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.MINUTE NO. 264 

IHTEI\HAl\OHAl BOUHOMY AMO WATER COMMISSION 

UNITED STATES AND MEXICO 

Ciudnd Ju11re%, Chihunhu" 
Augunt 26, 1980 

RP.COHlfP.NOATIOHS fOR SOLUTION OF TIIY. 
HEW RIVER BORDER SANITATION PR08Lr.H 

AT CALEXICO, CALIFORNIA - HEXICALI 1 BAJA CALIFORNIA NORTE 

The Cotttmission met in the office• of the Hexlc11n Section lo CludRd 
JuareE, Chlhuahu11 11t 11100 a.a. on August 26, 1980, to review studies 
made and to fortDul11te recommend11tlons for solution of the New ~iver border 
aanitation problem at Calexico, Californl& - Mexicali, Baj& California 
Norte. 

The Commiuion ref erred to Preeldeot C1u:-ter' 1 and Prealdent Lopez 
Portillo'• joint etate.ment rele11sed folloving their meeting on 
September 28-29, 1979,[

1
]{vith ■ peci11l refer~nee to th@ rart whteh rendn. 

•The Presidents recalled that last February they had instructed the Inter­
national Boundary and Water Commission to recommend mc11aures that might 
be adopted within the context of existing agreements to nchieve furthe_r 
progreu tovards a permanent •olution to border sanitation problems. The 
~residents reviewed the recommendations submitted by the Commieaion and 
found them satisfactory as a baaic agreement for eolution of border 
sanitation problems. The Preeidente as~ed the Comm1sa1on to proceed as 
1000 as poasible to conclude the supplementary recommendations for 
completion of the vorka required to provide the good qualit1 vater which 
they bad recognized in February to be so important for the health and 
well-being of the citizens of both countries 11•1ng and traveling in the 
border area.• 

The Commission also ref~rr~d to recommendation No. 4 of Minute Ho. ,261[ 2
] 

which provides: ·That for each of the border ■anitation problems, the 
Co11lD11&1ion prepare a Minute for the approval ot the two Governments, in 
vbich there would be included, identification of the problem, definition 
of conditions which require solution, specific quftl1ty atAoda~de that 
ahould be applied, the cour,e of action that •hould be followed for ita 
solution, and the specific time schedule for it~~implementation.• 

The Co111t11.lulon having studied each one of'. the existing border . ~, 
sanitation problems, agreed that the Nev River P,~oblem !a the moat urgent 
and should be the first to be resolved for the'~enefit of the health and 
well-being of the citizens of both countries. 

The Conmuaaionera noted that all of the vaete vatere from the rapidly 
~roving city of Mexicali, including at11ong tbes~!;~':reated and untr_eated 
domestic vaate waters aa vell aa induatrial vast vaters, are discharged ,. I 
into the Nev R.iver, which croaaea the boundary from Mexico to the United 
States at Kexica.11 1 B. C. N. and Calexico. CaUfot'~ia and flows northward to 
discharge into the Salton Sea. They studied thel~~~~,ent records of analyses 
~f ••mplea of the Nev River'vaters at the inte~le:·fonal boundary which 
attest to the serious threat thst the vatera ofVt e: New River poae to the 
health sod well-being oft.he inhabitants on botRI idea of the border and .. , I \ tthicb impdr the beneficial uaea of these nterl.- • ! ,; 

' 

'JJq11,1·/111c11t of sr,,rr. Uullctin. Ncn-.. H>n>, p. ~1 
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tortor

The Commltulon referred to thf! jt,lnt cn,tinrr.rln,t mrf't ing hrld in th,­

offic~11 of the Hr.xicnn Srctinn ln Cd, Junrrt, Chihu11hu11 nn Hny JO, 19RO, 

in whi,ch, in ndrlition to the Cofffflll1111ioncr11 11nd Y.ng{necu of the tYo 5cc­
tion11, the [olloving Tcchnic11l Advi11or11 p11rticip11ted: 

