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HEADLINE: Brazil triples protected area of Amazonian forest 

DATELINE: JOHANNESBURG, Sept 3 

BODY: 
Brazil and the World Bank signed an agreement in Johannesburg Tuesday on the sidelines of the Earth Summit to triple the area of Amazonian rainforest that is protected. 

The protected area of the vast but disastrously over-exploited forest immediately rose to 50 million hectares (120 million acres) -- 3.6 percent of the world's tropical forests. 

"Saving the forest is crucial for sustainable development," the theme of the summit, said Brazilian President Fernando Henrique Cardoso. He said the agreement was the biggest project yet to save the forest, and Brazil's greatest success at the summit, which turned down his proposal that energy from renewable sources such as windmills, waves and solar panels make up 10 percent of the total by 2010. 

The programme's 395-million-dollar cost will be shared among the Brazilian government, the private sector and international agencies. 

The jungle region contains one third of the biodiversity of the Earth, including the world's largest freshwater source: 350 species of mammals, 950 different types of birds, 2,000 types of fish and 2.5 million different types of insect. 

Surveillance is carried out by the new Amazon Surveillance System, known as SIVAM, which already monitors an area of 5.5 million square kilometers (2.12 million square miles) -- about the size of Western Europe. 

It alerts authorities to incursions from neighboring countries, particularly Colombia, where leftist guerrillas fighting a civil war have clashed with Brazilian troops. 

More than 4,000 Brazilian soldiers and sailors equipped with amphibious tanks, patrol boats and helicopters, are posted along the border. 

The system, headquartered in Brasilia, also has five radar aircraft and 25 fighter jets at its disposal. It is also aimed at reducing drug trafficking by monitoring all flights over the Amazon, allowing authorities to search out and destroy secret landing strips. 

The system's 120 "eyes" help to protect the Amazon environment by better monitoring deforestation, illegal exploitation of protected substances, and violence against indigenous tribes. 

The rate of destruction of the Amazon between 1995 and 2000 returned to the same levels as between 1970 and 1980, at 1.9 million hectares (4.7 million acres) -- seven football fields per minute -- according to a study of satellite photographs and Brazil's National Amazon Research Institute. 

In 2001, deforestation fell 3.4 percent, when 1.57 million hectares (3.9 million acres) were destroyed, compared with 1.82 million hectares (4.5 million acres) in 2000. 
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HEADLINE: Wildfires destroy vast areas of pasture and savanna in Brazil 

SOURCE: Associated Press 

DATELINE: SAO PAULO, BRAZIL 

BODY: 
Driven by strong winds and unusually dry weather, fires are claiming thousands of hectares of savanna and pastureland along the southern Amazon and midwestern flatlands. 

"The city is enveloped in choking clouds of smoke," resident Pedro Paulo Borre said Friday by phone from Guaranta do Norte, a town of 30,000 people about 1,600 kilometres northwest of Sao Paulo. 

"It's getting hard to breathe." About 60 firefighters with the help of a helicopter and three airplanes are battling the six-square-kilometre blaze about 35 kilometres outside the city limits, said Norival Batista dos Santos, the city's agricultural and environmental-affairs secretary. 

While authorities sai the fire should be controlled within a few days, that's little comfort to residents. 

"The number of people hospitalized with breathing problems has increased dramatically," state Health Secretary Maria Socorro Dantas said. 

The problem is especially critical among young children and the elderly, she said. 

Most of the 60,000 fires detected across Brazil so far this year were started by farmers burning off jungle brush to clear pasture land and to fertilize the region's poor soil. 

Although agricultural burning is illegal until Sept. 15, when the rainy season officially begins, many farmers have started early. Now, the fires are out of control and moving into the jungle. 

Borre, who is Guaranta do Norte's planning secretary, said the blaze now threatening the city began Wednesday when a farmer lit a fire to clear some brush. 

Earlier this month, another fire outside the city claimed 202 square kilometres of forest, Borre said. 

Humid rainforest rarely burns but Guaranta do Norte is located in a part of the southern Amazon known as the "arc of destruction," where a steady influx of settlers and years of logging have left the forest so thin it now burns easily. 

The dead wood and fallen foliage below the forest canopy make for excellent fuel. 

"Basically, it has been so hot that conditions are ripe for things to spread out of control," said Rubens Vargas Filho, who is in charge of controlling burning and forest fires for Brazil's environmental-protection agency, Ibama. 

