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regarding any potential environmental crimes, failure to address the illegal logging in a timely 
manner, deforestation, unlawful timber extraction and commercialization, damage to the 
ecosystem, and the continuing irreparable ecological deterioration of the area (see attached). 

 
15. On 21 October 2021, we received an emailed notice from the General Crime Prevention and 

Community Service Bureau (Dirección General de Prevención del Delito y Servicios a la 
Comunidad) of the Office of the Federal Attorney General, consisting of document no. 

, Presidential Folio , entered on 27 
September 2021, the content of which was based on a misperception and misinterpreted data—
namely, the matter was incorrectly interpreted to refer to a problem of illegal logging affecting 
public lighting. The mistaken deduction was that it was an urban or suburban dispute belonging 
under the jurisdiction of local authorities, and that the Bureau was not responsible for the matter 
forwarded by the Office of the President. It listed other authorities as responsible. This reply was 
given even though it had been made very clear that the matter involves criminal acts in 
environmental and forestry matters under federal jurisdiction (see attached). 

 
16. It was not until 8 November 2021 that the Profepa State Office, without previously, properly 

and fully informing us of the decisions and resolutions as of that date, issued Inspection Order 
 to conduct the ordinary inspection visit at a generic place 

referred to as “the land comprising the property known as Los Amoles, in the municipality 
of Cuautla, Jalisco.” The order shows that the coordinates that we had been asked in the 
warning notice of 12 August to provide were not necessary to request the inspection visit and 
appear at the place of the facts—meaning that the stated requirement was only a reason to 
justify the delay in processing the complaint and was an attempt to dismiss it under any pretext. 
The visit was conducted on 10 November, and the acting personnel verified and listed on several 
pages of inspection report  the innumerable illegal activities that were 
being carried out on the forest land property. Even though the environmental and forestry 
offenses were serious and flagrant, the inspectors refrained from imposing the mandatory and 
necessary security measures, which consisted of the total shutdown of activities being carried 
out, placing corresponding closure seals and/or notices, or immobilizing machinery and/or 
means of transportation found at the site, stating only that “for the safety of the inspector, the 
inspected person and the witness, no measures are imposed at the time of the inspection,” 
without stating what special safety circumstances were present at the time that would have 
hindered the mandatory security measures (see attached). 

 
17. On 16 November 2021, a document was filed with the Profepa State Office within the statutory 

period. In this document we made various observations with respect to the irregular inspection 
visit conducted by the Office on our property, during which activities were not shut down or 
suspended and machinery and/or means of transportation were not immobilized. We requested in 
this filing that the procedure be corrected and that the Public Prosecutor be involved, as 
applicable to the potential environmental crimes committed. We have yet to receive a specific 
favorable response to date (see attached). 

 
18. On 17 November 2021, , identifying himself as an expert from the 

Jalisco State Institute of Forensic Sciences (telephone number ), called us asking 
us to visit the property the next day for part of the investigation file being put together by the 
State Public Prosecutor. When we arrived, we noticed that a lock had been placed on our 
property entrance, the illegal logging was continuing, and timber was being loaded onto several 
trucks, one with Jalisco state license plate . The expert proceeded to do a walkthrough 
along some of the boundaries and take photographs with his cellular telephone. He subsequently 
issued Identification and Appraisal Report No. , dated 
25 November 2021 (see attached). 

 
19. On 15 December 2021, we appeared at the Profepa State Office to be informed of the 

subsequent actions arising from the inspection visit conducted more than one month before. We 
were informed that there was no progress, as the forestry inspection bureau had yet to 
communicate anything to the other departments. 