For the United St11te11 Section: F.ngineer Clyde ft, Eller, Director, 
Enforcrmrnt Div111ion, Rr.~1on11l Office, S11n fr11nci11co, C11li£~rni11 11nd 

Engineer Eloy R. Loz11no, A1111i11t11nt to the Rr.gion11l Admini~tr11tor, D11ll1111, 

Texn11, both of the Environmcnt11l rrotcctlon Aiency, 11nd Con11ultlnt tntlnccr 
Dennie A. O'Lc11ry of Snn Diego, C11li£ornl11. 

for the Mc~ic11n Section: tnglncer tgn11clo Villela !eltTao, SubdiTec 

for Pot11hlc W11ter and Scveragc Projcct11, Secretariat for nu~11n Scttlemcnt11 

nn<I Public Work11; ln~lncer H11rio Sol11no Conzaler., Director Ccner11l (or S11-

nit11tlon of ~11tcrs, Sub-Sccrct11rl11t (or Environment tmprovcmr.nt, £ecretar\11t 

of He11lth 11nd A1111i1tance; lngi~eer Joee Lula Calderon B., Subdirector for 

Engineering, and Engineer Francisco Bahftmonde Torre,, both of the General 

Directorate for Ecological Order and Protection, Secretariat of Agricul­

ture and Rydraulie Resources; and Consulting Engineer,, Dr. F.roesto Espino 

De la 0. and Dr, Rector R, MendozA of Mexico City, O.F. 

The Commiaaion then revieved the 1tudie1 mAdc by the Hcxic•n Tech­

nical Advisors and their proponala [or a eolutloo to the problem, •• 
pre1ented in the joint engineering meeting. 

The Commis1lon agreed with the propo1al of the Hcxican Technical Ad­
vi1or1 thnt the permanent solution to the problem should have•• lta ~o•l 

the elimination of dom~stic and industrial vaate vater• lo the Hev RiYer 

at the boundary and that thie solutlon could be achieved through neceeaaTy 

action by Mexico to eliminate the di,charie of 1uch vaste vater• to the 

Nev River by construction of the nece1aary pumping facilities and pipe­
lines to convey them ,outhvestvard I avay f r0111 the border, The COIJ'ffllLU lon­

er, agreed on the need for providing sufficient cspacity in the propo1ed 

works and to take the nece11sary measures for their future expaneion to 

meet the needs of the rapid grovth of the city of Hexicall. 

The Commie1ion agreed that e11ential to •a effective permanent ,olu­

tlon would be the in1tallatlon of adequate atandby equipment {or use at 

time& of brcnkdo,-~11 u vell 1111 implementation of a co1aprehenaiYe operation 

and maintenance program to include rreventative ~•inttnance ~ea~ure,. 

The Commi11ioner1 noted the advice of the Hexican Technical Advi110r1 

that the deaign of the vorka (or the pet'1'1111ncnt 10\ution could be comple­

ted by the end of 1~81 and that their con11truction could be completed in 

1983, 1ubject to th~ Mexican Government'• appropriation of the needed 
funds. 

Tnking into account that the perm11ncnt 1olution to the Nev River prob­

lem cannot be immedi11te, the Commi111ion revieved the underat1nding1 re­

sulting from the joint engineering meeting vith reference to the vater 

qunlity standards that could be met in the interim period until a rermanent 

11olution is achieved, and to the ncceaaary vork11 to be conatructcd, 

opcrnted 11nd maintained to mr.ct those 1tandard11. The Commia1ion agreed 

that the qualitative and quantitative standards for the Nev RiYer accept­

able to both countries in the interim period ar~ •~ !ollov,: 



Qualitative St4ndards for the New Rlver at the Internatioruil 8oundary­
lnter1m Solution 

J. The VAterA of the river ahnll be free of untreRted domestic And 
ioduetrlal waste vatera. 

2. The vatere shAll be free from 1ubstance1 thAt may be dlachArged into 
the river As ft re~ult. of hum~n activity ln concentrAtion1 uhlch Are toxic 
or har111ful to humAn, AnltMl or aquatic llfe or vhlch IMY algnlficantly 
impair the beneficial uaea of such water1. 

l. The 1n1tera of the river •hall be eesentially free from trash. oil. 
ectflll, or other floating materials resulting from human activity in Amount, 
1uff1c1ent to be injurious, unsightly, or tn cause adveree effects on bumAn 
life. f1•h. and wildlife. Persistent foam.log ,ball be avoided. 

