Clearing Up Some Misconceptions About
Royal Gorge Development Plan

By Mike Livak

Setting the record straight

A numberof misconceptionaboutour developmenplanshave
madetheir way into the SLPOA newsletteror have comeup at
SLPOAmeetings. | appreciatethis opportunityto setthe record
straight.

1. Yes, we want to talk with you.
We remain committed to working with all stakeholdergroups
through open channels of communication and to sharing
information as soon as we have it.

In March, we senta letter to SLPOA reiteratingour commitment
to working together listing topicswherewe are developingmore
specific information, and suggestingthat we continuea formal

dialoguewhenwe havecompletedhatwork. Unfortunately some
peopleconcludedthat we doanantto work with SLPOA or to

talk about specifics until theyOre finalized.

Actually, we wantto developmoreinformationsowe canhavean
intelligent dialoguewith you. For example,oneimportanttopic
wheremoredetailedinformationis neededconcernsvatersupply
While the matteris being studied, we went aheadand shared
information concerningestimatedwater demandand someideas
for meetingthat demand. We initiated meetingswith SLPOA
representativeandotherstakeholdegroupsimmediatelyafterwe
shared this information with the Sierra Lakes County Water
District.

We alsointendto provideyou with furtherinformationaboutSki
Camp. We promisedweOdometo you early, andwe did sowhen
we presentedh conceptplanin March, eventhoughit wasnot a
completeand detaileddevelopmenplan. You had questionghat
we couldn® answer becausewe hadn© completed detailed
planning.

Since then, we have been working on size and placementof
buildings,numberof units andarchitecturadesignfor Ski Camp.
Once we have this information, we can have an informed
conversation with you about Ski Camp.

Doesthis meanthat the specificswe presentarefinal andarenot
subjectto changeasa resultof publicinput? Notatall. We have
a long road ahead of us, including the completion of an
Environmentallmpact Report. The EIR will look at several
alternatives and will help us, and you, evaluate different
approaches.

2. Protecting Serene Lakes.
SeverakumorsarecirculatingconcerningpotentialoptionsweOve
outlined for meeting water needs. We have prepared a
(backgrounderO on water and posted it on the
royalgogefuture.comwebsite. We are not proposingnow, nor
would we everproposeto harmthe SereneLakes. For example,
the idea of dredgingthe lakesis nothing new and is patterned
afterat leasttwo prior successfutiredgesNonen 1980, the other
in 1969. Both were completedfor the purposesof enhancing
water quality, recapturinglost capacity and increasingstorage
capacityto servenew customers. The lakesas they exist today
arethe resultof a damandtwo pastdredgesthat protectedand
enhanced recreation and did not diminish the lakas$are area.

3.  Water pollution, erosion, and runoff.
In arecentnewsletterthe SLPOADevelopmenCommitteestated
that Royal Gorge developmentwill Oresultn a dramaticincrease
in hillside erosionOpollution would Oflow directly into storm
sewersthat feed into our lake water supplyOand Owatersupply
quality will be compromisedthe lake filled with silt, leadingto
flooding and eutrophication of Serene Lakes.O

This scenariowill not be allowed to occur becauseof today@
stringentwaterquality protections Currentlaws andthe County®

nditions of rovalwill resultin storm water runoff bein

detainedand treatedin order to protect the quality of Serene
Lakes and prevent flooding.

Unfortunately Serenelakes subdivisionwas developedbefore
today®stringentanti-pollutionlaws were passed. Snowmeltand
stormwater runoff travel over long segmentf pavedroadway
surfacesand throughresidentialhome siteswherethey can pick
up petroleumproductsfrom vehicles,fertilizers, herbicidesand
petwastebeforereachingthelakes. Thanksto moderndesignand
best managementpractices, impacts of this nature will be
minimized with new development.

4. 'We agree on what’s important.
We heldthreepublic meetingsn March. We solicitedverbaland
written commentsand synthesizedhem into a report that was
posted on the royalggefuture.com website.

The report reproduced verbatim dozens of comments and
questions under categoriesthat included traffic, Ski Camp,
protecting SereneLakes, timeshareswater etc. Following the
meetings SLPOA conducteda surveythatidentified manyof the
same concerns that were communicated to us.

The SLPOAnewsletter had this to say:

OFirstyour SLPOABoardwasvery gratified that the issuesveOd
highlighted following the Foster/Symepresentations: traffic,
impactof Ski Camp,density lake accesgor Ski Camp,second
egressandscaleof Ski Camp,wereexactlythe issuespinpointed
by the communityin the SLPOAsurvey Interestingly the public
did notthink the developersideas: internetaccessshoppingand
a Sugar Bowl portal, were important.O

One might conclude that Royal Gormge selectively chose to
highlight particular issuesto the exclusion of others, yet we
actually agreewith SLPOA concerningthe importantissuesof
concern.

While we did hearfrom manypeoplethatinternetaccesshaving
more commercialspace,and a portal to SugarBowl are among
the desirable featuresof our conceptplan, Royal Gomge and
SLPOA also found similar public concerns,including traffic,
preserving as much open space as possible, Ski Camp and
protecting Serene Lakes.

Improved communication

In addition to this article, we are taking steps to improve
communicatiorwith you. We havemailed a return-postage-paid
card to everyonein our databasefor whom we don® have an
email address. If you receiveda card, pleasereturnit. We are
preparing an extensive Q&A, several Obackgrounders©n
importantissues and regularOProjecManagerUpdates.OThese
will be postedon the royalgogefuture.comwebsiteand if you
haveprovidedan email addresswe will emailthemto you when
theyOre available.

