
ENVIRONMENTAL MITIGATION PLAN & REPORT (EMPR)
I.
Project Information
USAID MISSION SO # and Title:  

Economic Growth Objective # 4

Environment Program Area # 4.8

Natural Resources and Biodiversity Program Element # 4.8.1
Climate Change # 4.8.2.4

Title of Activity:  Cooperative Agreement

Implementing Mechanism Name: “REDD+ Readiness in Brazil”
Grantee: The Nature Conservancy (TNC) Brazil

Funding Period:  
FY 2012 – FY 2013
Resource Levels (US$):


USAID Total Estimated Cost: $ $4,245,286
Cost-Share: $1,424,914
Report Prepared by:  M. Angelica Toniolo, TNC Program manager, October 2013
Date of Previous EMPR:  September 2012
Status of Fulfilling Mitigation Measures and Monitoring:

(  )
Initial EMPR describing mitigation plan is attached (Yes or No).

(X) Annual EMPR describing status of mitigation measures is established and attached (Yes or No).

(  ) Certain mitigation conditions could not be satisfied and remedial action has been provided within the EMPR (Yes or No).

USAID Mission Clearance of EMPR:

Agreement Officer’s Technical Representative (AOTR):


_______________________
     Date: __________


Alexandre Alves, USAID/Brazil

Mission Environmental Officer (MEO): 
_______________________
     Date: __________


Alexandre Mancuso, USAID/Brazil

Regional Environmental Advisor (REA): 
__________________________     Date: __________
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II. Environmental Mitigation Plan & Report Narrative

1.
Background, Rationale and Outputs/Results Expected:  

Brazil has the largest remaining tropical forest area
 and the highest annual rate of emissions
 from deforestation of any country of the world. Those factors, combined with a political commitment to reducing deforestation, a sophisticated satellite-based forest monitoring system, and a demonstrated track record for being able to rapidly reduce emission rates, put Brazil in a unique position to show the world how programs for Reducing Emissions from Deforestation and forest Degradation and sustainable forest management, conservation, and enhancement of forest carbon stocks (REDD+) can work. Yet the recent efforts of the Brazilian Congress to weaken the Forest Code
 and a major increase in monthly deforestation rates in the Amazon
 in 2011 demonstrate that achieving permanent reductions in deforestation rates is still a major challenge to successfully achieving REDD+ in Brazil.
Effective and sustainable REDD+ programs in Brazil require a legal and policy

framework that will enable reduced emissions within broadly acceptable development models. This is no simple task, especially in a country as large and complex as Brazil. Action at the state and municipal levels can facilitate the development of effective frameworks and proven best practices without subjecting the entire country to early risks. These sub-national initiatives will produce measurable emission reductions while providing models for designing successful national policies and measures and showing how to effectively implement them on the ground. USAID correctly identifies the states of Mato Grosso (MT) and Pará (PA) as prime locations to establish such sub-national initiatives. Located on Brazil’s expanding agricultural frontier, the two states are struggling to balance the demand for agricultural commodities with environmental conservation.

The two main results expected are:

Result 1 – Increased capacity of state and municipal governments to reduce GHG emissions from land use and land use change:

Under this component, the Consortium aims to improve planning and policy processes at the state and municipal levels while increasing integration across the municipal, state, and national levels. This will be achieved through the implementation of activities aimed at achieving four sub-results. 
1. Increased civil society participation in state and municipal land use planning.

2. Land use/REDD+ plans developed at state level and integrated at municipal and national levels.

3. REDD+ relevant laws, policies, and regulations developed and/or implemented.

4. Options for carbon financing and distribution mechanisms assessed.

Result 2: Increased adoption of land management best practices on private land to reduce greenhouse gas emissions from land use and land use change

Under this component the Consortium aims to build on members’ experience in developing programs of best land management practices in different municipalities throughout MT and PA in order to increase adoption of best practices on private lands by providing information and training courses, developing innovative economic incentive structures and improving access to existing incentives.
This will be achieved through the implementation of activities aimed at achieving two sub-results:

1. Increased knowledge of land management best practices on private lands.

2. Economic incentives to use land management best practices reinforced and expanded.
2.
Activity Description: 


Activities in the context of this mitigation plan consist of the development and implementation of a training program focused on increasing knowledge and understanding of (a) restoration practices of degraded forests, in particular of riparian forests and (b) agriculture best practices among landowners in the target municipalities. The capacity-building program will include seminars, practical field-based trainings, and development of didactic materials. 
Restoration practices of degraded forests:
Current legislation obliges farmers to maintain native forest along rivers or streams in order to prevent soil erosion, sedimentation and, eventually, loss of productivity. The width of this area -known as permanent protection area or APP- varies with the width of the stream (the legislation that prescribes the width is under revision). 
To promote the development agriculture best practices, the project supports, among other actions, the rehabilitation of river banks through reforestation with native species. For this purpose, project partners developed a methodology that makes it possible to rehabilitate degraded areas through the sowing of seeds of native trees and plants instead of the planting of seedlings, which is much more labor intensive and, therefore, much more expensive. 
The mixture of seeds used in this methodology includes plants for “adubação verde” or “green manure”. Adubação verde stands, in general, for the use of specific plants, usually in between harvests, when the land would normally lay fallow, to help improve soil conditions. Planting specific species during this period prevents soil erosion, helps to restore the soil structure, increases the soil’s capacity to absorb and store nutrients. Adubação verde, therefore, helps to restore or increase soil fertility and reduce the need for chemical pesticides and even irrigation.  Plants that have been used in this process are feijão-do-porco (Carnavalia ensiformis) and mucuna anã (Mucuna deeringiana), among others. In the context of rehabilitation of APPs, the use of “adubação verde” helps to create the conditions under which seeds of native trees and plants stand a better chance to blossom and grow.

This reforestation methodology is mainly used in large farms because large landholders normally have machinery that can be easily adapted for sowing seeds of native trees. The practical training will be in São Félix do Xingu, PA and Lucas do Rio Verde, MT. Restoration of APPs is, in principle, not gender sensitive. However, the collection and purchase of tree seeds might in certain cases, particularly when obtained from traditional communities, affect gender relations.  The project actively monitored for gender impacts and observed that most of collectors in traditional communities are women and they benefit from this activity by the extra revenue. However, this extra revenue does not affect gender relations giving that it is channeled to improve the wellbeing of the whole family (food, household tools, and clothing).  

Best practices implementation on private lands:
Implementation of on-the-ground activities on private lands in order to demonstrate that increasing productivity in agricultural areas will result in real and significant emissions reductions by reducing deforestation of new forested lands. These demonstration activities will test methodologies, pilot new tools, develop innovative solutions, and promote replication across a much larger area beyond the lifetime of the project. Specifically, the Consortium implemented 10 pilots, totaling 312 hectares in 10 private properties in order to increase productivity for cattle ranching.
The on-the-ground activities were:


(a) Pasture and cattle management: using fertilizer; pasture rotation, fence building, collecting water for the cattle (to avoid cattle damage on riparian forests), and implementation of silvopastoral systems in pasture degraded areas.
This methodology has been recommended by research organizations (e.g. the Brazilian Agricultural Enterprise – EMBRAPA) and will be implemented in partnership with local farmers and EMBRAPA.
In order to facilitate on-the-ground implementation of REDD+ plans, we analyzed the costs (opportunity, implementation, and transaction) and benefits (financial and carbon) of the best available technologies for ranching/farming. We conducted this analysis based on these pilots as well as on data from actual cases of the adoption of best practices elsewhere.
3.
Environmental Baseline:  

At the moment a base-line of the number and area of degraded APPs did not exist. The identification of degraded APPs was one of the activities of the project. Based on satellite images, the project identified where APPs had been degraded and then assessed, on the basis of field visits, how these APPs can best be rehabilitated, i.e., through natural regeneration, rehabilitation through the planting of seedlings or the sowing of tree seeds or alternative methodologies. 
The choice of methodology was be based on environmental aspects, such as the level of degradation and natural regeneration capacity, costs-benefit considerations and other aspects. 

For best available technologies for ranching/farming, the project completed the base line for the 10 pilots to be implemented in Alta Floresta. These individual diagnostics bring detailed information on each farm regarding economic, social and environmental features. The project also developed an indicator in order to monitor performance.
Experience, so far, has shown that the restoration of degraded APPs and implementation of best practices have no direct impact on gender relations, but the project will be monitoring impacts in communities that collect and sell the seeds in order to detect potential impacts and identify measures to mitigate possible negative impacts.

