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1. Contracting Parties in the Americas as of March 31, 2012: Antigua & Barbuda, 
Argentina, Bahamas, Barbados, Belize, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Colombia, Costa Rica, 
Chile, Cuba, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, Jamaica, 
Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Saint Lucia, Suriname, Trinidad and Tobago, 
United States of America, Uruguay, and Venezuela (29). 

 



Ramsar COP11 DOC. 12, page 2 
 
 
2. Contracting Parties whose National Reports are included in this analysis: Antigua & 

Barbuda, Argentina, Barbados, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cuba, 
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, Jamaica, Mexico, 
Panama, Paraguay, Saint Lucia, Suriname, Trinidad and Tobago, United States of America, 
Uruguay, and Venezuela (25). 

 
3. Contracting Parties that have not yet submitted their National Reports: Bahamas, 

Belize and Peru (3). In the case of Nicaragua, the report was incomplete and not in the 
current reporting format.  

 
4. There are 35 countries in the Americas, of which 29 are already Contracting Parties. Since 

COP10 Grenada has submitted the formalities for accession to UNESCO and should 
become the 30th Party in the Americas once the Convention enters into force for that 
country. As of now Dominica, Guyana, Haiti, St. Kitts and Nevis, and St. Vincent and the 
Grenadines are not yet members of the Convention.  

 
Summary and Ways Forward 2013-2015 
 
5. Based on the priorities set for 2009-2012, it can be said that since COP10 the whole 

American region has made considerable progress towards the implementation of the 
Strategic Plan of the Convention, chiefly through the continued designation of Ramsar 
Sites, inventories, adoption and implementation of wetland policies, consolidation of 
National Wetlands Committees, and Regional Initiatives.  

 
6. Many difficulties and obstacles remain – the threats to wetlands in the Western 

Hemisphere from urban development, infrastructure, extractive industries and 
unsustainable tourism activities, mainly in marine and coastal wetlands, from the coast of 
Mexico to South America and particularly in Central America and the Caribbean, will 
persist. Thus, one of the main challenges for the Contracting Parties in the coming years 
will be to raise awareness at all levels – national, regional and local – about wetland 
benefits and services, so that decision makers at all levels have a full understanding of what 
is really at stake for ourselves and for future generations. Likewise, governments at all 
levels must show the political commitment to support, technically and financially, the 
effective management of their Ramsar Sites and other wetlands. 

 
7. One of the most urgent priorities for the maintenance of the ecological character of 

Ramsar Sites is the implementation of legal frameworks, such as policies and specific 
wetlands regulations, and the application of strategic land use planning and the use of 
impact assessments in the decision making process.  

 
8. Ramsar Regional Initiatives, both centers and networks, have been a good opportunity to 

engage and implement collaborative actions on the ground among the different 
Contracting Parties and interested stakeholders in the region, as well as to increase the 
visibility of the Convention, but efforts have to be focused to maintain political and 
financial support in the upcoming years.  

 
9. Before us there are many challenges, but by working together with good will, at all social 

and governmental levels, locally, nationally, throughout the Americas, we can be confident 
that will be able to meet them.  
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Main achievements since COP10 and priorities for 2013-2015 
 
New steps undertaken to implement the Convention (A) 
 
10. In the Americas the most significant activities undertaken by Contracting Parties have 

been:  
 

 elaboration, adoption or implementation of wetland policies or similar instruments 
and regulations;  

 Ramsar Site designations and inventory and monitoring;  
 formulation or implementation of management plans, management of sites or 

restoration activities; and 
 CEPA and training activities as well as steps to formalize site managers networks.  

 
11. Some Contracting Paeries reported progress in the operation and strengthening of 

National Wetland Committees and in the reinforcement of commitees or associations for 
the management of Ramsar Sites. Likewise, in their National Reports, various 
Contractiong Parties made reference to the activities developed under Regional Initiatives 
such as the High Andean, Caribbean, and Mangroves and Coral Reefs. 

 
The most successful aspects of implementation of the Convention (B)  
 
12. In most of the cases the successful aspects are related to: 
 

 establishment and management of protected areas (Antigua and Barbuda and Cuba); 
 Ramsar Site designation (Argentina, Canada, Colombia, Costa Rica, Ecuador, El 

Salvador, Guatemala, Jamaica, Mexico, Panama, Trinidad and Tobago and 
Venezuela); 

 awareness and participation of local people, including World Wetland Day 
celebrations and workshops for site managers (Argentina, Barbados, Brazil, Bolivia, 
Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cuba, Dominican Republic, El Salvador, 
Honduras, Mexico, Panama, Paraguay, Saint Lucia, Suriname, Trinidad and Tobago, 
and the United States); 

 policies and strengthening of legal framework and National Wetlands 
Committees/site committees or similar structures (Barbados, Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, 
Colombia, Costa Rica, El Salvador, Mexico and the United States). 

 
Greatest difficulties in implementing the Convention (C) 
  
13. The lack of a specific wetlands policy or legal framework at the national level make it 

difficult to implement the Convention in Antigua and Barbuda, Barbados, Honduras and 
Saint Lucia.  

 
14. Argentina, Brazil, Panama, and the United States mentioned the lack of articulation among 

different authorities and territories or the involvement of sectors other than the 
environmental sector in the conservation of wetlands and sustainable use of their natural 
resources.  
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15. Insufficient financial and human resources were indicated in the case of Argentina, 

Barbados, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Cuba, El Salvador, Guatemala, 
Honduras, Jamaica, Panama, Paraguay, Suriname and the United States.  

 
16. Bolivia and El Salvador reported that in some cases the lack of knowledge of Ramsar 

guidelines and Resolutions at different national levels make its implementaion difficult.  
 
17. Other constraints that were mentioned by Colombia, Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, 

Jamaica, Mexico, Panama and Saint Lucia included the pressure of economic 
empowerment and development over wetlands and the lack of land use planning. 
Venezuela considers that the indicators for the implementation of the Convention are 
difficult to integrate into the National Strategy for the Conservation of Biological Diversity 
2010-2020 and the national planning process under the National Plan of Integrated 
Management of Water.  

 
Priority proposals for future implementation (D) 
 
18. The development or implementation of a National Wetland Policy is critical to the future 

implementation of the Convention for Antigua and Barbuda, Bolivia, Honduras, Mexico 
and Panama, or its update in the case of Colombia and Trinidad and Tobago. Costa Rica 
and Guatemala plan to work on the establishment of legal measures that guarantee the 
maintenance of wetlands, and El Salvador, on the promotion of environmental governance 
by the local communities in Ramsar Sites. 

 
19. Wetland inventories are one of the priorities for Argentina, Barbados, Bolivia, Canada, 

Chile, Cuba, Mexico, Paraguay and Venezuela. Formulation of management plans for 
Ramsar Sites are indicated by Argentina, Barbados, Bolivia, Costa Rica, Panama and 
Trinidad and Tobago. Argentina, Barbados, Brazil, Canada, Jamaica, Uruguay and 
Venezuela include among their priorities the designation of new Ramsar Sites. 

 
20. Other priorities indicated by the Contracting Parties Argentina, Bolivia, Ecuador, Mexico, 

Suriname and Venezuela are the promotion of awarness. Bolivia, El Salvador and 
Honduras will work on the formation of National Wetland Committees and Brazil, Mexico 
and the United States on their reinforcement.  

 
21. Dominican Republic and Venezuela mentioned the development of restoration activities. 

The removal of Bañados del Este Ramsar Site from the Montreux Record continues to be 
a priority for Uruguay.  

 
22. During the Pan American meeting held in Kingston, Jamaica, in December 2011, the 

Contracting Parties also established some priorities for the triennium that are aligned with 
the above summary from National Reports (see below). 

 
Proposals concerning adjustments to the 2009-2015 Strategic Plan (E) 
 
23. There were no specific proposals of adjustments from the Parties to the objectives of the 

Strategic Plan. However, Bolivia and Venezuela made recommendations in terms of the 
conceptual framework to include the concept of “system of life”, and Venezuela indicated 
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that it should be based upon a new relationship between human beings and nature. 
Likewise, Venezuela proposed to move towards a Strategic Plan that promotes regional 
and bilateral meetings to articulate policies, reinforce technical support, and follow up on 
assessments of the agreement with a calendar before the COP. 

 
24. Saint Lucia considered that as a very small island in the Caribbean with very limited 

wetlands (coastal wetlands), the 2009-2015 Strategic Plan will be a challenge, hence the 
reason for the development of the Caribbean Wetlands Initiative. 

 
Proposals for assistance from the Ramsar Secretariat (F) 
 
25. It was felt that assistance should be provided to Contracting Parties according to the stage 

of their development and specific needs, including support to regional representatives in 
their role of coordination with the other Contracting Parties, especially to inform them in 
time about the key decisions made by the Standing Committee. 

 
26. Assistance and orientation through Ramsar Advisory Missions and technical support was 

frequently mentioned, including the organization of a regional meeting for the STRP and 
CEPA focal points. Financial assistance was also sought to undertake specific projects for 
restoration and management of wetlands. 

 
27. Other recommendations are to facilitate the interchange of experiences among Contracting 

Parties through regional meetings as well as to report all activities of all Contracting Parties 
and to disseminate their experiences between the countries, and to promote joint activities 
among experts, organizations, and technical staff responsible for the implementation of 
the Convention. 

 
28. Most of the Parties reiterated the importance of putting into practice the Caribbean 

Regional Initiative as a means to implement the Convention, improving communication 
among the Parties and the interchange of experiences.  

 
29. Some countries highlighted the efficiency and good predisposition of the Secretariat staff 

in the support provided to the Contracting Parties and indicated the relevance of the role 
of the Secretariat in national processess such as international meetings, World Wetlands 
Day celebrations, and Regional Initiatives as this strengthens the implementation of the 
Convention and reinforces the role of the Administrative Authorities among other sectors 
at the national level.  

 
Proposals for assistance from the Convention´s International Organization Partners 

IOPs (G) 
 
30. For some of the Contracting Parties the IOPs should be in closer contact with the 

governments’ Ramsar focal points in relation to the activities that take place in the 
countries and that are aligned with the application of the Convention.  

 
31. IOPs should provide assistance to Contracting Parties on the provision of technical and 

financial support and according to national priorities. Others suggested that the expansion 
of the geographic focus of the IOPs to include underserved regions (such as the 
Caribbean) and support actions in the developing countries should be made a priority.  
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How to link Ramsar implementation with other MEAs (H) 
 
32. There should be greater coordination of/within the National Coordinating Mechanism 

(NCM) and the articulation among the secretariats of the different Multilateral 
Environmental Agreements (MEAs) as well as the at national level among the different 
technical teams or focal points of other MEAs. The efforts at ensuring coordination are 
both formal and informal, including the establishment of multidisciplinary and multi-
agency steering committees, formal Memoranda of Understanding and less structured 
arrangements based on good will among stakeholders. Likewise, some Contracting Parties 
consider that the National Wetlands Committee is a good mechnism with a common 
agenda.  

 
33. Others have plans to discuss with the national focal points of the other conventions the 

creation of a simple mechanism (e.g., electronic exchange) to share information among 
focal points on planned actions, current issues being discussed, national resolutions or 
recommendations, and other relevant information under each convention. For others, 
through exploring ways to avoid duplication, by advancing synergies, and by promoting 
opportunities for mutual recognition and involvement, as well as through information 
sharing among government departments and agencies involved in biodiversity and climate 
change.  

 
34. Some other mechanisms are through communication and synergies that promote the 

articulation of plans, programmes or projects for the conservation and wise use of 
wetlands, as well as to strengthen the work with the regional agreements or regional 
mechanisms. 

 
35. Efforts are encouraged to harmonize the formats for National Reports that will facilitate 

better implementation, reduce overlap and promote more efficient use of scarce resources 
available to the Parties. The MOUs already established between MEAs should be evaluated 
to determine their effectiveness and where possible additional linkages encouraged. Other 
suggestions refer to common workshops, forums or networking and linking with 
Biodiversity National Strategies.  