 
20. At 10:18 AM on 13 January 2022, we filed a new report with the Citizen Outreach Office of 

the Office of the President, containing the facts as of that date, accompanied by a USB 
memory device containing images of different digital documents, photographs and videos 
as evidence, and requesting once more that the various responsible agencies and public officials 
be ordered to carry out the necessary effective proceedings to duly address this problem and to 
halt all illegal activities, and that the Federal Prosecutor be involved, with respect to the potential 
environmental and forestry crimes and to observe the reported acts, facts and omissions. 
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21. On 23 February 2022, we again appeared at the Profepa State Office to be informed of progress 
on the citizen complaint procedure and any subsequent actions arising from the inspection visit 
conducted 10 November 2021, since as of that time the acting personnel, despite having 
witnessed flagrant, serious infractions of forestry and environmental regulations that 
corroborated what we had denounced in a timely manner, that is, land invasion, immoderate 
logging, deforestation, illegal extraction, transport and commercialization of timber, and change 
of land use, did not impose the obligatory security measure consisting of closure with the 
placement of seals or corresponding notices, the immobilization of machinery and vehicles that 
would somehow prevent the continuation of these illegal activities, thus leading to the 
continuation of illegal logging, deforestation, extraction, and commercialization of illegal timber 
in the area of our property without any problem or restriction, terminating the existing trees. 

 
22. On 28 February 2022, a new filing was made with the Profepa State Office, reporting that on 

two occasions (15 December 2021 and 23 February 2022) we requested information on the 
procedure’s progress. The last proceeding entered in the related docket, acknowledging receipt 
of a notice to the Jalisco office from Semarnat, was carried out on 26 October 2021. We 
requested the necessary actions to prevent the activities from continuing and to file a report with 
the Public Prosecutor (see attached). 

 
23. On 1 March 2022, according to the Office of the Civil Service Secretary clerk’s receipt stamp, 

we filed a complaint against various Profepa public servants at the Jalisco state office, due to 
the irregular and delayed processing of the timely filed citizen complaint (see attached). 

 
24. On 2 March 2022, we received an email from the Profepa State Office, consisting of the 

Admission of Filing, Report of Proceedings on citizen complaint No.  
, entered that same day. The document provided disorderly updates of various actions 

taken in the citizen complaint procedure, referring to the inspection visit, opening the respective 
legal-administrative docket separate from the citizen complaint, and groundlessly and falsely 
stating that we are not involved. The confusing notice also referred to the issuance of 
memoranda , notifying the Legal and Natural Resource Inspection offices of 
the contents of our filings dated 16 November 2021 and 28 February 2022, with respect to the 
requests to impose the temporary total shutdown of the activities being carried out on our 
property and to notify the Public Prosecutor of the reported facts. The mandatory determinations 
have yet to be made and we have yet to be informed (see attached). 

 
25. On 7 March 2022, a new filing was submitted to the Profepa State Office which served to file 

another motion concerning errors in the procedure, i.e., incorrect name of one of the 
complainants and incorrect identification of the email; omissions, i.e., failure to evaluate the 
study and to assess the circumstances of the change in fence-wire placement apparently meant to 
cause confusion as to what property it was located on; and the Office’s adoption of excessive 
and irregular determinations in the aforementioned decision on the citizen complaint procedure, 
wherein it determined, groundlessly and contrary to the legal provisions, that I, as complainant, 
was not involved in the legal-administrative docket opened by reason of the inspection visit, the 
Office failing to consider my capacity as owner of the inspected property and my having offered 
the necessary evidence to process and resolve the motion (see attached). 

 
26. On 7 March 2022, we belatedly learned of the existence and full contents of Admissibility 

Decision No.  acknowledging compliance, entered 13 October 2021, 
this information was gained through our authorized representative, who accessed and reviewed 
the docket. The decision had been sent to the wrong email address and its contents had thus not 
been reviewed by us. In the decision, the Profepa State Office deemed the warning notice to 
have been completed but did not resolve the motion the Office admitted the citizen complaint 
file and the evidence offered, and ordered a memorandum be issued to the corresponding Office 
to begin proceedings to determine the existence of possible acts, facts or omissions constituting 
an offense and then notify the corresponding Public Prosecutor. Without legal grounds, it 
required excessive and unreasonable conditions to be met by the complainant, such as stating a 
single email account to be notified and providing a certified copy of the complaint filed with the 
Public Prosecutor to be deemed a victim in order to access and be involved in the administrative 
inspection and enforcement procedure (see attached). 

