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Mexico  and  the  U.S .  share  many p rob lems in  terms  o f  undes i rab l e  

envi ronmenta l  changes  which  occur  as  resu l t  o f  developmenta l  pressu res .   

Among these  changes  a re  eu t rophicat ion ,  loss  of  f i she r i es ,  and  coas t a l  

eros ion .   However  s igni f icant  d i f fe rences  ex is t  in  te rms  of  development ,  

cu l tura l  a t t i tudes ,  and  pol i t i ca l  ins t i tu t ions  in  both  count r i es  and  a l te r  the  

way envi ronmenta l  problems  a re  addressed .   We under took a  comparat ive  

s tudy in  both  count r ies  to  assess  to  what  ex tent  management  approaches  

being  implemented  in  the  Chesapeake Bay may o r  not  be  appl icable  to  the  

Usumacin ta -Grihalva  wate rshed .   The former ,  a  165  x  10 3   km 2  watershed  

compris ing  f ive  separa te  s t a tes  and  the  Dis t r ic t  o f  Columbia  (DC) i s  

managed by  a  non-hierarchical  p rogram under  the  auspices  of  t he  U.S .  

Envi ronmenta l  Pro t ect ion  Agency.   There  i s  no  s imi la r  program in  Mexico  

for  the  70  x  10 3   km 2  Usumacin t a -Griha lva  water shed .   The  s ta tes  o f  Vera 

Cruz,  Oaxaca ,  Campeche and  Chiapas  opera te  comparat ively  independent ly  

in  terms  of  envi ronmenta l  regula t ion .   Also ,  there  has  been  no  in te rnat ional  

vehic l e  to  include Guatemala  (which  includes  a  s igni f i cant  por t ion  o f  the  

wate rshed)  in  envi ronmenta l  decis ion -making .   On the  o ther  hand,  t he  

cent ra l  government  in  Mexico  has  t rad i t ional ly  delegat ed  l ess  au thor i ty  t o  

i t s  S ta tes  than  the  U.S .  and  could  provide  more  ef f ic i en t  pol i cy  making  than  

in  Chesapeake Bay,  which  has  a  d i f fuse  s t ructu re  of  jur i sd i c t ional  

respons ib i l i ty .    In  sp i te  o f  these  d i f ferences ,  many  p robl ems (agr i cu l tura l  

runof f ,  re fo res t a t ion ,  and  res to ra t ion  o f  f i she r ies )  are  su rp r i s ingly  s imi l ar  

in  both  sys t ems and  would  benef i t  f rom increased  exchanges  of  exper t i se .   

Among the  e l ement s  of  the  Chesapeake Bay p rogram that  are  especi a l ly  

re l evant  to  count erpar t s  in   Mexico  a re  s t ream re fo res t a t ion  to  reduce  

nut r ien t  and  sediment  inputs ,  a  habi ta t -based  approach  to  resource  

management  that  inc ludes  res to ra t ion  o f  sea  g rasses ,  ac t ive  involvement  of  

concerned  c i t i zens  suppor t ed  by  extens ive  publ ic  educat ion  a c t iv i t i e s ,  and  

an  act ive  and  coopera t ive  d ia log  between the  reg ion’s  ju r i sd ic t ions  a t  the  

l evels  of  governors  and  members  o f  s ta te  l eg is la tures .   In  v i ew o f  the  

increas ing  pace  of  development  in  t h i s  reg ion  o f  Mex ico ,  which  has  

exper ienced  burgeoning  growt h  par t icu la r ly  a long the  coas t ,  more  



cooperat ion  between s ta tes  and  s t akeholders  ( farmers ,  f i she rmen,  pet ro l eros ,  

etc . )  needs  to  be  fos tered  to  avoid  fu tu re  envi ronmenta l  cr i ses .   I f  indeed  

there  i s  an  ea r ly  commitment  to  overa l l  wate rshed  management  in  th e  

Grihalva -Usumacin t a  by  var ious  pub l ic ,  po l i t i ca l  and  envi ronmenta l  

en t i t i es ,  Mexico  may be  ab le  to  avo id  having  to  adopt  a  program as  

comprehens ive  and  expens ive  as  tha t  on  Chesapeake  Bay  to  res to re  th i s  

impor tan t  coas ta l  envi ronment  and  conserve  i t s  l iv ing  mar ine  resources .  
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