hurt to have these discussion. We just need to know what we will do once we have the answers. We are

2 ff

building with City/County funds. The community’s “extra” funds will add enhancements to a basic pool.

Bill Feierabend states that he and Mr. Jonas have discussed this and they want to do this non-profit but, we have
nothing to go with. Vice President Chapman states that the timeline shows that by the end of June, we should have
the analysis, the basic site design etc... Board member McBride responds to Tony Jonas and Bill Fierabend that he is
not wanting to start collecting funds yet, just trying to get the nonprofit formed. It takes 60-90 days to form and if
we wait, the best collecting time will have passed. Mr. Jonas states that he has a Board but they are not wanting to
start anything because of the cost commitment. They are waiting to see what happens.

President Wilson asks when the site design phase will be starting. Mr. Hancock responds it is on the schedule to start
today. He states that those who would want a non-profit want tangibles, site, design etc... and once those
deliverables are given then we are looking at 60-90 days. President Wilson states that we should design a pool
regardless. We just need to design it in a way that allows extra features that we may want. Board member McBride
states that the non-profit was supposed to be formed to help raise funds for the pool itself, not the extras. When
the design comes out, the non-profit should already be good to go. Mr. Hancock responds that maybe we should
start an independent group that can collect contributions and once the non-profit is formed, those collect funds can
be handed over. President Wilson asks Mr. Hancock what is needed. Mr. Hancock responds that having a non-profit
group offers a tax advantage but, it has to be separate from the Board. We have to have willing individuals but, they
want particulars in place before they are willing to start. If we want something before that, we need to do it
ourselves. Board member McBride suggests that we take pledges, but only collect on those pledges once the non-
profit is formed. He then suggests the possibility of adding particular items as options that state built with non-profit
funds. Mr. Jonas then expresses his concerns for funds that are in the “Pennies for the Pool” account. What if the
pool is not built? Where would those funds go? If the County currently has them in an account, would they be
claimed in their general account? Board member McBride states that the non-profit would be able to hold those
funds once it is created. Mr. Jonas then states that he likes the pledges idea, that it would give people good faith.
Board member Wosick adds that the Board shouldn’t waste time, we have enough money to build the pool with our
contributions, non-profit dollars can be for extras.

Direction to staff to keep working with Mr. Jonas and bring back an update in a month.
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7D Site Design Discussion

Mr. Hancock states that the site design phase must start with the Board, what are our priorities with the money we
already have committed? We brought in a survey created by the Aquatic Design Group and we really appreciate the
County for sharing this survey with us. When the County began this process only three surveys were filled out and
returned but, it has good categories. It may be too detailed but it was put together by the Aquatic Design Group who
are also doing our preliminary site design. Do we want to use this survey? If not, what changes would you like to see,
additions or deletions? We need to have as many people as possible fill these out. We are aware that our minimum
is an outdoor seasonal pool. Are there any extras that we will look into? We are looking for feedback on this survey,
or an adjusted survey, or a new one, the choice is yours. Board member Wosick suggests not taking anything out as
the public will decide what they don’t find important but maybe add items. Maybe even put it in the paper to clip
out to get it out to the most people. Mr. Hancock states that we could do that, or offer drop boxes at certain
locations. He also suggest an online survey site, Survey Monkey.

Board member McBride suggests taking off the competitive portion of the survey. He requests that the Board
discusses what they want first to make sure everyone is on the same page. Do we all want an “L” shape pool? Mr.
Hancock states that we can post in the paper what the Board desires so we can get the best feedback possible. Board
member McBride agrees stating the public should be able to show what they want. President Wilson states that this
will be difficult. Some people know what these items are were others will not. This could be skewed really easily. We
will build as much as we can with as little as we have.

Unidentified public member — States that he does not feel that the survey should go out prior to the site being
chosen. The final site may not be able to hold the desired elements.

Vice President Chapman states that both the site selection and site design must be completed in a tandem manner.
We promised a basic pool. Services provided at that pool can be modified so ! think it's premature to put something
like this out. We need to see what we want to get. Mr. Hancock asks what they though a basic pool is, maybe this
needs to be addressed by everyone. Vice President Chapman responds, yes, this needs to be discussed here, with
the public. What we build, based on location and if the community wants us to add more, so be it. Mr. Hancock
responds that he may have an idea of basics that could help. Board member Wosick states that we have had this
discussion before. Instead of us choosing, he thought the public was going to decide. We were to choose the site,
and design the pool to accommodate the site based on the meeting with the public. The process is moving forward
but | believe it’s unraveling.

Mr. Hancock states yes, we are to design a basic pool but other items have come up. This Board needs to agree that
the vision of a basic pool is the same. Board member McBride inquires about what kind of pool they will bring to the
public. We need to decide on seasonal and outdoor. If we only get their feedback and we can’t give them that, they
will be disappointed. Let the public choose spring boards, slides etc... The Quincy pool has a pool that is within our
reach to build. We should create a seasonal pool matching Quincy’s, it would be great for Susanville. Mr. Jonas
discusses the Quincy pool with the Board and states that “basic pools” can be described by just square footage.

