
 
 
 
October  22 , 2007 
 
Colonel Paul L. Grosskruger 
District Engineer 
US Army Corps of Engineers 
Jacksonville District 
P.O. Box 4970 
Jacksonville, FL  32232-0019 
 
Dear Colonel Grosskruger: 
 
Re: Comments on CERP, Caloosahatchee River (C-43) West Basin Storage Reservoir 
Project 
 
 
The Southwest Florida Watershed Council has reviewed the Caloosahatchee River (C-
43) West Basin Storage Reservoir Project PIR. We have found that there are a number 
of potentially beneficial outcomes described in the report however we have several 
concerns we would like to comment on. 
 

 The actual number of low flow exceedences would likely be reduced somewhat 
based on average conditions during the “Period of Record” where rainfall is 
considered to be in a dry cycle.  Many climatologists feel we are now in a wetter 
cycle characterized by wetter wet seasons contrasted with drier dry seasons. 
With this comparison to the “Period of Record” the modeled reduction of low flow 
exceedences would be reduced from around 40% to 17% which is an 
improvement but still leaves a significant proportion of the time that low flows 
would be problematic. This modest improvement may be an overestimate 
considering the AMO cycle we are now in. This is a concern since the upper 
estuary SAV has not recovered since 1999 and will likely take many years for 
effective restoration. With regard to both high and low flows that are outside the 
desirable range, the project would still leave “out of range” flows approximately 
25% of the time (ca. 15% improvement), again compared to the “Period of 
Record” up to 2000. Considering the cost of the project, now approaching $500 
million we suspect that cost effectiveness is a very real concern considering 
modest at best improvements to estuarine flows. 

 
 We are also concerned that there is not adequate assurance that flows from the 

reservoir will be delivered to the estuary via S-79. Stored water that is delivered 
to the west basin (S-78 to S-79) from the reservoir could be substantially 



withdrawn for irrigation or other water supply uses while concurrently being 
supplied to the estuary which is the primary intended use for the stored water. 

 
 We would suggest that a more significant water quality treatment component 

should be incorporated earlier than the PIR Phase II to coordinate with the TMDL 
process for the Caloosahatchee River due in 2010. Obviously additional nutrient 
loading reduction will be necessary over and above what might be achieved with 
the reservoir but incorporating a nutrient reduction component with Phase I 
reservoir design would potentially contribute significantly to necessary nutrient 
load reductions in the near future. Unfortunately, reservoir test cell modeling 
indicates that the reservoir without additional water quality treatment would 
sequester nitrogen and phosphorus only minimally as currently designed and 
would actually increase TSS loading. 

 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
John Cassani, Chair 
Southwest Florida Watershed Council 
 