4.
Evaluation of Environmental Impact Potential of Activities (Table 2): 


Restoration of APPs is expected to affect wildlife, forest resources and wetlands. It is also expected that some of the APPs to be rehabilitated will be near protected areas or other sensitive terrestrial or aquatic areas. 

Although rehabilitation of APPs affects wildlife, forest resources and wetlands, the impacts are expected to be largely positive.  Rehabilitation of APPs will prevent soil erosion, reduce or prevent sedimentation and, through careful landscape planning, also create corridors or mosaics that offer a sustainable habitat for existing wildlife.  
The only potentially negative impact comes from the introduction of non-native species included in the “green manure” mixture of seeds. The green manure mixture used usually includes seeds of Feijão guando (Carajas cajan(L.) Milsp.); Feijão-do-porco (Canavali ensiforms); Crotalária Espectabilis and Crotalária Juncea. These belong to the leguminosae, also known as Fabaceae, botanical group. They have the capacity to fix atmospheric nitrogen and control nematoides, improve soil structure and fertility and thus create more favorable conditions for the growth of trees. Compared to these benefits, the potential costs of introducing non-native species on lands that have already been cleared for agriculture or ranching is relatively small. 

The risk that these plants invade neighboring fragile and sensitive areas is very limited. None of these species is considered invasive, since they all have a short life cycle, and the seeds produced are collected and commercialized. This is exactly the reason why they have been used in restoration projects, since they cover the soil quickly, producing a large amount of biomass that contributes to the improvement of the organic layer of the soil. They also enhance the level of nitrogen since their roots associate with bacteria that are able to retain nitrogen in the soil, also known as micorrizas, and they are naturally removed of the system as they die, thus remaining in the area for at most 3 to 4 years. 
In cattle ranching production, the ecological functions of interest are: soil as agent supplying nutrients, air and water, and as a means of support for roots and plants development. Under a low technology system, with no soil and pasture management, over time, this production capacity will fall, generating demand for opening new forested areas.  The project will act directly on the recovery of degraded areas, both in pastures and in permanent preservation areas (APPs). The main environmental impact is related to the process of mechanization of soil, where the process of mechanization is the tickler, interfering in the soil microbiota and nutrients and increasing the contact area of the soil (porosity) with air, promoting an unwanted environmental effect, the release of greenhouse gases (GHG) emissions, for example CO2. This release happens only, during the initial mechanization phase, because the soil enhances the GHG emissions when highly degraded. After recovery and stabilization of the system, GHG release decreases significantly; thus the overall effect from this is not significant.
5. 
Environmental Mitigation Actions (Tables 2 & 3):


The risk of invasion of fragile and sensitive areas by green manure plants, although very limited, as explained above, would only exist if this methodology is used in APPs adjacent to or nearby protected areas. In order to completely annul this risk, it was agreed that in the case of the rehabilitation of APPs immediately adjacent to protected areas, the methodology of sowing tree seeds and the use of green manure will not be used.  The project will track the location of APPs rehabilitated through the use of the “sowing methodology” relative to existing protected areas. 
In order to mitigate GHG emissions during the mechanization phase of best practices implementation the project will mainly increase productivity in already clean areas by managing pastures well, thus avoiding greater GHG emission from deforestation of newly forested areas. The main indicators will be the # of livestock per hectare (livestock rate) (AU/ha) that can pass from the current 0.7 au/ha MT state average to 2 to 4 au/ha and production (@/ha) will increase from 4 to 5 @/ha/year to 15 to 20 @/ha/year. Therefore, the increase GHG/ kg of meet or milk produced by implementing best practices will be lower compared to the GHG/ kg release from degraded pasture.
With better use of open areas, a farmer will be able to increase his/her production, reducing the current area used by the herds. In addition to avoiding deforestation, the more efficient system will also allow the available degraded pastures to meet growth projections either for livestock or agriculture.
6. GENDER
In principle, reducing GHG emission from deforestation and degradation is relatively gender neutral. It was identified that the collection and commercialization of seeds may, in some communities be gender specific. Project partners have not identified possible impacts on the relation between men and women. 
III-A.  Environmental Screening Form (Table 1)

	Name of Activity: Hold 2 training courses with 3 modules each on restoration best practices
Type of Activity: Restoration of riparian forest
Grantee: TNC, ISA
Date: October 2012
	Column A
	Column B
	Col C

	
	Yes
	No
	If answered yes to Col. A. is it a--?