4. The water, of the river trut.11 be free of pesticides in concentrations 
which could cause harmful effects to hum.an life, fish, and wildlife. 

5. The channel of the river ahall be free of reeldual sludge depo11ta 
from domestic or 1ndustr1Al wastes. 

Quant1tfttive StnndRrdB 
(Applicable At indicAted sampling location} 

Time l'ot' 
Ach1evementr 

Sampling Location1 

Parameters 

BODS 

COD 

pH 

DO 

'Fecal Collfot"lll 
Organisms 

Monthly Average Value ■ 

Immedlatel,: 

l 
(Nev River at 

!ounditry} 

6.0 to 9.0 

Within 3 Months 'Within 20 Months 

2 3 
(L&gooo Dh- (Nev R1.Ter Upstream 
charge Canal) of Discharge Canitl) 

30 mg/1 filtered 30 ms/1 unfiltered 

10 ,r,a/1 filtered 100 mg/1 unfiltered 

30,000 colonlu 
per 100 ml, vitb no 
single sample to 
e.xceed 60,000 
colonies per 100 ml 

• Dissolved Oxygen of 5 mg/1 considered as an objective for first 20 
aonthe and thereafter as a 1tandard. 



TI1c Commiuion 11greed to reviev the v11tcr q1t111ity 11t11nd11rd11 for the 
interim period 11t 12-month intHV11l11 hom the d11.te o( •rrrov11l o( thl1 
Hinote ~nd to rceonrmcnd to the tvo Cavcrnm~ntA 11ueh ~odific11tlon• 1111 

11ppcnr v11rr11nted, 

The Coll'll'lli11ion revicved the mc1111ure11 proro11ed by the tt.chnic11l Ad•l-
11or11 of Mexico to 11chle•e compli11nce vith the qu11llt7 11t11nd11rd, in the 
interim redod 11nd thr. 11ehr.'111le for their complr.tion. Thr Co11rn1i111lon 
11~r~cd th11t the mnjor p11rt o( tht. necc111111r7 vork11 •re n~v under eon11truc­
tion 11nd the n~ce1111nry 11ction11 11nd 11chedule to complete them and the 
remaining rarte arc an follov~: 

11. Complete construction of five 11ddition11l ozid11tion l11goon11 •t 
the 11ite of the cxi11tlng l11.goon11 by ~eptember 1980. 

b. Dredging of the exietlng l11goon11 by the ~iddle of 1981, 

c. Complete conetruction of nev 11cr11ted oxid11tion l11goon11 ,outhe111t 
of Mexicsli to treat domestlc and industrial va11te waters from the 
indu11tri11l 11re:a of Hexicall by the e:od of 1980. 

d. Rliminntion of 1111 rcmninlng di11ch11rgr.11 to the N~v Rivero! 
untr~nted dome11tic 11nd lnch111tri11l v11.,te v11ter11, includ{np; tho11(' from 
[cr.d lots, by expanding the collection •y11tem •"needed•• •oon •• 
possible and not later th11n July 1982. 

e. In11t11llation of pumping equipment vith 11de1uate capacity and 
rr.lnted works to include stnndby unit11 nt e11ch o( the: tvo existing 
p111T1plng pl11nt11, to g1111rd 11g1dn1t di11ch11rge11 of untre11ted v111te: vatr.r• 
to the Nev Rlver, as 1100n a11 possible 11nd not later than June 1981. 