 
How to link Ramsar with the implementation of water policies and other strategies at 
national level (I) 
 
36. Antigua and Barbuda, Bolivia, Mexico, Trinidad and Tobago and the United States 

mentioned the desirability of active and effective intersectoral committees or National 
Wetland Committees that improve the information sharing among entities and contribute 
to the reduction of duplication of effort. These could be with debates and negotiations 
with various agencies of the economic sectors, including the National Water Agency, the 
Ministry of Fisheries and Aquaculture, and the Ministry of Mine and Energy in the case of 
Brazil. Chile suggested better sectorial regulations. 

 
37. The formulation of National Development Plans, and the reinforcement of programmes 

for technical capacity at all levels, especially on political management, covering local 
governments and the different national authorities and with an ecosystemic approach were 
mentioned by Costa Rica, Cuba and Dominican Republic. 
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38. Guatemala suggested that such linking could be facilitated through an assessment on how 

Ramsar objectives can be included in the environmental national policies, or, in the case of 
Panama and Paraguay, by creating common spaces like national and intersectoral forums 
and workshops about water management and natural resource conservation. For Saint 
Lucia, Suriname and Uruguay urged strong national interagency collaboration, with 
examples of successful case studies. 

 
Does the Contracting Party have any other general comments on the implementation of 

the Convention 
 
39. Parties offered the following suggestions and comments in their National Reports: 
 

 Even though in recent years there has been a great concentration of guidelines and 
manuals that can be an important tool for the Parties, in some cases they have a too 
technical language. This make them not completely accessible to the managers, and 
in some cases the topics are already available in documents of other conventions. It 
is important to highlight that the guidance is usually made from the perspective of 
the developed countries, without taking into account that they have to be principally 
implemented in first instance in developing countries with a completely different 
reality, making its implementation even more difficult. Therefore it was urged that 
there should be a change in this approach and there needs to be better promotion 
and dissemination of the resource materials and tools.  

 
 The role and function of the Scientific Technical Review Panel (STRP) should be 

evaluated, especially with respect to an assessment of the usefulness of the technical 
guidance being provided. The ease of implementation of the guidance, especially by 
developing countries, must also be evaluated. 

 
 It is important that the Secretariat provides support to the Parties in the field of 

international law, in order to make its implementation more strict. It is also 
important to have a faster answer from the Secretariat to make available updated and 
relevant information about climate change, disaster prevention, guidelines for 
preventing exotic species, etc.  

 
 The Convention must focus its efforts on training to build environmental capacity 

for climate change and adaptation. There must be increased alignment between the 
STRP and CEPAm and STRP efforts and products must be shaped to become 
increasingly more effective training/education tools. 

 
 It is important that the Convention continues providing support through 

programmes, projects and strategic alliances for the conservation and wise use of 
wetlands. Moreover, it is relevant to improve the communication mechanisms to 
increase awareness of the social and environmental benefits of wetlands and to 
enhance funding opportunities for the conservation of wetlands.  

 
 Developed countries should address more technical and economic support to the 

developing countries, in order to improve the Ramsar Convention’s implementation. 
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 The implementation of the Ramsar Convention has been an opportunity for the 
countries to raise awareness for wetlands conservation. 

 
 Indicators should be developed to measure the level of progress of the Convention 

in relation to the Millenium Development Goals. These indicators should be 
implemented nationally and internationally. 

 
 The information sharing mechanisms among the Parties should be more efficient. 

Similarly, technical documentation of successful cases of wetland management must 
be included in the Ramsar website.  

 
 There should be the development and implementation of better financial plans 

which might better assist Island States. 
 

Main achievements since COP10  
 
Wetlands of International Importance  
 
40. As of March 2012, the Ramsar regions of the Neotropics and North America have 

designated 380 Ramsar Sites that cover around 56,138,306. million hectares (Figure 1). 
This represent 29% of the world’s Wetlands of International Importance. Since COP10, 62 
new sites covering a surface area of 2,689,604 hectares have been designated in the 
Americas regions. Four Ramsar Sites has been extended since COP10, in Bolivia (Los 
Lipez), Canada (Fraser River Delta), Chile (Sistema Hidrológico de Soncor and Salar de 
Tara).  

 

 
 

Figure 1. Ramsar Sites in the Neotropics and North America 
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41. Contracting Parties that have made new site designations in the triennium are Argentina 

(3), Bahamas (1), Brazil (3), Chile (4), Costa Rica (1), Dominican Republic (2), Ecuador (6), 
El Salvador (3), Jamaica (1), Mexico (26), Nicaragua (1), Panama (1), and United States of 
America (10).  

 
42. Without doubt, within the Americas Mexico is clearly in first place in terms of the number 

of Ramsar Site designations, with 138 sites so far, which globally is second only to the 
United Kingdom. 

 
43. There has also been good success in the designation of under-represented wetlands for the 

list as well as an increase in the cooperation and participation of local communities in the 
designations.  

 
44. For the whole American hemisphere, 231(61%) sites have management plans. Relative to 

other regions (at the global level), the Americas regions are demonstrating significant 
leadership.  

 
Wetland Inventories  
 
45. Since COP10 there has been a continuity of actions to complete wetland inventories 

(indicator 1.1.1) as the region shows an increase (32%) in the number of Parties working 
on wetland inventories, but some Parties still need to continue making efforts for the next 
triennium, as at the global level the region seems to have made less progress. 

 
Wetland Policies and National Wetland Committees 
 
46. The preparation of wetland policies shows significant progress in the region since COP9 

and COP10 and also relative to the global average, as there are 16 wetland policies or 
similar instruments for wetland conservation (55% of all 29 Contracting Parties) in place 
and four more in preparation. The adoption and implementation of these policies must be 
a priority for the Parties as a means to implement integrated actions for wetland 
conservation and wise use but also to evaluate the progress in the fulfillment of the 
Convention goals.  

 
47. Regarding National Wetlands Committees, there are 12 (48%) in the whole region and 

seven (28%) are in progress or planned. In most of the cases these committees act as 
advisory bodies of the Ramsar Administrative Authorities and National Focal Points. They 
represent an important tool for Parties in the region to involve different stakeholders and 
to advise in the decision-making process in relation to wetland issues. For the next 
triennium it is important that the Parties continue taking steps in the formation and in 
some cases in the reinforcement of national committees, or making them fully operational.  

 
International cooperation – Regional Initiatives 
 
48. Currently there are five Regional Initiatives in the Americas that have been endorsed by 

the Standing Committee for operation during the period 2009-2012 and have received 
financial support for their activities: the Ramsar Regional Center for Training and Research 
in the Western Hemisphere-CREHO, facilitated by the government of Panama, and four 
regional networks: the Regional Initiative for the Conservation and Sustainable Use of 
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High Andean Wetlands, the Initiative for the Conservation of Mangroves and Coral Reefs, 
the Initiative for Caribbean Wetlands, and the Initiative of the La Plata River Basin. 

 
49. Regional Initiatives are very important for the Contracting Parties of the region as they 

address different types of wetlands, allowing geographical representation, integrated 
management, and the opportunity to share conservation experiences. They can strengthen 
regional collaboration to implement the Convention on the ground, with contact groups 
with a wide participation of stakeholders, and have helped to set priorities and action 
plans. Likewise, they have made progress in their visibility through brochures, workshops 
and video clips. However, the main challenges are related to their financial sustainability 
over the long term, political support, and effective involvement of stakeholders, and all but 
CREHO must work to establish their own institutional frameworks more firmly apart 
from the Secretariat’s assistance. 

 
Ecological character/capacity building  
 
50. Many Ramsar Sites in the region are threatened by the expansion of urban areas, the 

development of tourism projects, dams, and golf courses, and pollution. The Ramsar 
Advisory Mission has been shown to be a very useful tool to support the Contracting 
Parties in addressing and resolving problems in Ramsar Sites and has also contributed to 
making the Convention more visible at the national and international levels. Likewise, all 
the Contracting Parties have been taking actions to address the issues for which Ramsar 
Sites have been listed in the Montreux Record. 

 
51. In terms of CEPA activities, it is important to highlight that the Americas region is very 

active in World Wetlands Day celebrations as well as in the raising of awareness through 
campaigns, dissemination material, workshops, and training.  

 
52. Hosted by Mexico, the whole Americas region gathered in February 2011 in Huatulco to 

celebrate the 40th anniversary of the Convention with the involvement of the local 
stakeholders, technical sessions, and cultural activities. Likewise, the Secretariat recognized 
schools’ and site managers’ experiences that promote the wise of wetlands in the Americas 
and launched the publication Wetlands in the Americas: the role of the Ramsar Convention and the 
benefits of Ramsar Site designation.  

 
53. In terms of financial assistance, Canada and the United States are the two main countries 

in the region for providing funding to other countries for wetland conservation and 
management. Their contributions were significant in the preparation of regional meetings 
for COP11 in the Americas region but also in other Ramsar regions.  

 
54. Despite limited new funding for projects during the last triennium, the Wetlands for the 

Future programme has continued to support the implementation of the Convention in 
Latin America and the Caribbean. This is reflected in the publication Wetlands for the Future: 
benefitting wetland management and conservation in Latin America and the Caribbean launched by the 
Secretariat in 2010 in order to more widely disseminate the benefits of the fund.  

 
Priorities for 2013-2015 
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55. Based on the analysis of the National Reports submitted by the Contracting Parties in the 

two Americas regions and from the discussions of the Pan American meeting, the main 
priorities (in no special order) for the next triennium are: 

 
i) the development or implementation of a National Wetland Policy; 
ii) planning or management of Ramsar Sites; 
iii) wetland inventory; 
iv) formation or reinforcement of National Wetland Committees; 
v) public awareness raising;  
vi) Ramsar Site designations; 
vii) restoration of priority wetlands; and 
viii) consolidation of Regional Initiatives. 

 
56. During the Pan American meeting in December 2011 the Contracting Parties, through the 

Kingston Declaration, recognized the continued usefulness of cooperation at the regional 
level through Regional Initiatives as networks and centers for training and capacity 
building in providing effective support for improved implementation of the objectives and 
approaches of the Convention. 

 
57. The participants recognized that the pillars of the Convention are based on the balance of 

environmental, social and economic aspects and expressed their commitment to make all 
necessary efforts and at all levels to contribute to actions that promote an integrated 
framework for linking wetland conservation and wise use with poverty eradication. 

 
58. Five thematic panels took place during the Pan American meeting to discuss such issues as 

management of Ramsar Sites, wetlands and climate change, wetlands and the business 
sector, Regional Initiatives and wetlands, and tourism and recreation with the participation 
of experts from the region, Ramsar International Organization Partners (IOPs), 
representatives of the business sector and academia as well as of the Scientific and 
Technical Review Panel of the Convention. The results of the panels provided inputs for 
the Contracting Parties’ discussions of Draft Resolutions for COP11 consideration and to 
address challenges and setting of priorities.  

 
Technical and Scientific Matters 
 
59. High priorities identified for the STRP by the region for the next triennium 2013-2015 are: 
 

i) environmental flows (practical case studies) and implementation, for example, via 
Regional Initiatives; 

ii) development of tools and practical case studies for economic valuation of wetlands 
and instruments to estimate the value of wetland degradation; 

iii) wetlands and poverty eradication (implementation of case studies in the region, as is 
a top issue for the Rio + 20 meeting);  

iv) capacity building and support for STRP National Focal Points; and 
v) development and implementation in the region of the guidelines for detecting, 

reporting and responding to changes in the ecological character  
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Activities undertaken since COP10 to implement the Convention 
 
60. In order to paint an overall picture of the Convention’s progress in the Americas, the 

ensuing analysis follows the structure of the Strategic Plan 2009-2015 from 2009 to 
roughly the end of 2011, drawing upon information from 26 (89%) National Reports 
submitted on time by Contracting Parties in the Neotropic and North American regions as 
well as from regional processes under the Convention.  

 
Goal 1: The Wise Use of Wetlands 
 

National wetland inventories and assessment (Strategy 1.1) 
61. Under this strategy, there have been continued actions to complete wetland inventories as 

eight Parties (32%, Brazil, Costa Rica, Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, 
Trinidad and Tobago, and the United States) have prepared wetland inventories, and 14 
Parties (56%, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Barbados, Bolivia, Canada, Colombia, 
Chile, Dominican Republic, Jamaica, Mexico, Panama, Paraguay, Uruguay and Venezuela) 
are making progress in this regard, whilsts three Parties (12%, Cuba, Saint Lucia and 
Suriname) have plans to work on it. One of the main achievements during the triennium is 
the progress on the inventory of wetlands in Panama. Efforts have to be made to complete 
the inventories that are in progress or preparation, especially as a mean for identifying 
priority sites for conservation or restoration, monitoring and decision-making processes. 
Compared to the global level (43%) the region still shows lower progress of complete 
inventories. 

