El Centro para la Conservacion del Paisaje ha adoptado la definicidn desarrollada
por la Unién Internacional para la Conservacion de la Naturaleza (UICN por sus

siglas en inglés) para cuenca hidrografica:
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— “LA CUENCA HIDROGRAFICA ES UN [ ;
=-=_  SISTEMA INTEGRADO POR UNA . PAISAIE

UNIDAD GEOGRAFICA, FORMADA S PARA
POR UN RIO PRINCIPAL Y TODOS : TODOS
SUS TERRITORIOS ASOCIADOS '
ENTRE EL ORIGEN DEL RO Y SU
DESEMBOCADURA.

ESTO INCLUYE EL AREA Y LOS Panel de GerenCIa

ECOSISTEMAS (TERRITORIOS Y RiOS
MENORES, AGUAS SUBTERRANEAS O
ACUIFEROS, ZONAS COSTERAS Y SU
INFLUENCIA EN EL MAR), Y SUS
INTERACCIONES QUE INCIDEN EN EL Simposio de Cuencas Hidrograficas de
CURSO DEL AGUA, TANTO EN SU Puerto Rico 2022
CANTIDAD COMO EN SU CALIDAD” Marzo 2022

y Manejo

Similar a la definicion de paisaje, las cuencas son sistemas complejos; que E(Ejl\lN-gRE%\?Rélc’) N
requieren de un manejo infegrado que analice los elementos interconectados, sus 9
= PAISAJE

comportamientos y efectos, entendiendo la jerarquia que compone y organiza las

partes del sistema.
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
 Reduce the load of sediments produced by the RFW and document this through the SWAT model analysis applied in the project. 

 Reduce pollution due to sewage runoff. 

 Reduce pollution due to activities in the RFW (construction activities, illegal dumping areas, use of chemicals in the agricultural activities, improve management and educational activities in areas without PRASA sanitary water infrastructure) 

Many findings were identified through the analysis process for this document. Some of the findings can be categorized as more critical than others depending on the scale and different actors, but some specific results that we consider important to point out are: 
 There is an average sediment yield for the entire basin of 19.73 tons per hectare per year (tons/ha/yr) with a standard deviation of 86.45. This sediment yield represents a serious problem that is affecting the coastal resources associated with the watershed. Sediment generation was associated with land uses without the best management practices applications. 
 There is a need to establish a watershed management governance structure to apply, stir and supervise the plan application. Recommendations and strategies are presented in the document. 
 Environmental problems are associated agricultural activities, waste water management infrastructure through the urban, septic tanks maintenance and use in rural areas and from other activities in the watershed. 
 Although the water use infrastructure of PRASA was improved (WTP and WWTP) the performances and management of these structures need to be monitored to achieve a healthy river ecosystem connecting the higher elevations of the watershed to the coastal areas of Fajardo. As part of this process a systemic analysis and improvement of wastewater infrastructure; in particular, the PRASA’s sewage waters pump stations and associated infrastructure requires special attention. 
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Table 10, Key management strategies for the Rio Fajardo watershed and preliminary implementation
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¢,Cuales son los retos de la implementacion de un plan de manejo y a quiéndadsolverlos?
Estructuras de gobernanza. ¢ Como se desarrollan? ¢ Ejemplos en PR? ¢ Lecciondisiagi?e
Sugerencias o plataforma de gobernanza sugerida.
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Fig. 1. Different sectors of society involved in the use and management of the
natural environment are schematically represented as different triangular slices.
The red dots represent individual organizations or persons (i.e. actors) within each

sector, and the lines represent relational ties among these. These relational ties can S Y Comision de instalacion de acciones territoriales
contribute to better natural resource governance by, for example, facilitating
coordinated actions among different actors.
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¢ A quién le toca resolverlos? Simposio de
Cuencas

Hidrograficas de
Puerto Rico 2022

Edgardo Gonzalez
edgonz581 @ Gmail.com
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