The Co1J11J1ittlon agreed that to prevent the Ji•charge of untre11ted v•11te 
vaters into the Nev River, it ie easeotial for the interim •olutlon that 
ln addition to the in1t11llntlon o( 1tandby pumping equlpment, there be 
adopted and implemented a comprehcn11lve prevent11tive maintenance progrnm 
that includes avnilsbllity of nec~11ary wpare psrta, 

The Comml,,lon then 1tudied the joint prosraM o[ •onitorln,. that the 
tvo Section• put into pr•eticc to c1t«blleh a record to enable rc•lev •nd 
evaluation of the results of the oper•t~on and ~ainten~nce of the vor~• 
con8tructed for the interim and permanent 11olutions, 

For the interim period, 1ample1 1hould be taken and Analyzed in the 
following m~nncr: 



u 

Location And Fre1uency of Sampllng 
For Interim rerlod 

Parameter, 
Nev River at 

8oundary 
Discharge Canal 

from Lagoon, 
Nev River Upstream 
of Discharge Canal 

COD 

pH 

no 

Weekly grab 
1ample 

Daily grab 
•ample 

Monthly grab 1m11ple 

Monthly grab ,ample 

Monthly 12-hour 
compo1lte ,ample* 

Monthly 12-hour 
compoalte sample* 

Fecal Collfoni 
Organi1m1 

Weekly grab 
•ample 

* Tvelve consecutive hourly 1ample1 once a month (24-hour compo,lte to be 
taken a, needed to establish correlation vith 12-hour composite). 

It va1 agreed that for the permanent aolutloo, 1mnplea should be taken 
of the Nev River water• at the international boundary monthly or more 
frequently if nece11ary, and th~ee 1hould be analyzed for Boo

5
, COD, pR, 

DO, and fecal coliform organisms. 

The Commlsaion adopted the folloving recommendation, for the approval 
of the two Governmente: 

1. That the 1tudie1 and plan, nov being prepared by the competent 
Mexican 1uthorities for the permanent and definiti~e solution of the 
border 1anitation problem of the Nev River at Calexlco-Mexlcali, vith 
the goal of elimination of domestic and industrial vaete water dischar­
ge, in the Nev River at the international boundary, proceed•• promptly 
•• posaible and that the results of these 1tµdie1 and plane be pre-
1ented to the Commisslon by late 1981 for it• con,ideration and ap­
proval, together vlth the corresponding 1chedule1 for carrying out the 
vorks found to be oeceaaary. 

2. That for the interim perlod before impleme~t1tlon of the perma­
nent solution, vater quality 1tandards be adopted as epeclfied in this 
Minute and the works required to achieve compliance vith those 
1tandard1 1 •• proposed by the Technical Adviaora and described here­
inabove, be con,tructed aa 1000 as po11ible and not later than the 
date, ■ tated herelnabove. 

3. That the works for the interim solution•• vell a, the permanent 
10lution be operated and aaintaioed by Mexico •ith adequate standby 
facilitlea and through lmplementatlon of a comprehensive preven­
tativ@ malnt~nance progr11:m to prevent breakdoV'D.s vhich could 
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result ln the dl11chnrr.e of untrcRtcd domcAtlc or 1ndu11trl11l vn11te 
vatern into the N~v R.lvcr. 

4. Th11t the water quality 11ti1ndard1 for the lntcrlm 11olutlon be 
revlevcd by the Commla11lon at 12-,nonth intcrv11l11 from the date of 
thia Minute and thnt the Co111111i111on rccom~cnd to the tvo Covernment11 
modlfic11tion11 111 it con1ldcr1 varrantcd. 

5. That the reeult• of the ofer~tion and malnten11nce of the vork11 
during the interim period and of the permanent vork•• be monitored 
as proposed hcrelnobovc, ~nd the records be ceYiewcd by the CoGllllleelon 
to ~erify compliance vith the water quality 1t11ndard11 during the 
interim period and the pet"'l11nncnt solution gonl of ellmlnatlng domc11tic 
nnd industrial wnste vnter discharges at tbe boundary. 