Vargas said the success of the state's burning control program, which combines education on how to burn safely and the threat of stiff fines, has actually made this year's blaze worse. 

Over the last three years, the program has curbed problem fires dramatically. But it also has left more dead leaves on the jungle floor and the dry foliage fuels the fires. 

In Guaranta do Norte, there's a growing sense of anger. 

"For the moment, the population does not seem too frightened," said Santos, the environmental-affairs secretary. 

"I would say they are indignant and want those responsible to be punished with more than just a fine." 

Farmers caught setting illegal pasture fires can be fined and one farmer has even been fined the equivalent of $5.5 million Cdn but the fines are often reduced on appeal or not paid at all in some cases. 
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HEADLINE: Amazon Forest Still Burning Despite the Good Intentions 

BYLINE:  By LARRY ROHTER  

DATELINE: TRAIRAO, Brazil, Aug. 19 

BODY: 
By decree, the official burning season here in the Amazon is supposed to be severely limited in scope and not to start until Sept. 15. Yet the skies south of here are already thick with smoke as big landowners set the jungle ablaze to clear the way for cattle pasture and lucrative crops like soybeans. 

The Amazon basin, which is larger than all of Europe and extends over nine countries, accounts for more than half of what remains of the world's tropical forests. But in spite of heightened efforts in recent years to limit deforestation and encourage "sustainable development," the assault on its resources continues, with Brazil in the lead. On Monday, the United Nations' World Summit on Sustainable Development is scheduled to begin in Johannesburg. That conference comes 10 years after an Earth Summit in Rio de Janeiro, which was attended by more than 100 nations. The participants signed a series of ambitious agreements that were aimed at protecting forests, oceans, the atmosphere and wildlife. 

As the host country, Brazil was one of the sponsors of those accords. Within three years, however, the annual deforestation rate in the Amazon, which accounts for nearly 60 percent of Brazil's territory, had doubled, to nearly 12,000 square miles, an area about the size of Maryland. 

Since then, the rate of destruction has slowed and the government has begun numerous initiatives aimed at further curbing the cutting and burning of the forest. Just this week, the government announced the creation of the world's largest tropical national park, in the northern state of Amapa near the border with French Guyana. 

But the Brazilian jungle is still disappearing at a rate of more than 6,000 square miles a year, an area the size of Connecticut. What is more, the deforestation is likely to accelerate, environmentalists warn, as the government moves ahead with an ambitious $43 billion eight-year infrastructure program known as Brazil Advances, aimed at improving the livelihoods of the 17 million people in the Amazon. 

Over the last 30 years, most destruction in the Amazon has been in a 2,000-mile-long "arc of deforestation" along the southern and eastern fringe of the jungle. But now the government is moving to turn the Cuiaba-Santarem road, which slices through the heart of the forest, into a paved, all-weather highway so that farmers to the south can more easily transport soybeans and other products to the Amazon River and then to Europe. 

Soybean production has begun to play a big role in the destruction of the jungle. Both the deforestation here and the growing pressure to finish paving the highway are to a large extent driven by economic developments half a world away, in China. Rising incomes there have created a huge and expanding middle class whose appetite for soybeans is growing rapidly. 

As recently as 1993, the year after the Rio conference, China was still a soybean exporter. Now it is the world's biggest importer of soy oil, meal and beans. Brazil, the largest exporter of soy products after the United States, is rushing to meet that demand. 

The potential environmental impact of covering the 1,100-mile-long road with asphalt is enormous. About 80 percent of deforestation in the Amazon occurs in a 31-mile corridor on either side of highways and roads, and when these are paved "deforestation goes up tremendously," said Philip Fearnside, a researcher at the National Institute for Amazon Research in Manaus, known as INPA. 

A paved section of the highway ends barely 12 miles from here, putting this remote and dusty town of 14,000 on the front line of the agricultural frontier. 

Dozens of sawmills now operate along the road where just a handful existed five years ago, and at night, after government inspectors have gone home, trucks carrying illegal loads of valuable hardwoods rattle down side roads that lead deep into the jungle. 

"The sensation is that of being on a battlefield and not having the weapons to defend ourselves," said the Rev. Anselmo Ferreira Melo, the parish priest here. 