 

 
 

Figure 2. Status of wetlands inventory in the Americas regions vs global average 
 
62. Regarding the status of the ecological character of Ramsar Sites in general (indicator 1.1.3), 

the region presents similar trends to the global average, as 48% of the Parties reported that 
it has not changed and 32% indicated that it has improved (Figures 3 and 4). From these 
results it can be said that site designation has brought benefits for the protection or 
improvement of the condition of the Ramsar Sites. Comparatively, for wetlands in general, 
32% of the Parties reported that the condition has deteriorated or has not changed in 24%. 
In both cases and especially for the Neotropic this can be related to the threats that 
wetlands are facing in the region, which will be discussed under ‘Ramsar Sites status’ 
(Strategy 2.6) 
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Figure 3. Status of ecological character of Ramsar Sites in the Americas  
Figure 4. Status of ecological character of Ramsar Sites at the global level 

  
Policy, legislation and Institutions (Strategy 1.3) 

63. Since COP9 in 2005 up to 2012, there has been an increase in the preparation and 
adoption of wetlands policies or similar instruments. According to the National Reports 
submitted, 52% of all Contracting Parties have a National Wetland Policy and there is one 
in preparation in 16 % of the Parties and planned in 4%. Currently for the Americas, 55% 
(16) of the Parties have a National Wetland Policy or similar instrument. During the 
triennium Ecuador, Mexico and Panama have made important progress in the preparation 
of a wetlands policy for the conservation and wise use of wetlands.  
 

 
 
Figure 5. Status of National Wetlands Policies 
in the Americas vs the global average 
 
 

64. Wetland issues have been incorporated into other national strategies and planning 
processes (indicator 1.3.3) mainly in coastal and marine resource management plans, 
national biodiversity action plans, water resource management-water efficiency plans, and 
national forest programmes, with a minor influence in national strategies for sustainable 
development and national policies or measures in agriculture.  

 
65. Regarding Strategic Environmental Assessment practices (indicator 1.3.4), the region 

shows a similar trend as in COP10 and at the global level, as 36% of the Parties reported 
that they have applied this instrument when reviewing policies, programmes and plans that 
may impact upon wetlands, and 36% are making progress in this direction (Figure 6). Only 
in 20% of the Parties are these instruments not used.  

 
66. Comparatively, 80% of the Parties undertake Environmental Impact Assessments (1.3.5) 

for any project development that might affect wetlands (Figure 7). However, many of the 
Ramsar Sites and other wetlands are threatened by different economic developments, and 
therefore it is really relevant to use these mechanisms in the decision-making processes in 

Contracting Parties with a National 
Wetlands Policy 

Yes  Bahamas, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, 
Costa Rica, El Salvador, Guatemala, 
Honduras, Nicaragua, Panamá, Perú, 
República Dominicana, Trinidad & 
Tobago, United States, Uruguay, 
Venezuela  
No Antigua & Barbuda, Argentina, 
Barbados, Canadá, Cuba, Paraguay, 
Santa Lucía 
In preparation Belice, Bolivia, 
Ecuador, Jamaica, México 
Planned Suriname 
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such a way that Contracting Parties take measures to guarantee that any project, plan or 
programme with the potential to affect the ecological character of wetlands in the Ramsar 
List is subject to sound EIA and SEA.  

 

  
 

Figure 6. Strategic Environmental Assessment in the Americas  
Figure 7. Environmental Impact Assessment  

 
Cross sectoral recognition of wetland services (Strategy 1.4) 

67. Regarding assessments of the ecosystem benefits of Ramsar Sites (indicator 1.4.1), which 
are important for the decision-making process, according to the analysis the region shows 
a similar trend to that of COP10 and at the global level, as only few Parties (20%) have 
conducted such assessments and 44% are working on gathering this information. For the 
next triennium, it is recommended that the Parties continue working on this important 
issue.  

 
Integrated Water Resources Management (Strategy 1.7) 

68. 56% of the Parties treat wetlands as natural water infrastructure integral to water resource 
management at the scale of river basin (indicator 1.7.2), recognizing that this approach is 
relevant for the effective management of wetlands. However, only 36% of the Parties 
mentioned that the Convention’s water-related guidance has been helpful in informing 
decision making related to water resource planning and management.  

 
Wetland restoration and rehabilitation (Strategy 1.8) 

69. The Americas regions have shown important progress since COP10 on the issues of 
wetland restoration (Figure 8) and rehabilitation (indicator 1.8.1), as 64% of the Parties 
reported the identification of priority wetlands for restoration as well as the 
implementation of actions of some kind (1.8.2). These actions are related in some cases, as 
in Dominican Republic, to the restoration of urban wetlands with the involvement of the 
local communities and schools. In Venezuela, they are related to the ecological restoration 
of areas with environmental liability from oil activities. It is recommended that such 
actions should be components of specific programmes and not occasional. From the 
reports is also clear that only 23% of the Parties are using Ramsar guidelines on 
restoration.  
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Figure 8. Priority sites for wetland restoration 
 

Private Sector (Strategy 1.10) 
70. In the region 28% of the Parties have made or continue making efforts to encourage the 

involvement of the private sector (indicator 1.10.1) in applying the wise use principles in 
activities concerning wetlands. For example, Guatemala is establishing public-private 
partnerships for environmental projects that reduce the threats to protected areas, 
wetlands and biodiversity. Argentina and Mexico have held workshops and courses with 
private sector support on the importance of wetland conservation. In Brazil, there are 
initiatives from the private sector to support wetland conservation in existing protected 
areas, such as placing important Pantanal wetlands into conservation as Private Reserves of 
the Natural Heritage or through environmental compensation fees. In Canada private 
organizations have undertaken projects that support the North American Waterfowl 
Management Plan. El Salvador has been working with sugar cane producers to implement 
good practices that avoid negative impacts on surrounding wetlands, and Honduras has 
had similar success in the preparation of guidelines for different sectors.  

 
71. The USA reported having carried out efforts through the North American Wetlands 

Conservation Act of 1989 (NAWCA), which encourages voluntary public-private 
partnerships to conserve North American wetland ecosystems and wetland-dependent 
migratory birds in support of the North American Waterfowl Management Plan in an 
effort to increase waterfowl populations. 

 
72. In October 2010, Chile four mining and oil companies, with the support of the Chilean 

government and the Ramsar Secretariat, held a first workshop to present and discuss the 
activities undertaken in the involvement of the private sector in the management and wise 
use of wetlands. In the case of Colombia, the National Petroleum Company created a 
grant program to fund projects for wetland conservation.  

 
Invasive alien species (Strategy 1.9)  

73. The issue of a national inventory of invasive alien species is of major interest in the region, 
and therefore there has been important progress, as 48% of the Parties have taken actions 
in this regard, and 36% of the Parties have acted in the development of control and 
management policies or guidelines for wetlands. Some activities include the first report on 
marine alien invasive species in Brazil, published in 2009 by the Ministry of the 
Environment. In Argentina the actions have been focused on the control and eradication 
of invasive species at the provincial and local level in some of the Ramsar Sites.  

 

Priority Sites for Wetland Restoration: 
Yes: Argentina, Brazil, Canada, Chile, 
Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, 
El Salvador, Honduras, Jamaica, Mexico 
Panama, Saint Lucia, Trinidad and Tobago, 
United States of America, Venezuela 
No: Cuba, Suriname 
Planned: Antigua and Barbuda, Barbados, 
Bolivia, Colombia, Guatemala, Paraguay, 
Uruguay 
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74. In Canada, some provinces and territories and specific federal departments have control 

and management policies related to particular species that occur on wetlands. For example, 
in British Columbia a Response Plan was developed in 2010 to address the eradication of 
Spartina, a marine aquatic plant not native to the Pacific Coast. The Ontario Invasive 
Species Strategic Plan was recently posted to the province’s Environmental Registry (2011) 
for public comment. In the case of the United States, in 2011 the Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) and the states conducted a groundbreaking survey of the 
condition of the nation’s wetlands, with a report planned for 2013. 

  
Goal 2: Ramsar Sites or Wetlands of International Importance 
 

Ramsar Site designation (Strategy 2.1) 
75. In the Americas, nine Contracting Parties(36%) that submitted National Reports have 

established a strategy and priorities for designation of Ramsar Sites, using the Strategic 
Framework for the Ramsar List (indicator 2.1.1). The countries that have set priority sites are: 
Argentina, Canada, Colombia, Costa Rica, Guatemala, Honduras, Jamaica, Mexico and 
Paraguay. Bolivia, Dominican Republic, El Salvador, Uruguay and Venezuela have partially 
established or are working on setting priorities, and Barbados, Brazil, Cuba, Chile, Panama 
and Suriname are planning to do so. Antigua and Barbuda, Ecuador, Saint Lucia, Trinidad 
and Tobago and the United States still need to take actions in this direction.  

 
76. Is important to highlight that the establishment or setting of these priorities is important 

not only to identify sites that require measures for conservation and management, 
including restoration, but also in terms of identifying sites with types of wetlands that are 
under-represented in the Ramsar List. 

 
77. In terms of sites designation, as of 31 March 2012, the Americas region has designated 380 

Ramsar Sites in all, 19% of the world’s Wetlands of International Importance, covering 
56,138,306 million hectares. Fully 29% of the global total surface is under the Ramsar 
umbrella. Since COP10, 62 new sites covering a surface area of 2,665,515 hectares have 
been designated in the region by Argentina (3), Bahamas (1), Brazil (3), Chile (4), Costa 
Rica (1), Dominican Republic (2), Ecuador (6), El Salvador (3), Jamaica (1), Mexico (26), 
Panama, Nicaragua (1) and United States of America (10) (Annex, table 1).  

 
78. Four existing Ramsar Sites have been extended since COP10 by Bolivia (Los Lipez), 

Canada (Fraser River Delta), and Chile (Salar de Tara and Sistema Hidrológico de Soncor), 
covering an extension of 1,611 hectares.  

 
79. In terms of types of wetlands, most of the Ramsar Sites designated during the last 

triennium comprise permanent freshwater lakes (over 8 ha, including large oxbow lakes); 
non-forested peatlands (including shrub or open bogs, swamps, fens); intertidal forested 
wetlands (including mangrove swamps, swamps and tidal freshwater); and permanent 
rivers/streams/creeks (including waterfalls). Therefore there has been good success in the 
designation of under-represented wetlands for the List, like mangroves, coral reefs and 
high Andean wetlands.  

 
80. Regarding the updating of Ramsar Information Sheets for existing Ramsar Sites (indicator 

2.1.2), only Bahamas, Brazil, Chile, and Costa Rica are fully up to date as of 31 March 
2012. The RISs from 185 out of 380 (48%) Ramsar Sites in the Americas regions that are 
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pending for update are: Antigua and Barbuda (1), Argentina (13), Barbados (1), Belize (2), 
Bolivia (7), Canada(36), Colombia (3), Dominican Republic (1), Ecuador (3), El Salvador 
(3), Guatemala (2), Honduras (1), Jamaica (1), Mexico (64), Nicaragua (1), Panama (3), 
Paraguay (6), Peru (9), Saint Lucia (2), Suriname (1), Trinidad & Tobago (3), United States 
of America (12), Uruguay (2), and Venezuela (5). In this list are included all the Ramsar 
Sites that have not been updated since 2006 as current information on these sites are due 
in 2012. 

 
81. The Americas Secretariat team has requested updates on several occasions for either RISs 

older than six years, incomplete RIS files, and/or sites with deficient maps. Table 2 in the 
Annex provides further details. However, it is particularly important that the Parties give 
priority to sites that have been on the Ramsar List for more than six years, the RISs of 
which have never been updated; it must be a priority for the next triennium to provide 
more current information.  

 
Ramsar Site ecological character Strategy 2.4 

82. According to 25 National Reports submitted by the Parties, 190 Ramsar Sites in the 
Americas have management plans or strategies in place (Strategy 2.4.1), and only in 19% of 
the sites (177) is the management plan being implemented (Figure 9). More information of 
the status of management plans in the region will be distributed during COP11.  

