Don't Be Swamped by Mi sconceptionsin Foster/Syme's New Water Memo
June 2007 -Prepared by SLPOA

Foder/Syme@ water memo titled,
"Water Issues Concerning Serene Lakes and
Royd Gorge" June 2007, highlights major
problems with ther proposd development, and
thar inability to establish water supplies.

They have four big problems. Firgt,
when Todd Foder, Kirk Syme, and othe
investors purchased Roya Gorge Cross County
Skiing, they appaently did not condud
adequae surveys of water availability on the
summit, perhgps mistakenly assuming tha a
location with so much snow would be dripping
with water. Second, Foger/Syme were unable to
find any sources of water on thar properties.
Third, Serene Lakes only contain between 650
to 800acre-feet (AF) of water, nowhere near the
1,177 acrefeet pe year (AFY) "date
authorized" numbe Foger and Syme keep
bandying about Fourth, and this may be the
Achille's heal for Foder/Syme and thar very
expandve proposls; the California Supreme
Court recently stoppel a huge aready
proceeding project in its tracks because the EIR
didn'tconsder full build-out water needsfor the
project. This case, Vineyard Area Citizens vs.
City of Rancho Cordoba (Feb. 2007), reflects
thenew reality in California. The court wants to
see real water for real people, not paper water
tha only exists in developasO wildest
imaginations Our cumrent near drought
conditions only serve to emphasize how
important continued uninterrupted sources of
water are.

Foger/Syme's "Water Memo" is aimed
a convinang the pubic, and maybe more
importantly, investors, tha the water is there to
betaken and used. This memo is not concerned
with preserving Lakes Serena and Dulzura as
we know and love them, with wildlife, and
lovdy shorelines. This memo is crafted towards
expanding the storage capecity of the lakes, so
they can provide water for more than doubk the
current houses a Serene Lakes, not for
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protecting the lakes for current residents and lot
owners, and  wildlife. Additiondly,
Foger/Syme plans on blasting two new lakes,
and usng spring runoff into Serene Lakes
water to fill them, depriving Serena Creek of
water.

FACT SUMMARY

¥ Dredging was donein the past to remove
aqudic vegetation, not to increase
capacity or to recover los capeacity.

¥ With or without dredging, according to
ther own doaments, Foser/SymeG
water usage will cause shorelines to
recede more than 20 feet, will leave
dods in the mud, and will leave much
of the remaining lake water too shdlow
to ue.

¥ Serenelakes only contains between 650
and 800 acrefeet of water, Royd
Gorge® suggestion to draw over 355
acre-feet per year would drain hdf of the
water from the lakes.

¥ Thel,177AFY limit imposd uponthe
water district by the state does not
reflect how much water is available. It is
simply alimit.

¥ The water district, with the hdp of
hydrologists and othe water experts,
will decide how much water is available.
Foger/Syme does not decide how much
water can beused.

¥ SLCWDG first priority is the lakesO
health and the projected needs of current
cusomers and lot owners.

¥ TheFoger/Syme landsare not zoned for
condomniums, duplexes, lodges and
retail space.
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Murky StatementsIn The Foster/Syme
"Water Memo"

First, Foger/Syme tries to commodify
our little Serene Lakes as "unndura” alpine
lakes because they were dammed during World
War Il. Since this dam was putin so many years
ago, our lakes have returned to a naural state,
with a lovey shore-ling and resident wildlife,
induding the yellow-legged frog, which may be
congdered for listing & an endangered oecies.

Foger/Syme refers to past dredging of
Serene Lakes. Tha dredging, where the water
district drained the lakes, and bulldozd, was
babaric, and would certainly require an EIR
today. Residents would not be willing to put up
with a summer of no lakes, and no water. The
only type of dredging conddered by recent
water boards has been the supeficia removad of
aqudic vegeation, notthe 96,800cubic yards of
lake bottom Foger/Syme wants to dig out (In
fact, the water district in 1969had a contract to
remove only 3,000cubic yards of material from
the lakes). The lakes don't need dredged, but
Foger/Syme wants you  think they do.

Foger/Syme clams tha dredging
protects thelakes for recreationd use by causng
“no significant change to the current operating
lake surface area.” Wha they realy mean is
tha dredging will keep thelake from looking all
dried up as they lower the water level.
Fogter/Syme@ own calculations show that ther
water usage will drop the lake level by 4.8 feet
every season (and more if occupancy is highe
than 46%). If Foger/Syme doesn® dredge then
the lakesOshoreline will recede up to 100feet in
spots as the water level drops Picture a pudde
in the middle of dried up mud. Foger/Syme
clams recreation is saved after dredging
because the shorelinewill recede a mere 20 feet.
A 20 foot bahtub ring is still ugly, and will
leave al of the homeowner dodks stuck in the
mud, and will leave Lot-1's dod stranded in a
few inches of water. Foster/Syme also fails to
mention that after dredging, and after the water
level drops4.8feet, the lake will only be a few
inches deep for up to 100 feet from shore. The
truth is, dredged or not, the lakes' recreationd
use will dry up as fast as the new development
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The most endangered lakes
in the Sierra

sucks water out of them.

Foger/Syme lowbdls ther actud water
needs when they estimate water demand based
on 46% occupancy. In the Environmental
Questionnare submitted to Placer County on
June 5th, Royd Gorge presented peak usage at
46% occupancy, 75% occupancy, and 100%
occupancy. At 100%occupancy, the pesk water
usage is 962 AFY. Thar estimate of 235 AFY
is misleading and confusng; they should use the
same real nunmbers Placer County requires.

Foger/Syme uses numbers for thar own
ends You may have noticed they claim Sierra
Lakes County Water District (SLCWD) has a
state water rights pemit to use 1,177 acre-feet
per year to serve cusomers. Serene Lakes has
never contained tha amount of water. A water
rightis an uppe limit; the actua limit is water
availability, baanced with the continueal vitality
of thelakes. Similarly, Foger/Syme claims they
deserve to build around 1,000 dwelling units
because current zoning in the area will alow
1,200 units and the general plan will alow
3,000units. What they fail to mentionistha the
bulk of the current residential zoning is not in
the area where they propos building the mos
units, and tha the zoning is for single family
dwellings not for the condominiums, duplexes,
lodges, and retail spaces that they have
proposd. Foger/Syme forecloses honest debate
by usng these large, butmeaningless, nunbers.
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