Trairao, founded in 1993, is named for a game fish that has traditionally been plentiful throughout the Amazon. But the new lumber yards here are dumping so much sawdust into local streams that the fish population has dropped sharply. 

No one knows exactly the quantity of greenhouse gases Brazil is already pumping into the atmosphere as a result of such efforts to tame its vast jungle. Though a national inventory of carbon emissions was supposed to have been announced three years ago, it still has not been made public. 

But scientists at INPA estimate that Brazil's carbon emissions may have risen as much as 50 percent since 1990. They calculate that "land use changes," most of which occur in the Amazon, now pour about 400 million tons of greenhouse gases into the air each year, dwarfing the 90 million tons annually from fossil fuel use in Brazil and making it one of the 10 top polluters in the world. 

Part of the recent decline in deforestation rates is attributable to the Brazilian economy, whose rapid growth was responsible for the spike of the mid-1990's but has since cooled. Weather patterns have also been implicated in the drop. But scientists also credit specific Brazilian government steps for the improved performance. 

One symbolically important step with practical consequences has been the demarcation of indigenous lands. According to government statistics, more than 385,000 square miles, or 12 percent of Brazil's territory, an area larger than England and France combined, has been formally transferred to Indian control. 

As a result, tribes with a warrior tradition, like the Kayapo, Wamiri-Atroari and Mundurucu, have rushed to defend the reserves set aside for them and become aggressive defenders of the forest. 

"If you put together satellite images of all the fires burning in the Amazon, you can see the outline of the indigenous areas just from that," said Stephan Schwartzman, senior scientist at Environmental Defense in Washington. "Where Indian land starts is where the fires stop." 

In some areas of the Amazon, the Brazilian government's environmental protection agency, known as Ibama, has also played a leading role in deterring deforestation. An environmental crimes law passed in 1998 gave the agency, founded in 1989, new enforcement powers, which it has used, albeit selectively, in raids aimed at arresting and fining the most blatant violators of the law. 

"Ibama is full of problems and underfunded, but they are still making progress, thanks especially to these blitzes," said Daniel Nepstad of the Amazon Environmental Research Institute in Belem. "The cost of doing business as a logger has increased and the profit margins have gone down, and the sense of impunity that existed just a few years ago has diminished." 

But the initiative that the Brazilian government sees as most promising is in the southern Amazon state of Mato Grosso, where deforestation is licensed and monitored by satellite. Though the state's name means "thick jungle" in Portuguese, huge deforestation began in the 1970's and accelerated with the soybean boom of the 1990's. 

Since the program went into effect late in 1999, deforestation in Mato Grosso, which has had the fastest growing economy of any Brazilian state, has declined by more than half, to about 4,600 square miles over the two-year period that ended on Jan 1. 

Large ranchers and farmers can clear no more than 20 percent of their land, and those who exceed that limit are punished with fines and prison sentences. 

"The truth is that nobody ever controlled this, and that you can't control properties one by one even if you have an entire army of men," said Federico Muller, director of the state's environmental protection agency. "But now the satellite does it for us. It's like Big Brother, an all-seeing eye in the jungle." 

But the neighboring states of Para and Rondonia, where deforestation has been equally intense, have yet to adopt the initiative. As a result, loggers, sawmill operators, cattle ranchers, land speculators and other adventurers have simply moved northward up the Cuiaba-Santarem highway, deeper into the heart of the jungle, to areas like this one. 

Armed with guns and global positioning satellite locators, loggers are also pushing into the Tapajos National Park west of Trairao and other nature reserves. Peasant settlers here say that they have complaimed to the police and to the environmental protection agency but that nothing has been done. 

"Everything functions on the basis of bribes or threats, and so Ibama does not act," said Jose Rodrigues do Nascimento, who farms 250 acres. "These loggers tell us they have the authorization to go in there, but they never show any papers, and because they have gunman, you don't dare to contradict them." 

Jose Carlos Carvalho, the environment minister, acknowledged problems but promised improvements by next year's dry season, saying that the states of Para and Rondonia were now installing the same monitoring system as Mato Grosso. In addition, he said, the environmental protection agency is to double the number of its agents, to 2,000. 