 
 

 
 

Figure 9. Ramsar Sites with a management plan in the Ramsar regions 
 

83. According to the National Reports, 113 sites (29%) have a cross-sectoral site management 
committee (indicator 2.4.6) as a mechanism for working on the preparation of 
management plans or in the decision-making process for management of the sites.  

 
84. Regarding the assessment of Ramsar Site management effectiveness (Strategy 2.5, indicator 

2.5.1), only 20% of the Contracting Parties (Dominican Republic, Guatemala, Mexico, 
Saint Lucia) have been taking actions in this direction (Figure 10), which is very similar to 
the global average (22%). One of the methodologies used is the METT methodology 
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adopted by the World Environmental Fund in the Chaco and Jaaukanigás Ramsar Site in 
Argentina. In the case of Brazil’s Ramsar Sites, the effectiveness in 2010 was rated at 
57.1% using the Rapid Assessment and Prioritization of Protected Area Management 
method.  

 

                
 

Figures 10 and 11. Assessment of Ramsar Site management effectiveness at the global level 
and in the Americas regions 

 

85. In synthesis, it is strongly recommended that the Parties continue giving priority to and 
continue taking steps on the preparation of management plans and conducting 
assessments of the effectiveness of their Ramsar Sites management as a way to maintain 
their ecological character and promote their wise use. It is also important to take steps for 
the follow-up and evaluation of their implementation in order to assess progress and 
adjustments. In addition, the formation of cross-sectoral site management committees is 
highly recommend as a mechanism that can help Ramsar Authorities and managers of 
Ramsar Sites to work with a participatory approach for the management of the sites and in 
the decision-making process.  

 
Ramsar Sites Status (Strategy 2.6)  

86. Regarding arrangements in place for the Administrative Authorities to be informed of 
changes or likely changes in the ecological character of Ramsar Sites, pursuant to Article 
3.2 of the Convention (indicator 2.6.1), 64% of the Contracting Parties (16, Barbados, 
Brazil, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cuba, Ecuador, El Salvador, Honduras, 
Jamaica, Mexico, Panama, Paraguay, Suriname and the United States) reported having 
some such mechanism in place.  

 
87. For Antigua and Barbuda, Bolivia, Dominican Republic, Guatemala, Saint Lucia, Trinidad 

and Tobago, Uruguay and Venezuela, it is important to establish some mechanisms in 
order to be informed promptly about any changes in the ecological character of their 
Ramsar Sites.  

 
88. On the other hand, regarding whether all cases of negative human-induced change or likely 

change in the ecological character of Ramsar Sites have been reported to the Ramsar 
Secretariat (2.6.2), only five Contracting Parties (20%, Chile, Costa Rica, Honduras, United 
States of America, and Uruguay) reported that they have informed the Secretariat in this 
regard.  

  
89. As was the case for COP10 in 2008, however, in the triennium 2009-2012 the Secretariat 

usually received such reports of change from third parties – 35 reports of threats to the 
ecological character of 25 Ramsar Sites and other wetlands were received regarding 13 
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countries (Argentina, Barbados, Belize, Canada, Colombia, Costa Rica, El Salvador, 
Guatemala, Honduras, Jamaica, Mexico, Nicaragua, and Peru), most of them 
communicated by third parties, either individuals or organizations. The main threats are 
related to the expansion of urban areas, development of tourism projects, dams, and golf 
courses, and pollution.  

 
90. Because of such threats mainly to Ramsar Sites, during the last triennium at the request of 

the Contracting Parties seven Ramsar Advisory Missions were conducted in the Americas 
to the Ramsar Sites Laguna del Tigre in Guatemala, Palo Verde and Caribe Nordeste in 
Costa Rica, Marismas Nacionales, Huisache Caimanero and Cabo Pulmo in Mexico, and 
Refugio de Vida Silvestre del Rio San Juan in Nicaragua. The Ramsar Advisory Missions 
have proved to be a very useful tool to support the Contracting Parties in addressing and 
resolving problems in Ramsar Sites in the region, but they also presented the opportunity 
to make the Convention more visible at the national and international levels. The 
Secretariat was able to provide this service to the Contracting Parties thanks to additional 
funds for these purposes.  

 
91. The tables below shows 18 of the main reports in Ramsar Sites in the region.  
 

Americas Ramsar Sites where ecological change is occurring or likely to occur 
(Article 3.2) since COP10 (Party reports) 

 
Country Sites Actions 
Costa Rica Caribe Nordeste Communication to the Secretariat. Ramsar 

Advisory Mission.  
Nicaragua Refugio de Vida Silvestre del 

Río San Juan 
Communication to the Secretariat. Ramsar 
Advisory Mission. 

 
Americas Ramsar Sites where ecological change is occurring or likely to occur 

(Article 3.2) since COP10 (third party reports) 
 

Country Sites Actions 
Argentina Reserva Natural Otamendi Communication sent to AA. Report by AA 

received. 
Barbados Barbados (Graeme Hall 

Swamp) 
Communication to AA, report by AA 
received. Follow up by the Secretariat.  

Belize  Sarstoon Temash National 
Park 

Communication to AA. Pending report. 

Canada Malpeque Bay 
Beaverhill Lake  
Alaksen 

Communication to AA, report by AA 
received.  

Colombia Sistema Lagunar Ciénaga 
Grande de Santa Marte 

Communication to AA. Awaiting updated 
report.  

El Salvador Bahía de Jiquilisco  Communication to AA. Report received. 
Honduras  Parque Nacional Jeannette 

Kawas 
Communication to AA. Report by AA 
received. Follow up by the Secretariat. 

Jamaica Palisadoes  Communication to AA. Awaiting updated 
report. 

Mexico Marismas Nacionales y 
Huisache Caimanero 

Communication to AA. Ramsar Advisory 
Mission in June 2010. 
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 Xcalcel Xcalcelito 
Manglares y Humedales de la 
Isla de Cozumel 

Communication to AA. Pending updated 
report. 
 

 Laguna Costera el Caiman Communication to AA. Report by AA 
received.  

 Parque Nacional Cabo Pulmo Communication to AA. Ramsar Advisory 
Mission November 2011.  

Peru  Reserva Nacional Paracas Communication to AA. Report by AA 
received. 

 
92. Is very important for the next triennium that Contracting Parties continue implementing 

actions for the maintenance of the ecological character of Ramsar Sites, as one of the main 
challenges for them is the increasing development and expansion of urban developments 
and tourism activities, mainly in marine and coastal wetlands, that is taking place in the 
Neotropics, especially in Central America and the Caribbean. These activities represent a 
future threat to the conservation of the sites but they are already having a great impact on 
the ecological character of some of them. It is urgent, therefore, that the Parties implement 
actions regarding the legal frameworks (policies and specific wetland regulations) and 
protection measures for the Ramsar Sites, in addition to strengthening their strategic 
planning and the use of Environmental Impact Assessment in the decision-making 
process. 

 
93. The Americas currently have seven sites in the Montreux Record, in Argentina, Chile, 

Costa Rica, Guatemala, Nicaragua, Uruguay and the United States. All the Contracting 
Parties have been taking actions to address the issues for which Ramsar Sites have been 
listed in the Montreux Record and have sent updated reports of actions in the sites. In the 
case of Chile, the actions have been focused on the finalization of the studies for the 
restoration of the site and the building of an interpretative center. Costa Rica requested a 
Ramsar Advisory Mission that took place in April 2010 to assess the effectiveness of the 
measures implemented in the site for its removal from the Record. Uruguay is continuing 
the implementation of a project for the removal of the site. Guatemala also requested a 
Ramsar Advisory Mission, which took place in May 2010, to assess the impact of the 
renewal of a contract for oil explotation on the site. For the Everglades in the USA, the 
National Park continues to implement restoration measures  

 
94. Since COP10 no sites have been added or removed from the Record. However, the 

requests of Costa Rica and Mexico for the inclusion in the record of the Caribe Nordeste 
Ramsar Site and Marismas Nacionales are presently being analyzed. 

 
95. To aid in monitoring the conditions of Ramsar Sites, it is extremely important that the 

Contracting Parties take steps to be informed of changes or likely changes in the ecological 
character of Ramsar Sites, so they can undertake appropriate responses when necessary, 
including requesting a Ramsar Advisory Mission if appropriate. In the case of Montreux 
Record sites, the Contracting Parties are strongly encouraged to continue taking actions to 
address the issues for which Ramsar Sites have been listed and to send update reports to 
the Secretariat. 

 
Goal 3: International Cooperation 
 

Synergies with MEAS and IGOs (Strategy 3.1) 
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96. Regarding mechanisms in place at the national level for collaboration between the Ramsar 

Administrative Authorities and the focal points of other multilateral environment 
agreements (indicator 3.1.1), 15 (60%) of the Parties (Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, 
Barbados, Bolivia, Chile, Costa Rica, Cuba, Ecuador, El Salvador, Panama, Paraguay, Saint 
Lucia, United States of America, Uruguay and Venezuela) reported that they have some 
national mechanisms such as National Ramsar or Wetland Committees, environmental 
committees, national coordinating mechanisms, same agencies or ministries in charge of 
the different MEAS, and work plans for the cooperation with the United Nations 
Conventions CBD, UNFCCC, CMS, UNCCD.  

 
Regional Ramsar Initiatives (Strategy 3.2)  

97. As of 31 March 2012, there are five Regional Initiatives in the Americas – the Ramsar 
Regional Center for Training and Research in the Western Hemisphere-CREHO and four 
regional networks: the Initiative for the Conservation and Sustainable Use of the High 
Andean Wetlands, the Initiative for the Conservation of Mangroves and Coral Reefs, the 
Initiative for Caribbean Wetlands, and the Initiative the La Plata River Basin. Almost all of 
the Contracting Parties in the Americas are active members of one or more Regional 
Initiatives in the region. 

 
98. During the last triennium, the High Andean Initiative focused its activities on meetings of 

the coordination committee and the formulation of a joint project on environmental 
services to be submitted to GEF5 in March 2012. The Caribbean Wetland Initiative and 
the Initiatives for Mangroves and Coral Reefs and La Plata River Basin are working on the 
consolidation of a work plan, the structures of governance, and the preparation of logos 
and dissemination materials.  

 
99. The Ramsar Regional Center CREHO experienced some administrative difficulties and the 

government of Panama as well as the Board of Directors concentrated their activities in 
solving those issues. However, some of the main achievements during the triennium were 
the inventory of wetlands of Panama and support for the preparation of wetland policy.  

 
100. In financial terms, through the core budget of the Convention, the Regional Initiatives 

from the region received CHF 304,086 from the Convention during 2009-2011, and will 
receive more in 2012. The High Andean Regional Initiative also received CHF 45,558 
from Danone and CHF 6,373 from Norway.  

 
101. The Regional Initiative for the Caribbean wetlands received additionally CHF 44, 550 from 

Danone. Argentina, Bolivia, Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Mexico, Panama, 
and Peru, as well as the Caribbean Netherlands, provided financial support for the 
different regional workshops of the initiatives. Likewise, the Contracting Parties provided 
political support by endorsement letters.  

 
Core budget allocations for Regional Initiative during 2009-2011  

(all amounts in CHF)  
Regional Initiatives Allocation  

Regional centres  

Western Hemisphere (Panama) 47,286 

Regional networks  

High Andean 69,000 
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La Plata River Basin 20,000 

Caribbean 85,800 

American Mangroves 82,000 

Total 304.086 
 
102. As was concluded by the Panel on Regional Initiatives at the Pan American meeting in 

preparation for COP11, Regional Initiatives are very important for the Contracting Parties 
of the region as they address different types of wetlands, allowing geographical 
representation, integrated management and the opportunity to share conservation 
experiences and strengthen regional collaboration to implement the Convention on the 
ground. Likewise, through the Kingston Declaration the Contracting Parties recognized 
the continued usefulness of cooperation at the regional level through Regional Initiatives 
as networks and centers for training and capacity building in providing effective support 
for improved implementation of the objectives and approaches of the Convention. 

 
103. Regarding the main challenges ahead, the Parties will need to continue taking priority 

actions for their financial sustainability and find mechanisms for the effective involvement 
of stakeholders in the development of the initiatives, as well as to maintain the political 
and when possible the financial support for them.  