 
27. We received a citizen notice via email on 9 March 2022 and by regular mail on 18 March of that 

year, of Document , control number , issued 9 March  
2022 by Ms. Rocío Rangel Vera, Director of Complaints for the Ministry of Civil Service 
(Secretaría de la Función Pública), informing us that the complaint filed would be forwarded to 
the attention of Semarnat, with Document No.  and Register  
(see attached). 
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General Director for Crimes, Commutations, Complaints and Claims, acknowledging receipt of 
the Claim filed with the head of Profepa and arguing that it should have been filed with the 
authority that issued the action, which had the corresponding administrative procedures. The 
claim was forwarded to the Jalisco state office, to be settled as prescribed by law; we have yet to 
receive any communication in that regard (see attached). 

 
36. On 17 October 2022, an ad cautelam response was filed with Profepa’s Environmental 

Representation Office (Oficina de Representación de Protección Ambiental) in the state of 
Jalisco, under the two dockets, with respect to the requirement issued in Admission Decision No. 

 dated 31 March 2022, providing certified copies of the complaints 
and the acknowledgment of victim classification in order to be provided access and participate in 
the environmental inspection and thereby be fully able to defend our interests and rights, and 
making the relevant clarifications with respect to the inability to guard the identity of the 
complainants (see attached). 

 
37. On 31 October 2022, documents were entered in the two dockets with the Profepa 

Environmental Representation Office, requesting that reports or opinions be required from the 
Ministry’s administrative agencies enabling us to determine the environmental damage and 
harms caused, and that a new inspection visit be ordered to establish the prevailing conditions of 
the property in order to prepare the respective study, report or expert review and file the 
corresponding complaint with the Federal Prosecutor, accompanied by an electronic USD 
storage device containing the study prepared and supporting the endorsement of the timber 
extraction authorization for our property (see attached). 

 
38. On 16 November 2022, documents were entered in the two dockets with the Profepa 

Environmental Representation Office, requesting once more that reports or opinions be required 
from the Ministry’s administrative agencies that would enable us to determine the environmental 
damage and harms caused; that a new inspection visit be ordered to establish the prevailing 
conditions of the property in order to prepare the respective study, report or expert review and 
file the corresponding complaint with the Federal Prosecutor; that we be allowed to access the 
environmental inspection file; and that the 38 copies of evidence included in the file be studied 
and assessed (see attached). 

 
39. On 13 February 2023, we received an emailed notice from the Profepa Environmental 

Representation Office, consisting of Admission Decision No. , 
acknowledging us as victims, apparently entered 8 February 2023 but which incompletely, 
selectively and irregularly addressed the motions filed to acknowledge our capacity as victims 
(see attached). 

 
40. On 20 February 2023, another motion was filed with the Profepa Environmental Representation 

Office, within the prescribed period, against the irregular decision in the aforementioned 
Admission Decision due to errors and inaccuracies. As a precautionary measure in response to 
the improper notice that failed to address the requested corrections, a formal citizen complaint 
was filed by the co-owner of the property to eliminate any excuse for not properly following the 
procedure, and we asked to be informed of any of the conciliation actions taken and any 
coordination among several authorities to attend to the matter, as mentioned and carried out, and 
of the manuals and guidelines observed as issued by the Secretary to limit the handling of the 
matter, as well as of the guidelines and protocols for dealing with complainants appearing in the 
capacity as victims (see attached). 

 
41. On 27 March 2023, we filed two documents with the Profepa Environmental Representation 

Office, requesting that we be included in the National Victims Registry (Registro Nacional de 
Víctimas) and provided with a certified copy of the Technical Opinion for the Summons 
included in the legal-administrative docket, and that we be authorized to take photographs, with 
any electronic means or device, of the documents we deem necessary in the docket, and 
reiterating our request for reports or opinions from the administrative bodies of the Ministry to 
determine the environmental damage and harms caused. We also requested that a new inspection 
visit be ordered to establish the prevailing conditions of the property in order to prepare the 
respective study, report or expert review and file the corresponding complaint with the Federal 
Prosecutor (see attached). 