"We recognize that the predatory occupation of the jungle doesn't work and has to give way to a system of sustainable development, and we are moving in that direction," he said. 
 http://www.nytimes.com 

GRAPHIC: Photo: Deforestation in the Amazon has slowed, but the jungle is still shrinking at a rate of more than 6,000 square miles a year. Environmentalists are warning that deforestation could speed up again. A stretch of land was burned, above, in preparation for agriculture in Para State, where deforestion has been intense. In Trairao, trucks roll at night with illegal loads of hardwood. (Daniel Nepstad/Woods Hole Research Center)(pg. A9) 
  
Map of Brazil highlighting Trairao. (pg. A9) 
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HEADLINE: ENVIRONMENT-BRAZIL: EUROPEAN COMMISSION URGES BAN ON MAHOGANY 

BYLINE: By Greta Hopkins 

DATELINE: BRUSSELS, Mar. 30 

BODY: 
The European Commission has urged all EU countries to ban import of Brazilian mahogany unless exporters can prove it was acquired legally. 

The move by the European Commission, the executive arm of the European Union (EU), follows a Brazilian government ban on trade in mahogany wood. 

The Brazilian ban was issued after a court decision meant that a number of powerful mahogany exporters could continue to sell illegally acquired mahogany, says the environment group Greenpeace. 

An advisory note sent by European Commission official Christoph Bail to all 15 EU countries "advises member states not to accept export permits for specimens of Swietenia Macrophylla (mahogany) from Brazil until further notice, without first obtaining from the Brazilian authorities a statement that those specimens were legally acquired." The Brazilian environmental agency (IBAMA) had suspended the trading of mahogany indefinitely last October following evidence of widespread illegal logging on public and Indian lands. IBAMA maintains that "all the stocks of mahogany awaiting internal and external marketing are illegal." 

But since December last year at least 15,000 cubic meters of mahogany with an export value of about $ 11 million have been exported by eight companies, according to Greenpeace. 

The European Commission advice follows a bans on import of mahogany by Germany and Belgium. Greenpeace says 300 cubic meters of mahogany were confiscated by the German authorities last month following Greenpeace intervention. 

Another Greenpeace investigation led the Belgian government to stop a consignment entering Belgium from Holland. One consignment in Belgium destined for an Italian importer was seized Friday. 

"The advice from the European Commission is a strong and resounding signal that European governments must take immediate steps to end the trade in mahogany until it can be proven it comes from legitimate legal sources," Paulo Adario, Greenpeace Amazon campaign coordinator said Friday. 

"The case clearly shows that international action and cooperation is essential if we are to stop destruction in the Amazon and other ancient forests around the world," he said. "The United States, the most important market for Amazon wood, must also follow the European example." 

In Britain, Greenpeace has won judicial approval to take the Department of Environment, Food and Rural Affairs to court over import of Brazilian mahogany. Last month, the British Government refused to stop a shipment of more than 800 cubic meters of mahogany. Britain is the largest European market for mahogany. 

"It's beyond reason that while across Europe other governments have taken decisive action to stop this trade, the British government has chosen to allow the timber industry to profit from illegal mahogany even as Greenpeace takes them to court," said Andy Tait, Greenpeace forest campaigner in London. 

"Given the advice from the European Commission, it remains to be seen if the British government will seek to redeem its stated aims in controlling the illegal timber trade and seize last month's shipment of mahogany," Tait said. 

Dutch authorities have promised environmentalists they will re-assess the documents of all mahogany that has entered the country. The Dutch also say that they will inquire about the status of mahogany with the Geneva-based Cites (Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora) and with IBAMA in Brazil. The Dutch will ask for proof that the imported comes from a legal source. 

Greenpeace has now launched a major campaign to convince governments around the world to stop further industrial activities until plans for forest conservation and sustainable use have been agreed. 

Greenpeace wants guarantees from governments and the timber industry that tropical wood is produced and traded in a legal and ecologically responsible way. Greenpeace is also looking to governments to provide at least $ 15 billion a year to pay for forest conservation and sustainable development. 
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HEADLINE: Dry weather, illegal burning leave Amazon in flames 

BYLINE: By MICHAEL ASTOR, Associated Press Writer 

DATELINE: GUARANTA DO NORTE, Brazil 

BODY: 
Cristian Gomes struggles for air, his 8-month-old body wracked by shuddering coughs. But there's no relief in the smoky haze rising from the countless wildfires burning in the Amazon forest. 

Thousands of acres are on fire, with the flames threatening the livelihoods and homes of residents, and leaving hundreds of children gasping for breath in smoke-choked towns. 