	
	
	
	High Risk
	Medium-Risk

	IMPACT ON NATURAL RESOURCES & COMMUNITIES

	1
	Will the project involve construction1 of any type of structure (building, check dam, walls, etc)?
	
	x
	
	

	2
	Will the project involve the construction2 or repair of roads or trails?
	
	x
	
	

	3
	Will the project involve the use, involve plans to use or training in the use of any chemical compounds such as pesticides3 (including neem), herbicides, paint, varnish, lead-based products, etc?
	
	x
	
	

	4
	Involve the construction of repair of irrigation systems?
	
	x
	
	

	5
	Involve the construction or repair of fish ponds?
	
	x
	
	

	6
	Involve the disposal of used engine oil?
	
	x
	
	

	7
	Will the project involve implementation of timber management4 or extraction of forest products?
	
	x
	
	

	8
	Are there any potentially sensitive terrestrial or aquatic areas near the project site, including protected areas?
	x
	
	
	x

	9
	Does the activity impact upon wildlife, forest resources, or wetlands?
	x
	
	
	x

	10
	Will the activities proposed generate airborne gases, liquids, or solids (i.e. discharge pollutants)
	
	x
	
	

	11
	Will the waste generated during or after the project impact on neighboring surface or ground water?
	
	x
	
	

	12
	Will the activity result in clearing of forest cover?
	
	x
	
	

	13
	Will the activity contribute to erosion?
	
	x
	
	

	14
	Is the activity incompatible with existing land use in the vicinity?
	
	x
	
	

	15
	Will the activity contribute to displace housing?
	
	x
	
	

	16
	Will the activity affect unique geologic or physical features?
	
	x
	
	

	17
	Will the activity contribute to change in the amount of surface water in any body?
	
	x
	
	

	18
	Will the activity deal with mangroves and coral reefs?
	
	x
	
	

	19
	Will the activity expose people or property to flooding?
	
	x
	
	

	20
	Will the activity contribute substantial reduction in the amount of ground water otherwise available for public water supplies?
	
	x
	
	

	21
	Will the activity create objectionable odors?
	
	x
	
	

	22
	Will the activity violate air standard?
	
	x
	
	

	ENVIRONMENT & HEALTH

	23
	Will the project activities create conditions encouraging an increase of waterborne diseases or populations of disease carrying vectors? 
	
	x
	
	

	24
	For road rehabilitation as well as water and sanitation grants, has a maintenance plan been submitted?  
	
	x
	
	

	25
	Will the activity generate hazards or barriers for pedestrians, motorists or persons with disabilities?
	
	x
	
	

	26
	Will the activity increase existing noise levels?
	
	x
	
	

	27
	Will the project involve the disposal of syringes, gauzes, gloves and other biohazard medical waste?
	
	x
	
	

	28
	Is the activity incompatible with existing land use?
	
	x
	
	

	LOCAL PLANNING PERMITS 

	29
	Does the activity e.g. infrastructure improvements, require local planning permission(s)?
	
	
	N/A
	N/A

	30
	Does the activity meet the national building code (e.g. infrastructure improvements)?
	
	
	N/A
	N/A

	GENDER5
	
	
	
	

	31
	Do men and women benefit disproportionately or are involved unequally in the project’s activities?
	
	x
	
	

	32
	Does the project activity inhibit the equal involvement of men and women?
	
	x
	
	

	33
	Are there factors that prevent women’s participation in the project?
	
	x
	
	


	 RECOMMENDED ACTION (Check Appropriate Action):
	  (Check)

	(a)
	The project has no potential for substantial adverse environmental effects.  No further environmental review is required (Categorical Exclusion). No EMPR required.
	x

	(b)
	The project has potential for minimal to medium adverse environmental effects, but mitigable environmental effects. Measures to mitigate environmental effects will be incorporated (Negative Determination with Conditions). EMPR Required.
	

	(c)
	The project has potentially substantial or significant adverse environmental effects, but requires more analysis to form a conclusion.  An Environmental Assessment will be prepared (Positive Determination). No EMPR required.
	

	(d)
	The project has potentially substantial adverse environmental effects, and revisions to the project design or location or the development of new alternatives is required (Deferral).
	

	(e)
	The project has substantial and unmitigable adverse environmental effects.  Mitigation is insufficient to eliminate these effects and alternatives are not feasible.  The project is not recommended for funding.
	