6. Thnt the CommieRion 11upervl11e the conetructlon, operation and 
aalntenance of the vorka rPquired for the interim period 111 well•• 
for the permanent 1olution in accordnnce vlth Articles 2 11nd 24 of 

the 1944 Vater Treaty[ 1 land thnt the Mexican Section hnve jurl11dlctloa 
over the work• undertaken for this purpose in ita country, ~ncludlog 
their construction. oper3tlon 11nd malntennnce. ln coofonnAnce vith 
Article 24 of the 1944 W~ter Treaty nnd vlth rccomm~ndAt1on No. 7 of 
Mlnute No. 261 of September 24• 1979• approved by the two Covcrn~cnts. 

7. That this Minute requires the specific approval of the two Covern-
11ent11. [2] 

The meeting was adjourned. 

').F_- r,:cdkin 
I.i~seioner for the United Stntes 

M. R. Ybll&f• 
Secretary for the United States 

Section 

1 TS nn-t; rm xtnt. 121:!. 
!! nee-. 4. lHRO. 

~· . /1' ,<1 _._7-::;__ ...>--- -. 
qn Buatamaate R. 

mm esioner for Mexico 

Secretary for the Mexican 
Section 

I Fool 11ol<'8 achlt'1l It~· I hi' J )pp:1 rl 111t'llt of Stn tP. 1 



f,.CIA NUH. 264. 

COMISION INTERNACIONAL OE LIMITES Y AGU1'S 

ENTRE MEXICO Y LOS ESTAOOS UNIOOS 

Ciudad Ju4rez, Chih., 
a 26 de agosto de 1980. 

R.ECOHENDACIONES PAR.A IA SOLIX!ION DEL PROBLEMA FRONTERIZO 
DE SANEAHI.ENTO DEL RIO NUEVO 

EN MEXICALI, M.JA CALIFORNIA-c.Al.'£XIC0 1 CALlFOR.NIA. 

La Comi9i0n se reuniO en las oficinas de la SecciOn Kexlcann en Ciu­
dad Judrez, Chihuahua a las 11:00 horas del d1a 26 de agosto de 1980, para r£ 
visar los estudios efectuados y para formular recomendacione1 para la resolu­
ciOn del problem& fronterizo de saneamiento del R!o Nuevo en Mexicali, Baja 
~alifornia-Calexico, California. 

La CondsiOn se refiriO a la declaraci6n conjunta del Presidente Ll5pez 
Portillo y del Presidente Carter dada a conocer despu6s de su reuniOn del 28 
y 29 de septiembre de 1979, haciendo referencia especial a aquella parte que 
dice "Los Presidentes recordaron queen febrero dltitllO hab1an girado instruc­
ciones a la Condsi~n Interrulcional de L1mites y Aguas para que recomcndara ~ 
didas que pu.dieran adoptarse, dentro del contexto de. aeuerdos existentes, pa­
ra lograr Nyor progreso hacia una soluciOn permanente de los problemas san1-
tarios fronterizos. Los Presidentes exandnaron lat recomendacioncs sometidas 
por la CondstOn y las encontraron satisfactorlas en tanto constituyen un a- -
cuerdo bisico para este propOsito. Solicitaron de la ComisiOn que proceda, a 
la brevedad posible, a formular las recomendacionet adicionales necesarias P.! 
ra acabar las obras requeridas para proveer agua. de buena calidad, objetivo 
que reconocieron en febrero n1c1mo como de gran tmportancia para la salud y 
bienestar de los ciudadanos de ambos pa1ses que viven y viajan en la zona - -
fronteriza". 

La Com.f.siOn se refiri6 tambidn a la recomendaci6n N1lm. 4 del Acta Ntim. 
261 que estipula que: "Para cada uno de los problemas fronterizos de sanca­
ml.ento, la ComisiOn formule una A.eta, para la aprobaci6n de los dos Coblernos, 
en la cual ae incl~ya la identificaciOn del problema, la def1nic10n de las -
condiciones que requieran soluciOn, las normas de calidad espectficas que de­
bertn aplicarse, el curso de acciOn que se debert seguir para su soluciOn, y 
el programa espec1fico para su desarrollo". 