In the Guaranta do Norte hospital, Christian's grandmother, Clara Dornelles, reaches over to hold an oxygen mask over Cristian's tiny nose and mouth. "He's usually very electric, but yesterday all he wanted to do was sleep," she says. "Then this morning, he was breathing funny and his heart was racing." 

According to Dr. Ricardo Ribeiro, about three quarters of his hospital's patients are suffering from respiratory problems. 

"In the last 10 days the situation has gotten much worse," he said. 

Officially, the season for burning crop lands to clear them for planting doesn't start until Sept. 15. But for weeks, a thick pall of smoke has hung over much of the region, turning the tropical sun red and skies a soggy gray. 

Most of the smoke comes from fires set by local farmers to fertilize the poor soil and clear away fast-growing jungle brush. It's a practice learned from the Indians, but in the unusual dryness this year many fires are out of control and threatening even the hard-to-burn rainforest. 

Of the 61,775 acres that burned around Guaranta this year, about 60 percent was forest, says Norival Batista dos Santos, the city's secretary of agriculture and the environment. 

Brazil's environmental protection agency, Ibama, has declared a "red alert" in the area and deployed 75 firefighters to combat the blaze along three fronts, each about 30 miles long. 

Small planes and a helicopter dump water on the fire when it threatens to get out of control, but deforestation has dried up so many streams that water here is scarce. 

"We are fighting to save the remaining areas of forest," said Avay Miranda Junior, who heads the Ibama operation. 

The burning is not only Brazil's problem. Every year, agricultural fires in this country dump an estimated 400 million tons of greenhouse gases into the air, making Brazil one of the world's top 10 polluters even without counting its industrial emissions. 

Guaranta, a town of about 30,000 people, sits at the edge of the logging frontier in central Brazil, on the so-called "arc of destruction" that runs for thousands of miles along the Amazon's southern rim. 

Twenty years ago, the region was mostly lush, virgin rainforest. But then Guaranta was built, and the forest quickly came down. Today, barely a third of the forest is still standing in the 160,000-acre township. 

Ibama is more worried about the largely untouched forest further north. 

Near Guaranta is the Cuiaba-Santarem highway, an 1,100-mile dirt strip that bisects the Amazon from north to south. Now the federal government wants to pave the road, and Miranda fears an influx of loggers and soy farmers that could bring environmental disaster to the region. 

"If you look at the amount of burning and deforestation that accompanies roads, it's impressive," Miranda says. 

Already, huge piles of enormous tree trunks lie outside the sawmills lining the road into Guaranta. Loggers now must go further north in search of wood - the nearest patch of virgin forest lies some 50 miles away. 

But there also are signs of progress. 

In 1999, after some of the area's worst burning, Guaranta's mayor began a campaign to teach farmers how to burn safely. He also got local ranchers to sign a pledge not to burn before the season's second good rain. 

The results were encouraging. Only 39 fires were registered in August 2001, compared with 500 hundred in the same month in 1999. The number of respiratory infections dropped by 60 percent, and the population became more vigilant about reporting illegal fires. 

The upswing this year may be due in part to the campaign's success. The decline in burning left more dry leaves and dead wood on the forest floor, fueling the current fires. 

"Before, when the fires came, I thought: 'What's burned is burned'," said Lutero Siqueira da Silva, Guranata's mayor. "But now I see it as something serious, a disaster for my town." 
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HEADLINE: GREENPEACE LOSES COURT BATTLE OVER RAINFOREST TIMBER 

BYLINE: John Aston, PA News 

BODY: 
Greenpeace today reacted with dismay after losing a crucial "trade versus environment" legal battle which, it says, leaves the way open for Amazon rainforest timber cut down illegally to be imported into the UK. 

The environmental group had asked the Court of Appeal to rule that the Government had the power to stop specific shipments of mahogany from Brazil under international law. 

It argued that, even though export permits had been obtained for the timber, the British Government knew the Brazilian environmental authorities were opposed to its shipment and should act. 

Jon Turner, representing Greenpeace, said the Department of Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (Defra) and Customs and Excise had the power to seize the mahogany, even if there were export licences in existence. 

That power came from the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species (CITES) and EC rules giving the Convention legal effect in the European Union. But, in a 2-1 majority decision, Lord Justice Mummery and Lord Justice Dyson decided that the need for "commercial certainty" for traders meant the UK authorities were entitled to accept the export permits as valid and not interfere. 