We will continueto reachout, to shareinformation early and
often, andto provideopportunitiesfor you to shareyour thoughts
with us. We will continueto listen to your concernsso that we
canimproveour plans. We understandhat therewill be rumors
and misconceptions. If you read or hear somethingabout our
developmentplans that you have questionsabout, won® you
pleasecontactus andgive usthe opportunityto provideyou with
accurate information?

As the processmoves forward, people will decide whetherto
support,to opposeor maintainneutrality regardingRoyal Gomge
developmentplans. Whateverposition you decideto take, we
hope it is basedon fair and accurateinformation about our
development proposal.



SLPOA’s RESPONSE:
We Need The Real Facts From Royal Gorge LLC

1) Real communication requiresRoyal Gorge LLC to sit down and work with us throughoutthe development
processhotto tell us"wait until we havedevelopedmorespecificinformation,andthenyou cantell uswhatyou
think aboutit." Royal Gorge LLC shouldbe seekingSLPOA'sinput before making big plans,not after Real
communicatiorinvolvestelling usrealnumbersdinsteadof pulling 46% occupancyiguresoutof theair to assess
water needswhen PlacerCounty and now, California Statelaw, require more realistic figures. Usethe same
numbersyou usefor PlacerCounty andbe honestaboutwaterandsewerneeds. If Royal Gorge LLC sincerely
desirescommunicationthenpleasereleasehe Royal Gorge environmentaktudywhich wasthird-partyreviewed
by the ConservatiorBiology Institute. Mr. Symetold the SierraSun,"the sciencebehindthereportis sound."Let
us know what the report told you, so we can ask you questsongo help you shape your plans.

2) Stop misrepresenting the pastdredging. Neitherdredgingwasdoneto "recaptureost capacity"or "increase
storagecapacityto servenew customers".In both casesdredgingwascarriedout to removeaquaticvegetation.
In 1969, only 3,000to 6,000 cubic yardsof vegetationwere removed,nothing like the 96,800cubic yards of
muck you wantto gougeout of the lake bottom(5,500truck loads). The 1980dredging which involveddraining
andbulldozingthe drinking-waterake,again,wasdirectedat removalof vegetationnotincreasingvolumeof the
lake. Thatdredging,by the way, resultedin fines,andwould not be allowedtodaywithout a raft of EIRs. There
wereonly 200 or so cabinswhenthatdredgingoccurred-imaginewhat a nightmarethat would be todaywith so
many more cabins! Stoptrying to imply that SereneLakesaren't"natural” becausehereis a dam. Not only do
our lakeshavea lovely, naturalshoreline;photographgakenin the 1860'sshowthe lakeslooking very similar to
today (seethe photo on the articles pageof www.saveserenelakesg)r We appreciateour lakesas lakesfirst,
water supply secondhey are not merely reservoirs.
3) There is a very real danger thatwater pollution, erosion,and REAL FACTS
runoff will harm our lakes becauseof Royal Gorge LLC's
proposeddevelopment. The stringent antipollution laws, best
managemenpractices,and modern design Mr. Livak refers to,
were in effect throughoutSquaw Valley's recentexpansion,and
provided scant protection for Squaw®watershedsand streams. . . _ .
While Mr. Livak was in chage of developmentas Squaw® | ® With or without dredging, according to

* Dredging was done in the past to
remove aquatic vegetation, not to
increase capacity or to recover lost
capacity.

director of planning, the EnvironmentalProtectionAgency the their own documents, Foster/Syme’s
U.S. Attorney General's office, and the California Attorney water usage will cause shorelines to
General'soffice all intervenedbecauseof allegedextensiveand recede more than 20 feet, will leave
repetitiveviolations. Squaweventuallyagreedo pay $900,000to docks in the mud, and will leave much
settlea lawsuitconcerningvaterpollution. Onewonderswhatthe of the remaining lake too shallow to use.
price tag on damageto our two small alpine lakes, and the | « Serene Lakes only contains between
watershedof the South'Yuba and North Fork American Rivers 650 and 800 acre-feet of water, Royal
would be, andonewondershow moneycould everfix irreparable Gorge’s suggestion to d raw over 355
harm (See"A Sorry History of ProtectingWater Quality" on the acre-feet per year would drain half of
articles page ofvww.saveserenelakesgoior more background). the water from the lakes.

4) Real facts mattermorethanopinions. If, heaverhelpusall, a * The water district’s first priority is the
fire like Angorabreaksout at Serenelakes,it won't matterwhat lakes’ health and the projected needs of
we think about the desirability of ski portals, or shopping current customers and lot owners.

opportunities,or brand name coffee stores,as we're scrambling
down our one exit road. We're usedto digging out from undera
lot of snow but pleasedo us the favor of not "snowing" us with

words. Don't label honestand heart-feltobjectionsto your plans
as'"rumors" and"misconceptions"just becausehey don'tfit into

your marketingplans. Instead,usetheseobjectionsto producea
developmentthat is truly a conservationcommunity not an * The Foster/Syme lands are not zoned for
exercisein selling as many fractional ownershipand time-shares the condominiums, duplexes, lodges and
as possible. We're a real community with very real concerns retail space that they propose.

about our environment,and we'd appreciatereal "straight talk"
from Royal Goge, not manipulation.

* The water district, with the help of
hydrologists and ot her water experts,
will decide how much water is
available. Foster/Syme does not decide
how much water can be used.
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