 
International Assistance (Strategy 3.3) 

104. Canada and the United States are the two main countries in the region providing funding 
support for wetland conservation and management in other countries (indicator 3.3.1). In 
the case of Canada, the support included the restoration of Mesopotamian marshes in Iraq, 
in Tunisia, Morocco and Jordan, the Mediterranean Wetlands Capacity Building and 
African Development Banks’ Water Partnership Programme. Likewise, there are other 
initiatives supported by the Canadian International Development Agency and its 
multilateral partners that are directly and indirectly related to wetland conservation and 
management, such as flood prevention/control, biosphere protection, biodiversity, site 
preservation, and water resources protection. 

 
105. For the United States, one of the mechanism of support is through the North American 

Wetlands Conservation Act of 1989 (NAWCA), which encourages voluntary public-private 
partnerships to conserve North American wetlands ecosystems and wetland-dependent 
migratory birds in support of the North American Waterfowl Management Plan, in an 
effort to increase waterfowl populations. The Act authorizes the Congress to appropriate 
up to $30 million annually for its implementation. Between 50 and 70 percent of the 
available funds are to be spent on wetland conservation projects in Canada and Mexico; 
the remaining funds are to be spent on projects within the United States.  

 
106. 59% of the Parties in the Neotropics (Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, Costa Rica, 

Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, Jamaica, Panama, and 
Paraguay) reported that they have received development assistance for in-country wetland 
conservation and management. In the case of Argentina the GEF is funding the project 
“Fisheries planning and conservation of the biodiversity of the Parana and Paraguay 
wetlands”. In Honduras, the CAFT funds of the United States are funding the national 
wetland inventory and wetlands policy. Other agencies that are mentioned providing 
financial support are UNEP, UNDP, OAS, EU, CaMPAM, IDB, World Bank, UNDP, 
IICA and USAID. 
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 Sharing information and expertise (Strategy 3.4) 
107. At least 10 Contracting Parties in the region have made efforts to establish networks or 

twinning arrangements nationally or internationally for knowledge, sharing and training for 
wetlands that share common features. A good example is the work of the Contact Group 
of the High Andean Flamencos Network among Argentina, Bolivia, Chile and Peru. Brazil 
has established wetland networks for the Pantanal wetlands, “manguemar” for mangroves 
and coastal environments, the Brazilian Society for the Advancement of Science (SBPC) 
involving all types of wetlands – the Brazilian Limnology Society (SBL) involves 
freshwater environments, and the Brazilian Oceanography Society (SBO) involves marine 
environments. 

 
108. In Canada, projects undertaken internationally by the Habitat Joint Ventures may include 

knowledge sharing and training, specifically related to wetlands that support waterfowl. 
The Oak Hammock Marsh Interpretive Centre (OHMIC) is a member of the Wetland 
Link International network and is also twinned with the Agamon-Hula wetland in Israel. 
Chile signed an agreement with the Ministry of Environment of New Zeland to exchange 
information, experiences and methodologies for restoration and management. 

 
109. Colombia has a binational project with Peru on wetland conservation and livelihoods for 

the sustainable use of hydrobiological resources to increase the life quality of the fisheries 
communities in Puerto Nariño in the Colombian Amazon and Caballo Cocha in Perú. 
Costa Rica has implemented some projects for capacity building in the Ramsar Sites 
Cuenca Embalse Arenal and Caño Negro. Guatemala and El Salvador exchanged 
information for the designation of the Ramsar Site Guija. El Salvador, Honduras and 
Nicaragua have signed an agreement for the integrated managamente of the Fonseca Gulf, 
which includes some Ramsar Sites. 

 
110. Mexico has made different twinning arrangements for such Ramsar Sites as the National 

Park Xcalax and the National Park Podyii in the Czech Republic as well as Sian Ka’an with 
Guanacahabibes (Cuba), and Cuatrociénagas Coahuila (México) and the Chinese Province 
of the Nigxia (China).  

 
111. In addition, in general terms most Parties in the region 17 (68%, Argentina, Barbados, 

Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Cuba, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El 
Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, Jamaica, Paraguay, United States of America, and 
Uruguay) reported that they have made publicly available the information about the 
country’s wetlands and/or Ramsar Sites and their status (indicator 3.4.2), and (28%, 
Antigua and Barbuda, Costa Rica, Mexico, Panama, Saint Lucia, Surinam and Venezuela) 
have partly taken steps in this regard. Most of the activities include the posting of 
information on websites, leaflets or brochures, TV and radio programmes and newspapers. 
It is desirable that the Parties continue implementing public awareness mechanisms about 
their wetlands, because though there is significant progress in actions for conservation and 
wise of wetlands, too frequently this information is not published or accessible in the 
region. 

 
Shared wetlands (Strategy 3.5) 

112. In the National Reports, only 12% of the Contracting Parties in the Americas indicated 
that there is an effective cooperative management in place for shared wetlands. Some of 
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these mechanisms are binational or trilateral agreements for the management of 
watersheds, as for Canada, Mexico and the United States, or committees, commissions and 
national coastal management plans in the countries of La Plata River Basin and among the 
Central American countries (Guatemala, Honduras, Nicaragua). 

  
Goal 4 Implementation Capacity 
 

CEPA (Strategy 4.1)  
113. Regarding the establishment of a national action plan for CEPA (indicator 4.1.1), only 

Dominican Republic, Jamaica and Mexico (12%) have formulated a plan at the national 
level; most of the Parties (32%) have indicated that do not have one or are only now taking 
actions to develop one. In the case of Mexico, the CEPA Strategy was formulated under a 
wide participation approach and following Ramsar Resolution X.8.  

 
114. However, 44% of Parties (Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Costa 

Rica, Ecuador, Jamaica, Mexico, Panama, and Uruguay) reported that they have or have 
implemented CEPA plans or actions at the site level. In most of the cases these activities 
are related to the implementation of education and awareness programs in Ramsar Sites, as 
in Brazil for eight of its Ramsar Sites. 

 
115. Regarding the establishment of education centers at Ramsar Sites and other wetlands 

(indicator 4.1.2), there are 68 (11%) in the region in Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, 
Barbados, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Chile, Cuba, El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, 
Jamaica, Mexico, Panama, Trinidad and Tobago, United States and Venezuela. Most of 
them are located in Canada, Mexico and the United States and usually have facilities for 
visitors and education activities. In the Neotropics there are not that many, but some of 
them do have basic facilities for visitors. 

 
116. In the region, 84% of the Contracting Parties (Argentina, Bolivia, Chile, Colombia, Costa 

Rica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Honduras, Mexico, Panama, Paraguay, 
Uruguay and Venezuela ) show significant progress, as in the past triennium, in matters of 
public participation in decision-making with respect to wetland planning and management 
and local stakeholders’ involvement in the selection of new Ramsar Sites and Ramsar Site 
management (indicator 4.1.3). The main mechanisms are related to public consultation, for 
example in Antigua and Barbuda and Suriname, legal frameworks in Argentina and 
Jamaica, National Wetland Committee in Brazil, multi-stakeholder Watershed Planning 
and Advisory Councils in Canada and Mexico, participatory management plans in Chile, 
Colombia, Costa Rica and Panama, site committees in El Salvador and water community 
councils in Venezuela.  

 
Identify training needs of institutions and individuals (Strategy 4.10)  

117. In the region 24% of the Parties (Argentina, Canada, Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, 
Panama, and Suriname) have made an assessment of national and local training needs for 
the implementation of the Convention (indicator 4.1.4) or partially in Bolivia, Chile, Cuba, 
Honduras, Mexico and Venezuela. Likewise, 48 opportunities for wetland site managers 
have been offered by 25 of the Contracting Parties that submitted National Reports 
(Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Barbados, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Chile, Colombia, 
Costa Rica, Cuba, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, 
Jamaica, Mexico, Panama, Paraguay, Saint Lucia, Suriname, Trinidad and Tobago, United 
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States of America, Uruguay and Venezuela). The training opportunities have been 
implemented through specific workshops, short courses, and exchange experiences for site 
mangers of Ramsar Sites or other staff dealing with wetlands issues, and in other cases as 
part of more general courses for protected areas.  

 
118. There are 12 (48%) National/Ramsar Wetland Committees (indicator 4.1.6) in the region 

(Barbados, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Ecuador, Jamaica, Mexico, Panamá, 
Trinidad y Tobago , United States and Venezuela) and 7(28%) are in development. In most 
of the cases the committees act as advisory bodies of Ramsar Administrative Authorities 
and Focal Points. For the next triennium it is important that the Parties continue taking 
steps in the formation and, in some cases, in the reinforcement of their committees with 
the involvement or relevant stakeholders. The role of the wetland/Ramsar committees has 
many values and provides an important tool for Parties in the region to involve different 
stakeholders and to advise Ramsar Administrative Authorities in the decision-making 
process in relation to wetlands issues.(Figure 12). 

 

 
 

Figure 12. National Wetlands Committees in the Americas and at the global level  
 
119. The Americas region is very active in the implementation of activities to celebrate World 

Wetlands Day as well as to raise awareness about wetlands. For the period of reporting, 24 
(96%) Parties have carried out activities like workshops, seminars and symposiums, 
dissemination of materials, field trips, Ramsar Site designations, among others. For 
example, the whole Americas region gathered in Huatulco, Mexico, to celebrate the 40th 
anniversary of the Convention in February 2011 with the involvement of the local 
stakeholders, through technical sessions and cultural activities. Likewise, the Secretariat 
recognized schools’ and site managers’ experiences that promote the wise of wetlands in 
the Americas and launched the publication Wetlands in the Americas: the role of the Ramsar 
Convention and the benefits of Ramsar Site designation.  

 
120. The Contracting Parties are strongly encouraged to continue implementing educational 

activities as a mechanism to raise awareness about the Ramsar Convention and wetland 
values at national, regional and local levels. 

 
Convention financial capacity (Strategy 4.2)  

121. 52% (13) of the Parties reported having paid their contributions in full (indicator 4.2.1) in 
the last triennium. Some of the difficulties for the payment are related to the financial crisis 
in a number of countries in the region, but also in other cases there is a lack of 
coordination between the Administrative Authority/ Focal Point and the agency in charge 
of the payment, which has caused delays.  
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122. Several of the mechanisms discussed with regional representatives to ensure that the 

payments are made on time are the inclusion of the contribution’s amount in the fiscal 
year, a plan of payments, and better coordination between the National Focal Point and 
the agency in charge of payments. Likewise, some Parties indicated that they have included 
the financial commitments in their annual budgets to ensure future prompt payment of the 
contributions. 

 
123. Besides the core budget contributions, Argentina, Bolivia, Costa Rica, Dominican 

Republic, Ecuador, Mexico and Peru made in-kind contributions during the triennium to 
Regional Initiatives’ meetings, and Jamaica did so for the organization of the Pan 
American Meeting in 2011. 

 
124. The United States has provided USD $66,468 during the last triennium to fund projects in 

Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, Colombia, and Mexico through Wetlands for the Future in the 
Neotropic Region. The fund has proved to have a great impact on the support of the 
implementation of the Convention through training, awareness raising, conservation and 
management activities for wetlands in the region. This is reflected in the book Wetlands for 
the Future: benefitting wetland management and conservation in Latin America and the Caribbean 
launched by the Secretariat in 2010 in order to make a wider dissemination of the benefits 
of the fund. The State Department of the United States, the US Fish and Wildlife Service, 
and the Ramsar Secretariat are looking for additional financial mechanisms for the fund. 

 
125. Likewise the United States has supported other activities of the Convention in the 

Americas and other Ramsar regions, as in supporting the Wetlands in the Americas book and 
the Pan American (USD 107,785) and Africa regional meetings (USD 75,000) in 
preparation for COP11 in 2011. Moreover, by grants (USD 191, 667) the United States has 
supported the activities of the Ramsar Secretariat to reinforce the implementation of the 
Convention in the Americas through consultancies and Ramsar Advisory Missions.  

 
126. Canada has also supported (CAD 63,000) such activities of the Secretariat as the 

participation of delegates and experts to the regional workshops in Africa, Asia and the 
Americas in preparation for COP11 and CAD 23,200 in 2011-2012 to the Secretariat to 
support the translation and printing of the French and Spanish versions of Wetlands in the 
Americas. In 2011-2012, CAD 19,000 was provided through a contribution to the CBD 
Secretariat to enable the establishment of an expert working group to review available 
information, and provide key policy relevant messages, on maintaining the ability of 
biodiversity to continue to support the water cycle (Decision X/28 of CBD COP10), 
involving the Ramsar Secretariat. 