In a dissenting judgment environmental campaigners are regarding as a beacon of light for the future, Lord Justice Laws disagreed and said the permits were unlawful. 

He said he would have ruled that, as the UK knew that the Brazilian management authority was "not satisfied" that shipments were being traded "in accordance with the Convention", the permits should be rejected. 

Lord Justice Laws said "special weight" should now be given by the courts to "considerations of ecology and the protection of the environment" now the world was "a more fragile place". 

Later Greenpeace campaign director John Sauven welcomed Lord Justice Laws' judgment and said it had "hit the nail on the head". 

But he added: "We are appalled that the UK Government argued for a result that will allow a corrupt mahogany mafia to profit from trade in Amazon destruction, even as other EU countries have taken action to stop mahogany imports. 

"A Government supposedly committed to curbing the illegal timber trade should be ashamed that it has instead fought for a result that will allow this trade to flourish. 

"This is a terrible outcome for the future of the Amazon." 

Despite a concerted effort by Brazil's environment agency, IBAMA, to shut down the trade, legal authorisations to export the timber had been obtained by what was known as the "Mahogany Mafia". 

Last October the Brazilian Environment Agency, IBAMA, issued a decree suspending the transportation, processing and commercialisation of mahogany for an indefinite period. Mr Turner told the judges that a shipment of mahogany arrived at Birkenhead, Merseyside earlier this year - its cargo of 584 cubic metres was valued at up to £800,000. The Brazilian authorities had been required to issue export permits for the MV Cunene cargo after the company which owned it, Semasa, took legal action in the Brazilian courts. 

There was widespread illegal logging in Brazil and the authorities there had found that Semasa had no lawful sources of the timber at their disposal and therefore the export permits were flawed. 

The issue of the permits was the subject of a legal challenge in Brazil. 

Mr Turner said it was too late to take action over the Birkenhead cargo but other shipments were on their way to Britain. 

The UK Government knew of the concerns of the Brazilian government and IBAMA that, despite guidelines, the loggers were exporting mahogany from trees which should never have been felled. 

Rejecting the application for judicial review, Lord Justice Mummery and Lord Justice Dyson ruled that the Greenpeace interpretation of the law "would generate uncertainty, which is inimical to trade". 

Lord Justice Dyson said the scheme of the Convention imposed on the authorities of the exporting state - not the importers - "the obligation to satisfy themselves that the conditions for the issue of an export permit have been met". 

The duty on the importing state was not to allow an importation unless it was supported by an export permit. 

"In this way, legitimate trade in specimens of species which are listed in the appendices of the Convention can take place in a climate of certainty", said the judge. 

Lord Justice Mummery agreed, saying: "Unless and until an authentic permit is unilaterally revoked or cancelled by the authority which issued it, or is set aside by agreement or by a court order, the importing authorities are entitled to treat it as a valid and subsisting permit." 

Customs would not be justified in detaining shipments on the ground that, even though they had been presented with an authentic export permit, they knew the Brazilian authority was not satisfied export conditions had been met. 

"The need for commercial certainty is as great in the case where the permit has been, for whatever reason, incorrectly or unwillingly issued as in the case where it has been correctly and willingly issued." 

Disagreeing with his brother judges, Lord Justice Laws said the UK authorities should have rejected the permit in the present case. 

The UK authorities knew that the Brazilian management authority was not satisfied, as it had to be under the Convention, that the permit complied with the regulations and had only issued it in obedience to a Brazilian court order. 

Interpretation of statutory law "is hardly ever entirely value free", said the judge. It was neither surprising nor regrettable that judges were to a greater or lesser degree "moved by the aspirations of their time". 

He added: "In the century before last, the sanctity of contract, with all that said for trade across the British Empire and beyond, was a powerful engine of statutory construction. 

"Now, the world is a more fragile place. 

"Considerations of ecology and the protection of the environment are interests of high importance. 

"The delicate balances of the natural order are continuously liable to be disturbed by human activity, which in particular threatens the survival of many flora and fauna. 

"These concerns are today well known and well accepted. 

"Within the proper limits of the courts' role, and in appropriate contexts, I think we should now be ready to give them special weight." 

The Convention, though it certainly sought to support viable international trade "is first and foremost intended as a legal antidote to some of the damage done by man's exploitation of nature's resources." 