La CondsiOn, habiendo estu.diado cada uno de los problemas fronterlzos 
de saneandento exiatentes, acord6 que el problcmA del R!o Nuevo es el m.1.s ur­
gente y deber4 eer el primero a resolverse en beneficio de la salud Y el ble­
ne•t•r de loa ctndadAnC>S de ambos pa:tses. 

Los Condsionados tomaron nota de que todas las aguas residuales de la 
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ciodad de Hexic1tli, de muy r6pido crccimlcnto, incluycndo cntre elln• deaa­
gucB dom~atlcos tratados y no tratados as( como dcanguas industrlalce, ec des 
cargon al R!o Nuevo que cruza la l{nea divisoria de t~xico hacia los Estado; 
Unidos en Mexicali, Baja Californlo y Calexico, California y (luye hacia el 
nortc hasta dcaembocar en el ttar dcl Salt6n. Eatudlaron 101 regi1tro1 rccic~ 
tes de loa an111sis de muestraa de lat aguaa dcl R!o Nucvo en la l{nea divl10 
ria internacional, que dan testimonio de la aeria arncn&7.& que las aguos del­
R{o Nuevo prcsentan a la nlud y el bicncstar de los habltnntcs de o.mboa l1t­
doa de la fronter& y quc 1mp1dcn el uso ben~fico de csaa aguns. 

La Comia16n ee ref1r16 A la rcuni6n conjunta de ingcnlcr{a c(eetuada 
en las oficinas de la Sccc16n Mexicano en Cludad Ju~rez, Chlhuahun cl d{n JO 
de mayo de 1980 en la cunl participnron, odcm.:is de loa Comislonadoa c lngcnie 
ros da las dos Seccioncs, sua respectivos Asesores T~cnicos como 11gue: -

Por la Secci6n Mcxicana: 

Ing. Ignacio Villela Beltdn, Subdlrcctor de Proycctos de Agua rota-
b le y AlcantarUlado de la Secretndll de Ancntamlentos llumanoa y Obr11s Nb li­
en~; Ing. Marlo Solano Gonzllcz, Director General de Saneomicnto dcl Agua de 
la Subsccrctar!R de Mcjoramlcnto dcl Ambientc de la Sccrctar!a de Salubridad 
y Asistcncia; Ing. Jos~ Luis Caldcr6n 8., Subdtrcctor de lngcnicr{a e Ing. -
Francisco Bahnmonde Torres de la Dircccl6n General de Ordcnac16n y l'rotecc16n 
Ecol6gica de la Sccretar!a de Agrlcultura. y Rccursos Hidriulicos; y los lngc­
nieros Consultores Doetores Ernesto Espino de la O. y H~ctor R. Mendoza de 
~xico, D. F. 

Por la Sccci6n de los Estados Unidos: 

Ing. Clyde B. Eller Director de la Divis16n de Ejecuct6n de la Oflcl­
na Regional en San Francisco, California y cl lng. Eloy R. Lozano Ashtcnte 
dcl Administrador Regional en Dallas, Texas, nmbos de la Agcncia de Protec­
ci6n Ambiental y cl Ingenlcro Consultor Dennis A. O'Leary de San Diego, ca­
lifornla. 

Enscgulda la Comisl6n rcv1s6 los estudios hcchos por los A.scaores 1~£,. 
nieos Mcxicanos y sus proposiciones para la solucl6n del rroblema, talcs como 
fueron prcscntados en la cltada rcuni6n conjunta de ingcnier{a. 