 
127. As seen above, the financial support of the United States and Canada in the 

implementation of the Convention in the Americas region, but also in other Ramsar 
regions, has been extraordinarily helpful during the triennium.  

 
128. During the triennium, in spite of several projects submitted to the Small Grants Fund 

from the region, only one project in Uruguay was funded, by Danone in 2009, due to the 
reduction of voluntary contributions to the SGF. Likewise, no project from the region was 
funded via the portfolio method during the triennium.  
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Convention bodies’ effectiveness (Strategy 4.3) 
129. 13 (52%) of the Parties (Barbados, Bolivia, Brazil, Colombia, Costa Rica, Dominican 

Republic, Ecuador, Guatemala, Jamaica, Panama, Paraguay, Suriname, and Uruguay) have 
used their previous Ramsar National Reports in monitoring their implementation of the 
Convention over time (indicator 4.3.1), and 24% have not done so. For the affirmative 
responses, the National Report has been used to assess progress in the implementation, 
fulfillment of the commitments under the Convention, and setting of priorities, WWD 
activities and the preparations for regional and COP meetings. However, it is 
recommended that all Parties in the region continue or begin to use the National Reports 
as a guideline to assess their progress in the implementation of the Convention as well as 
to define priority areas to work and areas that need further development.  

 
130. According to the National Reports, 68% of the Contracting Parties have updated the 

Secretariat on any appointments and changes in Administrative Authorities and Focal 
Points (including CEPA and STRP), and 16% are planning to do so. However, it’s 
important to mention that in many cases the Secretariat is not aware or not officially 
notified of the changes, making very difficult an effective communication to support the 
implementation of activities. Likewise other difficulties in communication are related to 
the lack of notification of changes in contact details as e-mails and the frequent changes in 
Focal Points.  

 
131. As of 31 March 2012 in the Americas Ramsar regions, 13 (44% ) of Contracting Parties 

(Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cuba, Dominican Republic, 
Honduras, Jamaica, Mexico, Panama, Suriname, Trinidad and Tobago, and the United 
States) have designated all their Focal Points. Some of the Contracting Parties that are 
pending for designation of any of the Focal Points such as STRP and CEPA are Barbados, 
Bahamas, Belize, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Chile, Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatemala, 
Nicaragua, Paraguay, Peru, Saint Lucia, Uruguay and Venezuela. 
 

Countries that have not designated STRP, CEPA(G), 
and CEPA(NG) focal points 

STRP  Paraguay, Uruguay.

CEPA (G) 
Canada, El Salvador, Paraguay, Saint 
Lucia, Uruguay. 

CEPA (NG) 

Barbados, Belize, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, 
Chile, El salvador, Guatemala, Nicaragua, 
Paraguay, Saint Lucia, Uruguay, 
Venezuela 

 
The appointment of competent Focal Points for the Convention is really important not 
only in terms of communications, but also to ensure an active role in making regional 
contributions to the different Convention processes. 

 
Working with IOPs and others (Strategy 4.4)  

132. 14 (56%) of the Parties have received assistance from one or more of the Convention’s 
International Organization Partners in their implementation of the Convention (indicator 
4.4.1). The type of assistance has been, in most of the cases, to support projects or 
programmes related to wetlands wise use, livelihoods and conservation of wetlands or 
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species. The IOPs that have provided valuable support to the Parties are Birdlife, IUCN, 
Wetlands International, and WWF. 

 
133. Some examples of the projects are: Birdlife has supported the identification of Important 

Bird Areas (IBAs) in some countries in the region. Wetlands International developed the 
projects: Maintaining Wetlands and Livelihoods in the Parana Delta, Argentina, and 
Conservation of freshwater fishes within La Plata basin. Environment Canada recently 
produced a map of Canadian Ramsar Sites delineated as polygons with assistance from 
Wetlands International. BirdLife International in Ecuador has supported the project 
Implementing Sustained Conservation Action for Waterbirds in the Neotropical Region. 

 
134. Besides the more general support that Ramsar IOPs provide for wetland conservation and 

wise use in the region, most of them are actively involved in some of the ongoing Regional 
Initiatives as well. For the next triennium it is important that they continue playing an 
active role in the Regional Initiatives, as well as in the designation of Ramsar Sites and 
other activities related to wetland management and wise use. 

 
135. During the triennium two MOUs were signed with the Organization of American States to 

share data, knowledge, and information relevant to the biodiversity conservation of 
wetlands within the Americas and with the World Bank to establish a framework of 
cooperation for exchanging technical expertise and capacity building related to the 
development and implementation of climate change projects (Colombia, Mexico and 
Trinidad and Tobago) in wetlands, in the context of the World Bank-financed climate 
change portfolio. 

 
Goal 5. Membership to the Convention 
 
136. During the last triennium all non-Contracting Parties in the region (Dominica, Grenada, 

Guyana, Haiti, Saint Kitts and Nevis, and Saint Vincent and the Grenadines) have been 
invited to participate in the different Ramsar processes in the Americas, such as the 
Caribbean Regional Initiative and the Pan American meeting in preparation for COP11. 
Besides that, the Ramsar Secretariat visited Grenada and Saint Vincent and the Grenadines 
to explain the framework of the Convention. 

 
137. Since COP10, Grenada has submitted the formalities of accession to UNESCO and 

therefore should become the 30th Contracting Party in the Americas and the 161st at the 
global level when the Convention enters into force for that country.  
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Annex 
 

Table 1. Neotropics and North American Ramsar Sites designated since 
COP10 

 
  Designation 

date 
Area (ha) Dominant Wetland type 

ARGENTINA   

Lagunas Altoandinas y Puneñas de 
Catamarca 

02/02/2009 1,228,175 Permanent saline/brackish/alkaline lakes Q

Glaciar Vinciguerra y turberas 
asociadas 

16/09/2009 2,760 Non-forested peatlands; includes shrub or open 
bogs, swamps, fens (Underrepresented High 
Andean) 

U

Palmar Yatay 05/06/2011 21,450 Permanent rivers/streams/creeks; includes 
waterfalls 

M

BRAZIL  

Reserva Particular del Patrimonio 
Natural (RPPN) “Fazenda Rio 
Negro” 

22/05/2009 7,000 Permanent freshwater lakes (over 8 ha); includes 
large oxbow lakes 

O

Abrolhos Marine National Park 02/02/2010 91,300 Coral reefs (Underrepresented) C

Rio Doce State Park (Parque 
Estadual do Rio Doce) 

15/03/2010 35,973 Permanent freshwater lakes (over 8 ha); includes 
large oxbow lakes 

O

CHILE  

Salar de Aguas Calientes IV 14/08/2009 15,529 Seasonal/intermittent saline/brackish/alkaline 
lakes and flats (Underrepresented, High Andean) 

R

Salar de Pujsa 14/08/2009 17,397 Seasonal/intermittent saline/brackish/alkaline 
lakes and flats (Underrepresented, High Andean) 

R

Parque Andino Juncal 22/05/2010 13,796 Non-forested peatlands; includes shrub or open 
bogs, swamps, fens(Underrepresented, High 
Andean) 

U

COSTA RICA  

Humedal Maquenque 22/05/2010 59,692 Permanent freshwater lakes (over 8 ha); includes 
large oxbow lakes 

O

DOMINICAN REPUBLIC  

Refugio de Vida Silvestre Laguna 
Cabral o Rincón 

02/02/2011 4,600 Permanent freshwater lakes (over 8 ha); includes 
large oxbow lakes  

O

Manglares del Bajo Yuna 6/12/2011 77,907 Intertidal forested wetlands; includes mangrove 
swamps, nipah swamps and tidal freshwater 
swamp forests (Underrepresented)  

I

ECUADOR   

La Tembladera 06/12/2011 1,471 Permanent freshwater lakes (over 8 ha); includes 
large oxbow lakes  

O

El Angel  02/02/2012 17,003 Non-forested peatlands; includes shrub or open 
bogs, swamps, fens 

U

Complejo Ozogoche  02/02/2012 5,457 Permanent freshwater lakes (over 8 ha); includes 
large oxbow lakes  

O

Sistema Lacuste de Compadre 02/02/2012 28,115 Permanent freshwater lakes (over 8 ha); includes 
large oxbow lakes  

O

Sistema Lacustre Yacuri 02/02/2012 24,613 Permanent freshwater lakes (over 8 ha); includes 
large oxbow lakes  

O

Don Goyo 02/02/2012 15,338 Intertidal forested wetlands; includes mangrove 
swamps, nipah swamps and tidal freshwater 
swamp forests (Underrepresented) 

I

EL SALVADOR   
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Laguna de Olomega 02/02/2010 7,557 Permanent freshwater lakes (over 8 ha); includes 
large oxbow lakes  

O

Complejo Güija 16/12/2010 10,180 Permanent freshwater lakes (over 8 ha); includes 
large oxbow lakes  

O

Complejo Jaltepeque 02/02/2011 49,454 Intertidal forested wetlands; includes mangrove 
swamps, nipah swamps and tidal freshwater 
swamp forests 

I

Estuarine waters; permanent water of estuaries 
and estuarine systems of deltas 
(Underrepresented) 

F

Permanent shallow marine waters in most cases 
less than six meters deep at low tide; includes sea 
bays and straits  

A

JAMAICA  

Mason River Protected Area 06/12/2011 82 Permanent freshwater marshes/pools; ponds 
(below 8 ha), marshes and swamps on inorganic 
soils; with emergent vegetation water-logged for 
at least most of the growing season 

Tp

MEXICO  

Baño de San Ignacio 02/02/2009 4,225 Seasonal/intermittent saline/brackish/alkaline 
marshes/ pools 

Ss

Humedales de Bahía Adair 02/02/2009 42,430 Intertidal marshes; includes salt marshes, salt 
meadows, saltings, raised salt marshes; includes 
tidal brackish and freshwater marshes  

H

La Alberca de los Espinos 02/02/2009 33 Permanent freshwater lakes (over 8 ha); includes 
large oxbow lakes  

O

La Mintzita 02/02/2009 57 Permanent freshwater marshes/pools; ponds 
(below 8 ha), marshes and swamps on inorganic 
soils; with emergent vegetation water-logged for 
at least most of the growing season 

Tp

Lago de Chapala 02/02/2009 114,659 Permanent freshwater lakes (over 8 ha); includes 
large oxbow lakes  

O

Lago de San Juan de los Ahorcados 02/02/2009 1,099 Permanent saline/brackish/alkaline lakes Q

Manglares y humedales del Norte 
de Isla Cozumel 

02/02/2009 32,786 Intertidal forested wetlands; includes mangrove 
swamps, nipah swamps and tidal freshwater 
swamp forests (Underrepresented) 

I

Presa de Atlangatepec 02/02/2009 1,200 Water storage areas; 
reservoirs/barrages/dams/impoundments; 
(generally over 8 ha) 

6

Canal del Infiernillo y esteros del 
territorio Comcaac (Xepe Coosot) 

27/11/2009 27,900 Permanent shallow marine waters in most cases 
less than six metres deep at low tide; includes sea 
bays and straits (Underrepresented) 

A

Ecosistema Arroyo Verde APFF 
Sierra de Álamos Río Cuchujaqui 

02/02/2010 174 Seasonal/intermittent/irregular 
rivers/streams/creeks 

N

Humedales de Bahía de San Jorge 02/02/2010 12,198 Intertidal marshes; includes salt marshes, salt 
meadows, saltings, raised salt marshes; includes 
tidal brackish and freshwater marshes  

H

Humedales de Yavaros-Moroncarit 02/02/2010 13,627 Coastal brackish/saline lagoons; brackish to 
saline lagoons with at least one relatively narrow 
connection to the sea 

J

Laguna de Hanson, Parque 
Nacional Constitución de 1857 

02/02/2010 510 Seasonal/intermittent freshwater lakes (over 8 
ha); includes floodplain lakes 

P

Laguna de Hueyapan (El Texcal) 02/02/2010 276 Freshwater springs; oases  Y

El Jagüey, “Buenavista de 
Peñuelas” 

02/02/2011 35 Ponds; includes farm ponds, stock ponds, small 
tanks; (generally below 8 ha 

2
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Estero El Soldado 02/02/2011 350 Coastal brackish/saline lagoons; brackish to 
saline lagoons with at least one relatively narrow 
connection to the sea (Underrepresented) 

J

Laguna de Cuyutlán vasos III y IV 02/02/2011 4,051 Intertidal marshes; includes salt marshes, salt 
meadows, saltings, raised salt marshes; includes 
tidal brackish and freshwater marshes 
(Underrepresented) 

H

Anillo de Cenotes 02/02/2009 891 Karst and other subterranean hydrological 
systems 

Zk(b)

Lagunas de Santa María-
Topolobampo-Ohuira 

02/02/2009 22,500 Permanent shallow marine waters in most cases 
less than six metres deep at low tide; includes sea 
bays and straits 

A

Presa de Silva 02/02/2011 3,934 Permanent freshwater lakes (over 8 ha); includes 
large oxbow lakes  

O

Ecosistema Ajos- Bavispe, zona de 
influencia Cuenca Río San Pedro 

 4,273 Seasonal/intermittent/irregular 
rivers/streams/creeks 

N

Presa La Vega  02/02/2010 1,950 Water storage areas; 
reservoirs/barrages/dams/impoundments; 
(generally over 8 ha) 

6

Humedales de Montaña Maria 
Eugenia 

02/02/2012 95 Permanent freshwater marshes/pools; ponds 
(below 8 ha), marshes and swamps on inorganic 
soils; with emergent vegetation water-logged for 
at least most of the growing season. 