 
42. On 27 March 2023, the Profepa Environmental Representation Office allowed us to take 

photographs of the Technical Opinion for the Summons issued 3 December 2021, included in 
Legal-Administrative Docket No. , which determined the various 
ecosystem services that were affected on our property and the values that corresponded to each 
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one of them, in accordance with what was recorded in the Inspection Report issued 10 
November 2021 (see attached). 

 
43. As a consequence of our constant refusal to sell some fractions or the totality of the land of our 

property called “Los Amoles” to various messengers who have come to us, to date more than 59 
hectares have already been invaded and deforested by illegal logging, and the timber obtained 
has been loaded, transported and removed in trucks and sold illegally by strangers. We have 
been sent messages that they will also invade other properties we own, known as “Terreno 
Colorado” and “Los Metates,” and that they would also take the timber from them. 

 
On 3 August 2021, we filed a citizen complaint with the Semarnat and Profepa state offices in 
Jalisco, reporting serious offenses under the forestry and environmental laws, these offenses 
consisting of uncontrolled logging, burning of vegetation, deforestation, and extraction, 
transportation and illegal commercialization of timber, with the intent of changing the land use, 
thereby causing serious ecological imbalances and damages to the area’s ecosystem, environment 
and natural resources, as corroborated by the data contained in the Technical Opinion for the 
Summons issued by the agency on 3 December 2021 with regard to Inspection Report 

 issued 10 November  2021. Accordingly, said agencies were asked to 
carry out the necessary proceedings to halt all illegal acts as soon as possible and notify the Federal 
Prosecutor of any potential environmental crimes that may have been committed. 
 
Unfortunately, the ongoing proceedings have encountered constant unjustified delays and persistent 
failures to effectively and in a timely manner enforce the environmental laws. Even though we have 
approached other authorities to correct the actions and properly attend to this matter, it has not been 
sufficient, thereby allowing environmental damage to continue, irreparably harming the population 
in general and us as landowners. 
 
This phenomenon of deforestation is not exclusive to the area or to the state of Jalisco, but has been 
spreading and worsening in different parts of the country, due to the change in land use from forests 
to other types of crops and plantations that allow for greater immediate income, such as avocado 
and then agave, lechuguilla or berries, having not only environmental implications, but also direct 
impact in commercial and economic areas, as clearly mentioned in the document presented on 22 
September 2021 to the diplomatic representation of the United States of America in Mexico, 
attention of Ms. Katherine Tai, Trade Representative of that government. As can be proved, 
the timely reporting of unlawful activities to various Mexican domestic authorities has not 
prevented such acts from continuing, thereby introducing into the domestic market, and possibly 
foreign markets, both illegal timber and illegal avocados from the state of Jalisco, and fostering a 
rise and surge in money laundering, financing of criminal gangs, and violence in the country and 
abroad. Therefore, this Submission, as well as others that have previously been submitted from 
other states in the country, raises matters whose further study will significantly contribute to the 
furtherance of the goals of the respective chapter of the Agreement. 
 
Now, therefore, pursuant to the provisions of Article 24.27 (1) and (3) of the United States–Mexico-
Canada Agreement, we hereby respectfully request the following: 
 
FIRST. That we be deemed to have submitted, with the duly evidenced capacity, this Submission 
against the acts, facts or omissions stated herein to the jurisdiction of this multilateral body; that you 
proceed to qualify it and consider seeking a response from the aforementioned Parties; and that we 
be deemed to have stated the address and means of communication to hear and receive all kinds of 
notices relating hereto and to have authorized the aforementioned professionals as stated herein. 
 
SECOND. That the accompanying evidentiary support attached hereto be admitted as offered in 
accordance with law, this support having an immediate and direct bearing on the acts, facts or 
omissions contained in the Submission; that it not be disallowed or deemed unnecessary or contrary 
to morality or law; and that this Commission proceed to carry out the necessary proceedings to 
determine and ascertain the existence of the claimed acts, facts or omissions. 
 
Sworn as necessary. 
 
 
Yours truly, 
 
Cuautla, Jalisco, 16 May 2023 
 

 
 