La Comisi6n estuvo de acucrdo con la proposicl6n de 101 Asesores T~c­
nlcos Mcx.icanos de que 13 soluci6n perm.ancnte del problcrna tuviera cOll'to meta 
la elim1naci6n de las descargas de aguas rcslduales dom~sticas e industrialcs 
,m l'!l Rio Nuevo en la l!nea divisoria y que esta soluci6n podda llcvarse a 
cabo mcdiantc la accl6n necesaria por parte de H~xico para cllminar las dcs­
corg35 de dlchas aguas residuales al R!o Nucvo por la construcci6n de las in_! 
tnlactoncs de bombeo y tuber!aa neeesarias para condueirlas h~cla el Suroeste, 
lcjos de la frontcra. Los Comlslonados cstuvieron de acur.rdo en la neccsidad 
de provcer suficiente capacidad en las obras propucstas y de tomar las mcdi­
das n~c@~arias para su futura expans16n para hacer frente al crecimiento rtpl 
do de la ciudad de Mexicali. 
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ad1c1ona1ea en el aitio de las lagunaa exiatentes para sep­
tiembre de 1980. 

b) Dragado de las lagunas existentes, para mediados de 1981. 

c) Tenninaci6n de la construcc16n de nuevas 
de oxidaci6n al Sutestc de Mcx1call rara 
siduales dom~sticas e industrinles de la 
de Mexicali, para fines de 1980. 

lagunas aercadas 
tratar aguas rc­
zona industrial 

d) La el1minaci6n de todas las descargas subaistentcs al R.J'.o 
Nu@vo d@ aguas residual~n dom,stieaa e industriales no 
tratadaa, incluyendo aqucllas que provengan de cstablos, 
mediante la expansi6n del sistema de recolecci6n, scgGn 
ae necesite, tan pronto corno sea pos1ble y no a mils tar• 
dar que Julio de 1982. 

e) Instalaci6n de equ!po de bombco de cnpacidad adecuada y 
de obras accesorias, incluyendo unidades de reserva, en 
cada una de las dos plantas de bombeo exiatentes, para 
prevenir la deacarga de aguas residuales no tratadas al 
R!o Nuevo, a la brevedad posible y no a m4a tardar que 
junio de 1981. 

La Coa.d•i~n eatuvo de acuerd~ en que r•r• evitAr la d@Rcarga de Aguas 
residualea no tratadaa al R!o Nuevo para la 10luci6n intermedia ea esencial, 
adicionalmente a la lnstalaci6n de equipo de bombeo de reserve, que ae adopte 
y ae ponga en prlctica un program& comprensivo de lft4nten1miento prevent1vo 
que abarque la exiatencia de las piezaa de repueato neeeaariaa. 

En.seguida la Comiai6n estudi6 el programa conjunto de vigilnncia que 
deberln poner en prlctica las dos Seccionea para eiteablecer un registro que 
permits la revis16n y evaluaci6n de los resultadoa de la opcraci6n y manteni­
ndento de las obr•• conAtruidaa para las aoluciones intermedia y perma.nente. 



Pua el periodo lntcnncdio lns mucstras dcbcr:\n tomrac y n.nnllzarse 
de ln m."lllern siguicnte: 

SITIOS Y FRECutNCIA DE MUESTR.£0 PARA EL P'ER.1000 1NU:JU1F.t)IO 

rar3mctros Rto Nucvo en linen 
dlvlsorh 

Cannl de dcscnr&a 
de lu hgunu 

Rlo Nuevo sguas nrrlbn 
dcl cnnnt de dcscAr&a 

DQO 

pH 

OD 

Muestra individual 
scrMnnria 

Mucstra individual 
dio.ria. 

Hucstra 1ndlvl• 
dual rncnsual 

'Hucstra indivi­
dual n-cnsun L 

ttuestr11 tnensu11l com­
pucsta de 12 horas • 

Hucstrn mcnsunl com• 
pucsta de 12 horns * 

Organtsmos 
Co 11 formc s 
Fccnlcs Hucstra lndlvldunl 

8Ctn.'lMria 

*Docc rmicstras horarins consccutivas una vcz nl ~s (se torn.1r~n mucstras co~ 
pucstas de 24 horas scg6n sea ncccsarlo p3ra ~stablecer correlaci6n con muc~ 
tra compuesta de 12 horas). 