Tp

Presa Manuel Avila Camacho 
(Presa Valsequillo) 

02/02/2012 23,612 Water storage areas; 
reservoirs/barrages/dams/impoundments; 
(generally over 8 ha) 

6

Laguna de Santiaguillo 02/02/2012 260,000 Permanent freshwater lakes (over 8 ha); includes 
large oxbow lakes  

O

Rio San Pedro-Vado de Meoqui 02/02/2012 374 Permanent rivers/streams/creeks; includes 
waterfalls  

M

NICARAGUA  

Sistema Lacustre Playitas-Moyúa-
Tecomapa 

29/06/2011 1,161 Permanent freshwater lakes (over 8 ha); includes 
large oxbow lakes  

O

PANAMA  

Humedal de Importancia 
Internacional Damani-Guariviara 

09/03/10 24,089 Intertidal forested wetlands; includes mangrove 
swamps, nipah swamps and tidal freshwater 
swamp forests 

I

UNITED STATES OF 
AMERICA 

 

Corkscrew Swamp Sanctuary 23/03/2009 5,261 Permanent freshwater marshes/pools; ponds 
(below 8 ha), marshes and swamps on inorganic 
soils; with emergent vegetation water-logged for 
at least most of the growing season  

Tp

Upper Mississippi River Floodplain 
Wetlands 

05/01/2010 122,357 Permanent rivers/streams/creeks; includes 
waterfalls 

M

Humbug Marsh 20/01/2010 188 Coastal freshwater lagoons; includes freshwater 
delta lagoons 

K

Laguna de Santa Rosa Wetland 
Complex 

16/04/2010 1,576 Seasonal/intermittent/irregular 
rivers/streams/creeks 

N

Permanent rivers/streams/creeks; includes 
waterfalls  

M

Roswell Artesian Wetlands 07/09/2010 917 Seasonal/intermittent saline/brackish/alkaline 
marshes/ pools 

Ss

Palmyra Atoll National Wildlife 
Refuge 

01/04/2011 204,127 Coral reefs (Underrepresented) C
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The Kakagon and Bad River 
Sloughs 

02/02/2012 4,355 Non-forested peatlands; includes shrub or open 
bogs, swamps, fens 

U

Emiquon Complex 02/02/2012 5,729 Seasonal/intermittent freshwater marshes/pools 
in inorganic soils; includes sloughs, potholes, 
seasonally flooded meadows, sedge marshes. 

Ts

Sue and West Dixon Waterfowl 
Refuge 

02/02/2012 1,117 Permanent freshwater marshes/pools; ponds 
(below 8 ha), marshes and swamps on inorganic 
soils; with emergent vegetation water-logged for 
at least most of the growing season  

Tp

Congaree National Park 02/02/2012 10,539 Freshwater, tree-dominated wetlands; includes 
freshwater swamp forests, seasonally flooded 
forests, wooded swamps on inorganic soils. 

Xf

 
Note: As of 31 of March 2012 the following sites were submitted for designation but the RIS need further clarification to finalize 
the process of designation.: Bahamas, Harold & Wilson Ponds – National Park; Chile, Humedal Tubul Raqui; El Salvador, 
Barra de Santiago. 

 

Table 2. Update Status of Ramsar Information Sheets (RIS) and Maps 
 

  Area Designation 
date 

RIS last 
update 

What needs to be 
updated 

Antigua & Barbuda  
Codrington Lagoon 3,600 02.06.05 2006 RIS and Map

Argentina  
Reserva Costa Atlantica de Tierra del Fuego 28,600 13.09.95 1995 RIS and Map-have never

been updated 
Laguna de Llancanelo MR 65,000 08.11.95 1995 RIS and Map- have never

been updated 
Laguna Blanca 11,250 04.05.92 1996 RIS and Map
Bahía de Samborombón 243,965 24.01.97 1997 RIS and Map
Lagunas de Vilama 157,000 20.09.00 2000 RIS and Map
Jaaukanigás 492,000 10.10.01 2001 RIS and Map
Lagunas y Esteros del Iberá 24,550 18.01.02 2002 RIS and Map
Bañados del Río Dulce y Laguna de Mar 
Chiquita.  

996,000 28.05.02 2002 RIS and Map

Reserva Provincial Laguna Brava 405,000 02.02.03 2003 RIS and Map
Humedales Chaco 508,000 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map
Reserva Ecológica Costanera Sur 353 22.03.05 2005 RIS and Map
Río Pilcomayo 51,889 04.05.92 2006 RIS and Map
Parque Provincial El Tromen 30,000 02.02.06 2006 RIS and Map

Barbados   
Graeme Hall Swamp 33 12.12.05 2005 RIS and Map

Belize  
Crooked Tree Wildlife Sanctuary 6,637 22.04.98 2000 RIS and Map
Sarstoon Temash National Park 16,955 19.10.05 2005 RIS and Map

Bolivia  
Lago Titicaca (Sector Boliviano) 800,000 26.08.98 1998 RIS and Map have never

been updated 
Cuenca de Tajzara 5,500 13.06.00 2000 RIS and Map have never

been updated 
Bañados de Izozog y el Río Parapetí 615,882 17.09.01 2001 RIS and Map have never

been updated 
Palmar de la Islas y las Salinas de San José 856,754 17.09.01 2001 RIS and Map have never

been updated 
Pantanal Boliviano 3,189,888 17.09.01 2001 RIS and Map have never

been updated 
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Lagos Poopó y Uru Uru 967,607 11.07.02 2002 RIS and Map have never
been updated 

Laguna Concepción 31,124 06.05.02 2002 RIS and Map have never
been updated 

Canada  
Baie de l’Isle-Verte  2,215 27.05.87 2001 RIS and Map
Beaverhill Lake  18,050 27.05.87 2001 RIS and Map
Cap Tourmente  2,398 15.01.81 2001 RIS and Map
Chignecto  1,020 16.10.85 2001 RIS and Map
RIS and Map Creston Valley 6,970 21.02.94 2001 RIS and Map
Delta Marsh  23,000 24.05.82 2001 RIS and Map
Dewey Soper Migratory Bird Sanctuary  815,900 24.05.82 2001 RIS and Map
Grand Codroy Estuary  925 27.05.87 2001 RIS and Map
Hay-Zama Lakes  50,000 24.05.82 2001 RIS and Map
Lac Saint-François  2,310 27.05.87 2001 RIS and Map
Lac Saint-Pierre 11,952 27.05.98 2001 RIS and Map
Last Mountain Lake  15,602 24.05.82 2001 RIS and Map
Long Point  13,730 24.05.82 2001 RIS and Map
Malpeque Bay  24,440 28.04.88 2001 RIS and Map
Mary’s Point  1,200 24.05.82 2001 RIS and Map
Matchedash Bay Provincial Wildlife Area 1,840 31.10.96 2001 RIS and Map
McConnell River  32,800 24.05.82 2001 RIS and Map
Mer Bleue Conservation Area 3,447 26.09.95 2001 RIS and Map
Minesing Swamp 6,000 31.10.96 2001 RIS and Map
Musquodoboit Harbour  1,925 27.05.87 2001 RIS and Map
Oak Hammock Marsh  3,600 27.05.87 2001 RIS and Map
Old Crow Flats  617,000 24.05.82 2001 RIS and Map
Peace-Athabasca Delta  321,300 24.05.82 2001 RIS and Map
Point Pelee  1,564 27.05.87 2001 RIS and Map
Polar Bear Pass  262,400 24.05.82 2001 RIS and Map
Polar Bear Provincial Park  2,408,700 27.05.87 2001 RIS and Map
Queen Maud Gulf  6,278,200 24.05.82 2001 RIS and Map
Quill Lakes  63,500 27.05.87 2001 RIS and Map
Rasmussen Lowlands  300,000 24.05.82 2001 RIS and Map
Shepody Bay  12,200 27.05.87 2001 RIS and Map
Southern Bight-Minas Basin 26,800 05.11.87 2001 RIS and Map
Southern James Bay (Moose River & 
Hannah Bay)  

25,290 27.05.87 2001 RIS and Map

St. Clair  244 16.10.85 2001 RIS and Map
Tabusintac Lagoon & River Estuary  4,997 10.06.93 2001 RIS and Map
Whooping Crane Summer Range  1,689,500 24.05.82 2001 RIS and Map
Columbia Wetlands 15,070 05.06.05 2005 RIS and Map

Colombia  
Sistema Delta Estuarino del Río 
Magdalena,Ciénaga Grande de Santa Marta 

400,000 18.06.98 1998 RIS and Map have never
been updated 

Laguna de la Cocha 39,000 08.01.01 2001 RIS and Map have never
been updated 

Delta del Río Baudó 8,888 05.06.04 2004 RIS and Map
Ecuador  

Laguna de Cube 113 02.02.02 2002 RIS and Map have never
been updated 

Refugio de Vida Silvestre Isla Santa Clara 46 02.02.02 2002 RIS and Map have never
been updated 

Complejo de Humedales Ñucanchi – 
Turupamba 
 

12,290
 

05.06.06
 

2006
 

RIS and Map

El Salvador  
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Area Natural Protegida Laguna del Jocotal 1,571 22.01.99 1999 RIS and Map have never
been updated 

Bahía de Jiquilisco 63,500 31.10.05 2005 RIS and Map
Embalse Cerrón Grande 13,500 22.11.05 2005 RIS and Map

Guatemala  
Parque Nacional Laguna del Tigre MR  335,080 26.06.90 1998 RIS and Map
Punta de Manabique 132,900 28.01.00 2000 RIS and Map have never

been updated 
Eco-región Lachuá 535 24.05.06 2006 RIS and Map
Parque Nacional Yaxhá-Nakum-Naranjo 37,160 02.02.06 2006 RIS and Map

Honduras  
Laguna de Bacalar 7,394 03.02.03 2003 RIS and Map

Jamaica  
Palisadoes - Port Royal 7,523 22.04.05 2005 RIS and Map
Portland Bight Wetlands & Cays 24,542 02.02.06 2006 RIS and Map

Mexico  
Dzilam (reserva estatal) 61,707 07.12.00 2000 RIS and Map have never

been updated 
Humedal de Importancia Especialmente 
para la Conservación de Aves Acuáticas 
Reserva Ría Lagartos  

60,348 04.07.86 2001 RIS and Map

Humedales del Delta del Río Colorado 250,000 20.03.96 2001 RIS and Map
Marismas Nacionales  200,000 22.06.95 2001 RIS and Map
Reserva de la Biosfera La Encrucijada 144,868 20.03.96 2001 RIS and Map
Reserva de la Biósfera Pantanos de Centla  302,706 22.06.95 2001 RIS and Map
Área de Protección de Flora y Fauna 
Cuatrociénegas 