Mr. Hancock requests information on what the Board desires, covered vs. not, with the response of cost will probably
not allow it to be covered, 25 yards for competition, response of yes. At least 8 lanes, response of at least 6 but 8 is
preferred. ADA access should be lifts or shallow end with slope, lifts were preferred. Diving blocks at one end or
both, one end was preferred. Deep well required for classes, certifications and diving boards. Board member Wosick
states that he thinks we need to accommodate the future, he wants diving and 8 lanes. He doesn’t want to pool
outdated in 15 years. Board member McBride adds that he would like to see 8 lanes with diving boards and slides.
We want the items that make kids yell at their parents that they want to come to the pool. We need to focus on
recreation to keep the cost down for us. President Wilson states that we need to weigh that against the deep end
as only half of the pool will be used. This may be where we need the help of the Aquatic Design Group. Board member
McBride adds that he wants us on the same page before going to a design group. Mr. Jonas adds that he has three
different plans worked out with square footage and costs but he has them at home. If wanted, he could bring them
to the next meeting. Mr. Hancock asks about sufficient deck space, if there will be a second pool as Quincy has a
“toddler pool”, or if we would go for a splash park, therapy pool. What parts would they consider in the “basic pool”
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design. Board member Meserve states that he would be for a 25 yard by 25 meter pool with 8 lanes as the size would
allow for therapy. Mr. Hancock stats that based on these basic design parameters, we will not be boxed in. Any other
pool “must haves” before we move on to the building part? Quincy only has a small office, concession stand and
separate men’s and women’s locker rooms. He then requests the Board to let him use the information that we have
been given to put things together to give to the Board prior to going out to the public. We will come up with 2 designs
and hold onto the survey for now. He then asks the Board to review the survey and give staff direction.

Board member Meserve asks if we can decide on a shape because he likes the idea of an “L” shaped pool. Board
member McBride wants to thank everyone as he felt that it was very important to have this discussion and Board
member Wosick inquires as to whether or not the Board is to make notes on the survey. Mr. Hancock responds that
we would like them to review and let us know what they would like to see on it.

Direction to send survey via email to Board members.

8: BOARD MEMBER ISSUES/REPORTS: None.

At 5:10 p.m. President Wilson called for a five minute break prior to the recessing to closed session.

PUBLIC COMMENT TO CLOSED SESSION ITEMS: (if any): Any person may address the Board at this time upon any
discussion during Closed Session.

CLOSED SESSION: At 5:20 p.m. the Honey Lake Valley Recreation Authority recessed to closed session to discuss the

following:
A. PROPERTY NEGOTIATIONS

RETURN TO OPEN SESSION: At 6:20 p.m. the Honey Lake Valley Recreation Authority reconvened in open session.

Direction given to staff; no reportable action taken.

ADJOURNMENT: Meeting adjourned at 6:25 p.m.

Brian Wilson, President
Respectfully Submitted by

Heidi Whitlock, Project Manager
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AGENDA ITEM NO. 7A

Submitted By: Jared G. Hancock, Executive Officer
Action Date: Ju<ne 17, 2014
AGENDA ITEM
SUBJECT: Budget Amendment
SUMMARY: On February 18, 2014, the Honey Lake Valley Recreation

Authority adopted its 2013/2014 and 2014/2015 budgets and estimates were made for
specific project costs. As the project has moved forward and we have entered into
specific contracts we are able to refine these estimates. In addition, now that we have
the fund categories created by the County Auditor's office we are recommending to
amend the budget to better reflect those categories.

FISCAL IMPACT:  As outlined in revised budget.

ACTION
REQUESTED: Modify FY 2013/2014 and 2014/2015 budget.

ATTACHMENTS: Updated 2013/2014 and 2014/2015 budgets.



Community Pool Project

Revenues:

County

City

Trust Account Revenues
Total Revenues

Expenses: (for fiscal year)

Services and Supplies

Office Expenses

Professional & Specialized SV

Publications & Legal Expense

Special Departmental Expense
Major Object Total

Fixed Assets
Land
Building
Major Object Total

Center Total
Budget Unit Total
Fund Total

2013/2014

$200,000.00
$200,000.00
$10,000.00

$410,000.00

$1,000.00
$60,000.00
$1,000.00

$2,000.00

$64,000.00

$0.00

$5,500.00

$5,500.00

$69,500.00
$69,500.00

$69,500.00

2014/2015

$200,000.00
$200,000.00
$150,000.00

$550,000.00

$8,000.00
$150,000.00
$2,000.00

$50,000.00

$210,000.00

$50,000.00

$300,000.00

$350,000.00

$560,000.00
$560,000.00

$560,000.00

Total

$400,000.00
$400,000.00
$160,000.00

$960,000.00

$9,000.00
$210,000.00
$3,000.00

$52,000.00

$274,000.00

$50,000.00
$305,500.00

$355,500.00

$629,500.00
$629,500.00

$629,500.00




Community Pool Project

2013/2014 2014/2015 Total

Revenues:
County $200,000.00 $200,000.00 $400,000.00
City $200,000.00 $200,000.00 $400,000.00
Outside/Other Revenue $50,000.00 $150,000.00 $200,000.00
Total Revenues $450,000.00 $550,000.00 $1,000,000.00
Expenses: (for fiscal year)
Starting Costs $7,000.00 $100,000.00 $107,000.00
Consultant Services $15,000.00 $25,000.00 $40,000.00
Staff Cost Reimbursments $20,000.00 $30,000.00 $50,000.00
Legal Services $5,000.00 $10,000.00 $15,000.00
Projects Costs:

Site Selection $4,000.00 $3,000.00 $7,000.00

Site Acquisition $5,000.00 $50,000.00 $55,000.00

Facllity Design $20,000.00 $50,000.00 $70,000.00

Construction $300,000.00 ($2.5 M) $300,000.00
Equipment $500.00 $25,000.00 525,500.00
Materials $1,000.00 $2,000.00 $3,000.00
Advertising $500.00 $1,000.00 $1,500.00
Printing $800.00 $800.00
Contingency Fund $20,000.00 $20,000.00
Total Expenses $78,800.00 $616,000.00 $694,800.00
Revenues over (under) Expenses $371,200.00 (566,000.00) $305,200.00
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AGENDA ITEM NO. 7B

Submitted By: Jared G. Hancock, Executive Officer
Action Date: June 17, 2014
AGENDA ITEM
SUBJECT: Reimbursement for City staff time and contract services
SUMMARY: Since December 2013, City staff have been working for the JPA

taking on the roles of Executive Officer and Project Manager. At the March 4, 2014
meeting, the City requested the reimbursement of funds for hours worked from
December to February. At this time, City staff is requesting reimbursement of funds for
staff hours worked through and reimbursement for expenses incurred from the
Roosevelt Pool analysis performed by Siegfried Engineering, Inc. and the attorney fees
for Fred Weil.

FISCAL IMPACT: $ 3,984.52 Agenda preparation and public meetings
$ 9,955.76 General Services
$10,011.79 Siegfried Engineering, Inc.

$ 528.50 Attorney Services
$24,480.57

ACTION

REQUESTED: Motion to approve reimbursement.

ATTACHMENTS: None.



AGENDA ITEM NO. 7C

Submitted By: Jared G. Hancock, Executive Officer
Action Date: June 17, 2014
AGENDA ITEM
SUBJECT: Roosevelt Pool Analysis - Review Comments/findings from Public
SUMMARY: The Honey Lake Valley Recreation Authority, at its June 3, 2014

meeting, directed staff to place an ad in the Lassen County Times to invite members of
the community to read the Roosevelt Pool analysis and offer their comments and
concerns, before or during today’s meeting.

FISCAL IMPACT:  None.

ACTION
REQUESTED: Direction to staff regarding the Roosevelt Pool analysis and further

investigation.

ATTACHMENTS: To be presented at the meeting.
Comments and letters



AGENDA ITEM NO. 7D

Submitted By: Jared G. Hancock, Executive Officer
Action Date: June 17, 2014
AGENDA ITEM
SUBJECT: Report: Lassen High School Board meeting/Property Negotiations
SUMMARY: The Honey Lake Valley Recreation Authority sent a letter to the

Lassen High School on May 23, 2014, requesting feedback on any ongoing interest to
negotiate with the HLVRA to use the Credence site for a Community Swimming Pool. At
their Board meeting, the Board acknowledged receipt of the letter. However, no direction
was given to respond. The HLVRA has only been interested in working with a willing
seller. Once a response is received, we will bring it to the Board and in the interim we
will continue looking at site alternatives.

FISCAL IMPACT: None.

ACTION
REQUESTED: None.

ATTACHMENTS: Letter to the Lassen High School.



City of Susanville

(530) 257-1000 « 66 North Lassen Street « Susanville, CA 96130-3904

May 23, 2014

Rich DuVarney

Lassen High School District, Acting District Superintendent
472-013 Johnstonville Rd

Susanville, CA 96130

Skip Jones

LUHSD Board President

55 South Weatherlow Street
Susanville, CA 96130

Re: Credence School Site

Dear Messrs. DuVarney and Jones:

The Honey Lake Valley Recreation Authority is in receipt of your letter dated May 8, 2014 and the
supporting documents received on May 14, 2014. As a result of this information, we have suspended all
negotiations with the Susanville Elementary School District related to 814 Cottage Street,

Credence/Washington School.

While the HLVRA began negotiations with the High School in January 2014 (see attached letter), we
understand that changes in circumstances and administration may impact the District’s ability or desire
to re-enter negotiations. We respectfully request that you consider your future plans for the site and
willingness to use the site for a Community Pool. Please contact Jared Hancock at your earliest

convenience to discuss reinitiating negotiations.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter,

T

==q__=-==""1'-n=.___‘___\_‘_-—

Jared G. Hancock

Executive Officer, HLVRA

cc: Board of Trustees
Rod E. DeBoer Councilmembers:
Mayor Lino P. Callegari
Brian R. Wilson Cheryl L. McDonald

Nicholas McBride

Mayor pro tem

www.cityofsusanville.org