Sc acordO quc, para la soluciOn perm..,ncntc dcber~n tom.1rse rnuestras 
de las aguas dcl Rio Nucvo en la 11nea dlvisoru. intcrnaclonnl mcnsunlmcnte o 
con 11\,,yor frccuencia si sc consldera neccsario,:l&s cu&lca debct1n acr anali­
zadns para la detcrudruicl6n de oso5 , DQO, pn, OD y org11.nls1110s coliformcs fee.!. 
les. 

La Coutlsi6n adopt6 las aiguientcs rccomcndaclooea para la aprobacl6n 
de los dos Gobternos: 

1.- Que se procedn con la Nyor celeridad con los estudios y 
planes quc actualmente preparan las autortdndes co~pcten 
tes de M~xlco para la soluc16n pcr!Nlncnte y dcflnitlva 
del problema frontcrizo de sancamiento del Rio Nucvo en 
Mexicali-Calexico, con la meta de la cllminac16n de Ina 
descargas de nguas residualcs do~stlcas e industrlalcs 
en el R1o Nucvo en ln 11nca dlvisorla intcrnnclonnl y 
quc el result.ado de dichos cstudios y planes, eon cl co-
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rr@spondiente procrnmn para llevnr a cabo las obrnA que 
resulten ncccsnrias sea prcsentado a la Comisi~n ft fines 
de 1981, para iu consideraci~n y aprobaci~n. 

2.- Que para el pertodo intermedlo anterior a la puesta en 
pr4ctica de la soluci~n permtlnentc se adopten lan nor­
ll\l.ls de calidad del asua espccificadas en la presence 
kta y que las obrns requeridas para el logro del cum­
plimiento de dichas normas, ncg6n las ho.n propuesto los 
Asesores T~cnicos y que aqut se describen, sean cjccutA 
das a la brevedad posible y no mds tarde que las fechas 
aqut menciooadas. 

3.- Que las obras tanto para la soluci6n intermedia como pa­
r:a la soluci6n permanente sean opcradaa y con:,ervadao por 
~x.ico con instalaciones adecW1das de reserva y mediante 
la puesta en pr,ctica de uo program.a comprensivo de man­
tenimiento preventivo para evitar averias que pudierao 
resultar en la descarga de aguas residuales d~sticas o 
induatrtales no tratadas al Rio Nuevo. 

4.- Que las nortrl4s de calidad de agua para la soluci6n inter 
media sean revLsadas pot ta Comisi6n a intervalos de 12 
meses a partir de la fecha de est.a Acta y que la Comisi6n 
recomiende a los dos Gobiernos las modificaciooes que es­
time convenientes. 

5.- Que loa resultados de la operac16n y mantenimiento de las 
obras en el per1odo intermedio y de las obras perma.nentes 
sean vigilados como aqu1 se propone y que los registros 
••in revisados por la ComisiOn para verificar el cumpli­
miento con las normas de calidad de agua durante el pert.2. 
do intermedlo y con la meta de eliminaciOn de deacargas 
de aguas residu.ales dom~stieas e iuduotr:l.ales en l.& ltu~ 
dlvisoria como 1oluciOn permanente. 

6.- Que la Comisi~n supervise la construcciOn., la operaci~n y 
el mantenimiento de las obras requeridaa tanto para la s.2, 
luci6n intermedia como para la soluci6n pet'IDllnente de a­
cuerdo con los Art1culos 2 y 24 del tratado de Aguas de 
1944 y que la SecciOn Mexian.a teoga jurisdicc16n 'sobre 
las obraa emprendida• pa~• •llo en GU pats, incluyendo su 
construcc16n, operaciOn y mantenimiento, de conformldad 
con el Articulo 24 del Tratado de AgU4s de 1944 y con la 
,:ecome.nd.&c16n NCim. 7 del Acta NGm. 261 del 2A de scptie.m­
bre de 1979, aprobada por los dos Gobiernos, 



7 .~ Que C"ltn Acta rcqulcrc lo. nprohnc16n cspcc1Hca de 101 

dos Gobicrnon. 

Sc lcvnnt6 la Scs16n. 

ct<?~ ili4? 
Sccretario de la Sccci6n 

Mexica.na 
de los 