84,347 22.06.95 2002 RIS and Map

Cuencas y corales de la zona costera de 
Huatulco 

44,400 27.11.03 2003 RIS and Map

Laguna de Tecocomulco 1,769 27.11.03 2003 RIS and Map
Parque Nacional Arrecifes de Xcalak 17,949 27.11.03 2003 RIS and Map
Parque Nacional Isla Contoy 5,126 27.11.03 2003 RIS and Map
Parque Nacional Isla Isabel 94 27.11.03 2003 RIS and Map
Parque Nacional Lagunas de Montebello 6,022 27.11.03 2003 RIS and Map
Playa Tortuguera Rancho Nuevo 30 27.11.03 2003 RIS and Map
Playa Tortuguera Tierra Colorada 54 27.11.03 2003 RIS and Map
Reserva Estatal El Palmar 50,177 27.11.03 2003 RIS and Map
Sian Ka’an 652,193 27.11.03 2003 RIS and Map
Área de Protección de Flora y Fauna Laguna 
de Términos 

705,016 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map

Área de Protección de Flora y Fauna de 
Nahá y Metzabok 

7,216 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map

Área de Protección de Flora y Fauna Yum 
Balam 

154,052 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map

Bala’an K’aax 131,610 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map
Ciénegas de Lerma 3,023 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map
Humedales del Lago de Pátzcuaro 707 02.02.05 2004 RIS and Map
Isla San Pedro Mártir 30,165 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map
Islas Marietas 1,357 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map
La Mancha-El Llano 1,414 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map
Laguna de Chichankanab 1,999 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map
Laguna de Metztitlán 2,937 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map
Laguna de Sayula 16,800 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map
Laguna Madre 307,894 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map
Laguna de Yuriria 15,020 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map
Laguna Ojo de Liebre 36,600 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map
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Laguna Playa Colorada-Santa María La 
Reforma 

53,140 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map

Laguna San Ignacio 17,500 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map
Manglares y humedales de la Laguna de 
Sontecomapan 

8,921 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map

Parque Nacional Arrecife de Puerto Morelos 9,066 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map
Parque Nacional Bahía de Loreto 206,581 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map
Parque Nacional Cañón del Sumidero 21,789 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map
Parque Nacional Sistema Arrecifal 
Veracruzano 

52,238 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map

Playa Tortuguera Cahuitán 65 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map
Playa Tortuguera El Verde Camacho 6,454 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map
Playón Mexiquillo 67 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map
Playa Tortuguera X’Cacel - X’Cacelito 362 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map
Presa Jalpan 68 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map
Reserva de la Biosfera Archipiélago de 
Revillagigedo 

636,685 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map

Reserva de la Biosfera Banco Chinchorro 144,360 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map
Reserva de la Biosfera Chamela-Cuixmala 13,142 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map
Reserva de la Biosfera Los Petenes 282,857 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map
Reserva de la Biosfera Ría Celestún 81,482 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map
Sistema lacustre Ejidos de Xochimilco y San 
gregorio Atlapulco 

2,657 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map

Sistema Lagunar Alvarado 267,010 02.02.04 2004 RIS and Map
Corredor Costero La Asamblea - San 
Francisquito 

44,304 27.11.05 2005 RIS and Map

Humedales de la Laguna La Popotera 1,975 05.06.05 2005 RIS and Map
Laguna Costera El Caimán 1,125 02.02.05 2005 RIS and Map
Laguna de Tamiahua 88,000 27.11.05 2005 RIS and Map
Laguna de Zacapu 40 05.06.05 2005 RIS and Map
Laguna de Zapotlán 1,496 05.06.05 2005 RIS and Map
Parque Nacional Arrecifes de Cozumel 11,987 02.02.05 2005 RIS and Map
Sistema de Lagunas Interdunarias de la 
Ciudad de Veracruz 

141 02.02.05 2005 RIS and Map

Cascadas de Texolo y su entorno 500.00 02.02.06 2006 RIS and Map
Estero de Punta Banda 2393.27 02.02.06 2006 RIS and Map
Isla Rasa 66.00 02.02.06 2006 RIS and Map
Laguna de Atotonilco 2850.00 18.03.06 2006 RIS and Map
Manglares y humedales de Tuxpan 6870.00 02.02.06 2006 RIS and Map

Nicaragua  
Los Guatuzos 43,750 30.07.97 2001 RIS and Map

Panama  
Golfo de Montijo 80,765 26.11.90 1990 RIS and Map-have never

been updated 
Punta Patiño 13,805 13.10.93 1993 RIS and Map- have never

been updated 
San San-Pond Sak  16,414 09.06.93 1993 RIS and Map- have never

been updated 
Paraguay  

Estero Milagro  25,000 07.06.95 1995 RIS and Map- have never
been updated 

Lago Ypoá  100,000 07.06.95 1995 RIS and Map -have never
been updated 

Río Negro  370,000 07.06.95 1995 RIS and Map- have never
been updated 

Tinfunque  280,000 07.06.95 1995 RIS and Map have never
been updated 
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Laguna Chaco Lodge 2,500 20.10.03 2003 RIS and Map
Laguna Teniente Rojas Silva 8,470 14.07.04 2004 RIS and Map

Peru  
Lago Titicaca (Peruvian sector) 460,000 20.01.97 1996 RIS and Map have never

been updated 
Zona Reservada Los Pantanos de Villa 263 20.01.97 1996 RIS and Map have never

been updated 
Reserva Nacional de Junín 53,000 20.01.97 1997 RIS and Map have never

been updated 
Santuario Nacional Los Manglares de 
Tumbes 

2,972 20.01.97 1997 RIS and Map have never
been updated 

Santuario Nacional Lagunas de Mejía 691 30.03.92 2001 RIS and Map have never
been updated 

Complejo de Humedales del Abanico del río 
Pastaza 

3,827,329 05.06.02 2002 RIS and Map have never
been updated 

Bofedales y Laguna de Salinas 17,657 28.10.03 2003 RIS and Map
Laguna del Indio y Dique de los Españoles 502 28.10.03 2003 RIS and Map
Humedal Lucre-Huacarpay 1,979 23.09.06 2006 RIS and Map

Republica Dominicana  
Lago Enriquillo 20,000 15.05.02 2002 RIS and Map have never

been updated 
Saint Lucia  

Mankoté Mangrove 60 19.02.02 2002 RIS and Map have never
been updated 

Savannes Bay 25 19.02.02 2002 RIS and Map have never
been updated 

Suriname  
Coppenamemonding  12,000 22.07.85 1997 RIS and Map

Trinidad & Tobago  
Nariva Swamp  6,234 21.12.92 1997 RIS and Map
Buccoo Reef / Bon Accord Lagoon 
Complex 

1,287 08.07.05 2005 RIS and Map

Caroni Swamp 8,398 08.07.05 2005 RIS and Map
United States  

Ash Meadows National Wildlife Refuge 9,509 18.12.86 1992 RIS and Map
Chesapeake Bay Estuarine Complex 45,000 04.06.87 1992 RIS and Map
Cache-Lower White Rivers 81,376 21.11.89 1993 RIS and Map
Connecticut River Estuary & Tidal Wetlands 
Complex 

6,484 14.10.94 1995 RIS and Map- have never
been updated 

Sand Lake National Wildlife Refuge 8,700 03.08.98 1998 RIS and Map have never
been updated 

Cheyenne Bottoms 10,978 19.10.88 2002 RIS and Map
Quivira National Wildlife Refuge 8,958 12.02.02 2002 RIS and Map
Tomales Bay 2,850 30.09.02 2002 RIS and Map
Catahoula Lake 12,150 18.06.91 2005 RIS and Map
Everglades National Park *Montreux 
Record  

610,497 04.06.87 2005 RIS and Map

Grassland Ecological Area (GEA) 65,000 02.02.05 2005 RIS and Map
Tijuana River National Estuarine Research 
Reserve (TRNERR) 

1,021 02.02.05 2005 RIS and Map

Kawainui and Hamakua Marsh Complex 414 02.02.05 2005 RIS and Map
Okefenokee National Wildlife Refuge 162,635 18.12.86 2006 RIS and Map

Uruguay  
Bañados del Este y Franja Costera MR 407,408 22.05.84 2001 RIS and Map
Estero de Farrapos e Islas del Río Uruguay 17,496 10.12.04 2004 RIS and Map

Venezuela  
Cuare  9,968 23.11.88 1991 RIS and Map
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Archipiélago Los Roques 213,220 04.09.96 1996 RIS and Map have never
been updated 

Ciénaga de Los Olivitos 26,000 04.09.96 1996 RIS and Map have never
been updated 

Laguna de la Restinga 5,248 04.09.96 1996 RIS and Map have never
been updated 

Laguna de Tacarigua 9,200 04.09.96 1996 RIS and Map have never
been updated 

 
 

Table 3. Americas Summary overview of the evolution between COP8 and 
COP11 

 
Where indicator questions were reasonably similar, the table compares information provided in 
the National Reports to COP8, COP9, and COP10 with those provided to COP11 in order to 
assess progress (“significant” “some”, “no progress”, “regress”) during the past three triennia, covering 
the period of Ramsar’s Strategic Plan 2003-2008 (Resolution VIII.25) and Strategic Plan 2009-
2015 (Resolution X.1). The table also shows whether particular actions reported for COP11 were 
more (or less) widely addressed throughout the Neotropic and North American regions 
compared to the global average, based on the percentages of Contracting Parties having 
answered positively.  
 

Strategy Indicator Affirmati
ve CPs at 

COP8 

Affirmati
ve CPs at 

COP9 

Affirmative 
CPs at 
COP10 

Affirmativ
e CPs at 
COP11 

Affirmativ
e at COP11 

globally 

Progress 
since 

COP10 
1.1 CP has a comprehensive 

national wetland inventory 
(1.1.1) 

4 5 (24%) 8 (28%) 8 (32%) 55 (43%) Some

1.3 CP has a National Wetland 
Policy (or equivalent 
instrument) (1.3.1) 

4 7 (39%) 12 (41%) 13 (52%) 65 (51%) Some

1.4 CP conducted Assessment 
of the ecosystem benefits 
provided by Ramsar Sites 
(1.4.1) 

n.a. 3 (17%) 3 (12%) 5 (20%) 27 (21%) Some

CP has wise use wetland 
programmes/projects that 
contribute to poverty 
alleviation (1.4.2.) 

n.a. 1 (6%) 5 (19%) 10 (40%) 50 (39%) Significant

1.7 CP has used or applied 
Ramsar water-related 
guidance (1.7.1) 

5 3 (17%) 5 (19%) 9 (36%) 51 (40%) Significant

1.8 CP implemented wetland 
restoration/rehabilitation 
programmes (1.8.2) 

3 6 (33%) 15 (58%) 16 (64%) 88 (69%) Some

2.1 CP uses the Strategic 
Framework for Ramsar Site 
designations (2.1.1) 

10 4 (19%) 11 (42%) 9 (36%) 53 (42%) Regress

2.6 CP has reported all changes 
or likely changes in the 
ecological character of 
Ramsar Sites (2.6.2) 

8 5 (24%) 5 (19%) 5 (20%) 23 (18%) Some
compared 

to the 
region but 
significant 

to the 
global level
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3.3 Funding support has been 

mobilized form 
development assistance 
agencies for wetland 
conservation and 
management (3.3.3) 

14 6 (33%) 15 (58%) 13 (52%) 46 (36%) Regress 
compared 

to the 
region but 
significant 

at the 
global level 

3.4 CP has established 
networks, nationally or 
internationally for 
knowledge sharing and 
training for wetlands (3.4.1) 

7 4 (22%) 10 (38%) 10 (40%) 50 (39%) Some
Some 

compared 
to the 

region but 
significant 

to the 
global level

4.1 CP has an operational 
National Ramsar 
Committee (4.1.6) 

10 5 (28%) 15 (58%) 12 (48%) 69 (54%) Regress

4.2 CP has paid in full and in a 
timely manner the Ramsar 
contributions for the last 
triennium (4.2.1)  

n.a. 6 (33%) 14 (54%) 13 (52%) 74 (58%) Regress

4.4 CP developed a national 
(or local) CEPA action plan 
(4.1.1) 

2 1 (6%) 4 (15%) 3 (12%) 34 (27%) Regress

 


