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Subject of Action Item: Addressing Ongoing U.S.-Mexico Water Delivery Issues 
 
Submitted By: Commissioner Todd Staples, Texas 
 
Text of Action Item: Petition the U.S. Department of State and Congress to ensure Mexico’s compliance of the 1944 1 
Water Treaty to protect the viability of U.S. agriculture production and border communities in the Rio Grande 2 
Valley.  If Mexico continues to prolong this water debt, this issue should be added to the work plan for the 2013 Tri-3 
National Agricultural Accord, to be held from September 23 – 25, 2013 in Saskatoon, Saskatchewan.   4 
 5 
Background & Rationale: The Rio Grande plays an important role in meeting the water needs of businesses and 6 
families across west and south Texas. The river delivers water from reservoirs located in Mexico and from two 7 
international reservoirs at Del Rio and Zapata to agricultural producers and cities across Texas.  8 
 9 
The United States and Mexico are obligated to jointly manage and derive benefit from the waters of the Rio 10 
Grande and the reservoirs that feed it. The governing documents for the management of the water resources 11 
that most impact Texas are the 1944 Water Treaty (Treaty), which outlines the obligations of Mexico and the 12 
United States in the lower Rio Grande, and the 1906 Convention, which governs water releases that directly 13 
impact El Paso, TX. 14 
 15 
The International Boundary and Water Commission (IBWC) was established by Mexico and the United States to 16 
oversee management of the Rio Grande system and compliance with the bi-national water treaties. The U.S.’s 17 
IBWC Commissioner is appointed by the President and overseen by the U.S. Department of the State. 18 
 19 
1944 Water Treaty 20 
The Treaty takes a five-year approach to water management and requires Mexico to provide 350,000 acre-feet 21 
of water on average per year over each five-year period. Should Mexico fall behind in the annual allocation, it 22 
must be due to an extraordinary drought experienced by Mexico and a catch-up of the required acre-feet is to 23 
occur before the end of the five-year term. However, the agreement directs Mexico and the United States to 24 
attempt to ensure compliance. Currently, Mexico is neither in extraordinary drought nor attempting to ensure 25 
compliance. 26 
 27 
The most recent water management cycle began in October 2010. Two and a half years into the current cycle, 28 
Mexico should have delivered a minimum of 900,000 acre-feet to Texas. Mexico has delivered only 592,000 29 
acre-feet, creating a deficit of 385,000 acre feet.  30 
 31 
These shortages are not uncommon for Mexico and history has proven Mexico will only comply when the U.S. 32 
enforces the Treaty at the highest levels of the federal government. In 2002, Mexico had accrued a debt of 1.5 33 
million acre-feet.  They only complied after senior officials in the Bush Administration enforced the Treaty. 34 
 35 
In June 2013 the Texas A&M AgriLife Extension Service released an analysis detailing the economic impact of 36 
irrigation water shortages to the Lower Rio Grande Valley (LRGV) region. The analysis estimates the lack of 37 
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irrigation water has cost $229.2 million in crop revenue loss, which will ultimately contribute to an estimated 38 
$394.9 million loss in economic output for the region and the loss of 4,840 jobs that depend on the production 39 
and sale of LRGV crops. 40 
 41 
In the past, agricultural water use has been interrupted as resources became scarce. However, the impacts of 42 
drought and Mexico’s management of Rio Grande water has extended restrictions from agriculture to now also 43 
include municipal water users. Cities and communities in the LRGV region are receiving notice that they can no 44 
longer depend on water from the Rio Grande to convey their municipal allocations. For the first time in recent 45 
history, water suppliers are notifying municipal customers that Rio Grande supplies are dwindling, and cities 46 
should find new alternative water resources for their residents. Specifically, 10 U.S. cities have been formally 47 
notified by their water suppliers that they could be within 60 days of running out of water from the Rio Grande 48 
due to this issue. 49 
 50 
Allowing the water deficit to continue building until 2015 would have severe negative impacts on Texas 51 
residents. Compliance with the 1944 Water Treaty is a matter that affects agriculture across the nation because 52 
our industry depends on compliance and enforcement of international agreements. This is not just a matter of 53 
two countries fighting over water. This issue was negotiated decades ago. Now we need Mexico to comply with 54 
the long-standing agreement.  55 


