Introduction 1
· Based on the classical policy recommendation by environmental economists, both Chile and Colombia implemented programs to control pollution trough direct economic instruments in the 1990s: Santiago de Chile’s Total Suspended Particles’ Emissions Compensation Program (ECP) of 1992 and Colombia’s 1997 Discharge Fee for Water Effluents’ contents of Biochemical Oxygen Demand and Total Suspended Solids
· As recently as 2000 we didn´t know much about these programs. Seroa da motta, the reference survey paper on the general lesson of the Latin American experience with economic instruments, covered only the initial years of the two programs. CEPAL, ACQUATELLA the same. The reasons are basically that (a) the programs had been running for few years at that time and (b) there were few investigations about the functioning of those programs.
· But the situation changed in the last decade. During the 2000’s we have seen the rising of a number of studies analyzing the performance of the ecp and colombias water discharge programs. Nevertheless, there has been no effort to draw general conclusions from this literature that may help to draw useful general lessons for the future implementation of these instruments in the region. 
· It is important to do this. Seroa and cepal and acquatella warned as about problems identified at the beginning of these programs; problems that were also hindering the implementation of other instruments covered by these papers (mostly indirect and administrative taxes user charges, rather than direct economic instrument to control pollution). Nevertheless, eleven years have passed since these conclusions. In the meantime, costa rica. ¿Did these programs overcome the problems identified by seroa? IUf yes, how? If no, why not? Are the lessons drawn by seroa still valid? Can we draw new general lessons from this ten-year experience?
· Para la conclusion: Si no, es porque no avanzamos? 