 Construction projects need to be reviewed for scale, planned use, building code needs and maintenance.  Some small construction projects, such as building an entrance sign to a park, may require simple mitigations whereas larger buildings will require more extensive review and monitoring.

2 New construction of roads and trails will require a full environmental assessment of the planned construction, i.e. a Positive Determination.

3 The planned involvement of pesticides will trigger the need to develop a Supplemental Initial Environmental Examination that meets USAID pesticide procedures (Pesticide Evaluation Report and Safer Use Action Plan or “PERSUAP”) for the project.  

4 Any activities the involve harvesting trees or converting forests will require a full environmental assessment of the activity (i.e. Positive Determination).
5A positive response to gender questions require follow up only when there are other positive responses on questions 1 – 30, and an EMPR is developed.
	Name of Activity: Implement Good Agricultural Practices projects in 10 selected ranches to restore 200 ha of degraded lands in Alta Floresta
Type of Activity: Agricultural practices
Grantee: TNC, ISA
Date: October 2012
	Column A
	Column B
	Col C

	
	Yes
	No
	If answered yes to Col. A. is it a--?

	
	
	
	High Risk
	Medium-Risk

	IMPACT ON NATURAL RESOURCES & COMMUNITIES

	1
	Will the project involve construction1 of any type of structure (building, check dam, walls, etc)?
	
	x
	
	

	2
	Will the project involve the construction2 or repair of roads or trails?
	
	x
	
	

	3
	Will the project involve the use, involve plans to use or training in the use of any chemical compounds such as pesticides3 (including neem), herbicides, paint, varnish, lead-based products, etc?
	
	x
	
	

	4
	Involve the construction of repair of irrigation systems?
	
	x
	
	

	5
	Involve the construction or repair of fish ponds?
	
	x
	
	

	6
	Involve the disposal of used engine oil?
	
	x
	
	

	7
	Will the project involve implementation of timber management4 or extraction of forest products?
	
	x
	
	

	8
	Are there any potentially sensitive terrestrial or aquatic areas near the project site, including protected areas?
	
	x
	
	

	9
	Does the activity impact upon wildlife, forest resources, or wetlands?
	
	x
	
	

	10
	Will the activities proposed generate airborne gases, liquids, or solids (i.e. discharge pollutants)
	x
	
	
	x

	11
	Will the waste generated during or after the project impact on neighboring surface or ground water?
	
	x
	
	

	12
	Will the activity result in clearing of forest cover?
	
	x
	
	

	13
	Will the activity contribute to erosion?
	
	x
	
	

	14
	Is the activity incompatible with existing land use in the vicinity?
	
	x
	
	

	15
	Will the activity contribute to displace housing?
	
	x
	
	

	16
	Will the activity affect unique geologic or physical features?
	
	x
	
	

	17
	Will the activity contribute to change in the amount of surface water in any body?
	
	x
	
	

	18
	Will the activity deal with mangroves and coral reefs?
	
	x
	
	

	19
	Will the activity expose people or property to flooding?
	
	x
	
	

	20
	Will the activity contribute substantial reduction in the amount of ground water otherwise available for public water supplies?
	
	x
	
	

	21
	Will the activity create objectionable odors?
	
	x
	
	

	22
	Will the activity violate air standard?
	
	x
	
	

	ENVIRONMENT & HEALTH

	23
	Will the project activities create conditions encouraging an increase of waterborne diseases or populations of disease carrying vectors? 
	
	x
	
	

	24
	For road rehabilitation as well as water and sanitation grants, has a maintenance plan been submitted?  
	
	x
	
	

	25
	Will the activity generate hazards or barriers for pedestrians, motorists or persons with disabilities?
	
	x
	
	

	26
	Will the activity increase existing noise levels?
	
	x
	
	

	27
	Will the project involve the disposal of syringes, gauzes, gloves and other biohazard medical waste?
	
	x
	
	

	28
	Is the activity incompatible with existing land use?
	
	x
	
	

	LOCAL PLANNING PERMITS 

	29
	Does the activity e.g. infrastructure improvements, require local planning permission(s)?
	
	
	N/A
	N/A

	30
	Does the activity meet the national building code (e.g. infrastructure improvements)?
	
	
	N/A
	N/A

	GENDER5
	
	
	
	

	31
	Do men and women benefit disproportionately or are involved unequally in the project’s activities?
	
	x
	
	

	32
	Does the project activity inhibit the equal involvement of men and women?
	
	x
	
	

	33
	Are there factors that prevent women’s participation in the project?
	
	x
	
	


	RECOMMENDED ACTION (Check Appropriate Action):
	  (Check)

	(a)
	The project has no potential for substantial adverse environmental effects.  No further environmental review is required (Categorical Exclusion). No EMPR required.
	x

	(b)
	The project has potential for minimal to medium adverse environmental effects, but mitigable environmental effects. Measures to mitigate environmental effects will be incorporated (Negative Determination with Conditions). EMPR Required.
	

	(c)
	The project has potentially substantial or significant adverse environmental effects, but requires more analysis to form a conclusion.  An Environmental Assessment will be prepared (Positive Determination). No EMPR required.
	

	(d)
	The project has potentially substantial adverse environmental effects, and revisions to the project design or location or the development of new alternatives is required (Deferral).
	

	(e)
	The project has substantial and unmitigable adverse environmental effects.  Mitigation is insufficient to eliminate these effects and alternatives are not feasible.  The project is not recommended for funding.
	



 Construction projects need to be reviewed for scale, planned use, building code needs and maintenance.  Some small construction projects, such as building an entrance sign to a park, may require simple mitigations whereas larger buildings will require more extensive review and monitoring.

2 New construction of roads and trails will require a full environmental assessment of the planned construction, i.e. a Positive Determination.

3 The planned involvement of pesticides will trigger the need to develop a Supplemental Initial Environmental Examination that meets USAID pesticide procedures (Pesticide Evaluation Report and Safer Use Action Plan or “PERSUAP”) for the project.  

4 Any activities the involve harvesting trees or converting forests will require a full environmental assessment of the activity (i.e. Positive Determination).
5A positive response to gender questions require follow up only when there are other positive responses on questions 1 – 30, and an EMPR is developed.
III-B.  Identification of Mitigation Plan (Table 2)

( Enter the Question/Row # of the potential negative impacts with check marks in Column A (Table 1) and complete table below for mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate the issue. In the Sub-Activity or Component Column, list the main actions to be implemented. Under each action, list the tasks (Steps) that are needed to implement this action.
	#
	Sub-activity or component
	Description of Impact
	Mitigation Measures

	1
	Intermediate Result 2
	
	

	
	  Activity 2.1.2 

Hold 2 training courses with 3 modules each on restoration best practices
	Potential invasion of non-native leguminae used in green-manure in the “sowing-seeds-method” for rehabilitation of APPs.
The mechanization of soil could interfere in the soil microbiota and nutrients and increase the contact area of the soil (porosity) with air, promoting an unwanted environmental effect: the release of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, for example CO2.
	The use of green-manure in the “sowing-seeds-method” will not be used near protected areas. 

Increase productivity in already clean areas by managing pastures  well, avoiding greater GHG emission from deforestation of newly forested areas. The increase GHG/ kg of meet or milk produced by implementing best practices will be lower compared to the GHG/ kg release from degraded pasture.



	
	Activity 2.1.3
Implement Good Agricultural Practices projects in 10 selected ranches to restore 200 ha of degraded lands in Alta Floresta.
	
	


� Covering 4.1 million km2, the Brazilian Amazon accounts for one-third of the world’s remaining tropical forests (May, P. and Miliken, B. 2010. The Context of REDD+ in Brazil. CIFOR)


� Annual deforestation rates in the Brazilian Amazon peaked at approximately 29,000 km2 in 1995 followed by a reduction to roughly 16,500 km2 a year in the late 90s. Subsequent average rates of annual clearing increased substantially peaking at 27,772 km2 in 2004. Deforestation rates then declined rapidly to an estimated 6451 km2 in 2010. Recently, deforestation rates have indicated a possible trend reversal, with a 26% increase during the nine months preceding April, 2011. (INPE data).


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.washingtonpost.com/world/brazils-lower-house-approves-looser-forest-protections/2011/05/25/AGgXnaBH_story.html" �http://www.washingtonpost.com/world/brazils-lower-house-approves-looser-forest-protections/2011/05/25/AGgXnaBH_story.html� 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.nytimes.com/2011/05/19/world/americas/19briefs-Brazil.html" �http://www.nytimes.com/2011/05/19/world/americas/19briefs-Brazil.html� 