That purpose, said the judge, "must serve as the most influential factor" in the interpretation of the regulations which gave force to the Convention in EU law. 

In answer to the Greenpeace attack, a Defra spokesman said later: "The UK was among the first to sign up to CITES in 1975 and has played a prominent role in its development since then. 

"We are committed to working with other countries to promote the conservation of the world's wildlife. 

"We are keen to work with the Brazilian authorities in their efforts to combat illegal exploitation of mahogany and are looking to Brazil to join us at the forthcoming CITES conference in November in Chile in supporting Nicaragua's proposals for stricter export controls for big leaf mahogany. 

"We hope to work together with Greenpeace and others to develop an effective lobbying strategy for this proposal." 
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HEADLINE: Mahogany shipments from Brazil detained at U.S. ports in effort to protect Amazon forests 

BYLINE: By JOHN HEILPRIN, Associated Press Writer 

DATELINE: WASHINGTON 

BODY: 
Toppling global trade in illegal logging has become a Bush administration environmental priority, starting with help for Brazil's fight to preserve its Amazon big leaf mahogany forests. 

"Everyone's on alert looking for illegal importation of mahogany," says Assistant Attorney General Tom Sansonetti, who heads the Justice Department's Environment and Natural Resources Division. 

Over the past several months, Agriculture Department inspectors and Customs Service agents at U.S. ports have stopped 15 shipments of Brazil's prized tropical hardwood bound for U.S. furniture and casket makers. The Interior Department's Fish and Wildlife Service and the State Department also are involved. "This is an extremely important issue for us, not only from a natural resources perspective but also in terms of addressing deforestation and climate change," said James L. Connaughton, who as chairman of the White House Council on Environmental Quality is President Bush's top environment adviser. "Combatting illegal logging is something everyone can agree on." 

There appears to be some confusion over the detained shipments and what to do with them. 

After getting a letter last week from Brazil's environmental agency stating that the wood was harvested legally, the Agriculture Department decided Thursday to release the shipments. Hours later, however, it rescinded the release after Brazil questioned the validity of export permits accompanying the shipments. 

More than $10 million in Brazilian mahogany was being held at Baltimore, Norfolk, Va., and other ports - an amount equal to nearly a quarter of all U.S. imports of Brazilian mahogany last year. 

Brazilian imports are being held at their port of entry while officials check documentation and determine their legality, said Jim Rogers, a spokesman for the Agriculture Department's Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service. 

"It stays on the dock until folks either come up with the paperwork - or not," Sansonetti said. "If you have actually caught people red-handed, then it's my intention to prosecute them." 

At issue are Brazilian tax laws on exports and a 1975 treaty known as CITES, the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora, aimed as assuring that international trade in wild plants and animals doesn't threaten their survival. 

Most Brazilian mahogany goes to the United States, which imported $94 million in mahogany last year - $37.5 million of it from Brazil. Last October, however, fearing that its reserves in the Amazon could vanish if logging continued unchecked, Brazil outlawed most of its lucrative mahogany trade. 

"It is something that concerns us very seriously and we are taking all action required to deal with this matter squarely," said Roberto Jaguaribe, the Brazilian Embassy's deputy chief of mission in Washington. "The aim is to take the measures necessary to avoid a predatory approach to the extinction of mahogany in Brazil. We want a sustainable approach" 

The International Wood Products Association, an industry trade group based in Alexandria, Va., contends that the detained shipments were legally imported in accordance with court orders in Brazil. 

"It came to the United States with all of the necessary documentation from the environmental agency in Brazil," said Brigid Shea, an association spokeswoman. "It was imported in good faith." 

The environmental group Greenpeace, however, says some of the documents appear to be forgeries. It was instrumental in getting the Agriculture Department's decision this week to release the wood reversed. Greenpeace has been documenting mahogany logging in Brazil for the past three years and keeping track of the hardwood as it passes into U.S. and European markets. 

Many environmentalists have criticized the Bush administration's logging policies at home, saying tens of millions of acres of roadless areas are threatened by logging, oil and gas interests. 

Greenpeace forests campaigner Scott Paul said the Bush administration must push for new laws requiring stricter documentation of wood products brought into the United States. 

"If Bush wants to be the hero of illegal logging, then he's got to put his money where his mouth is," said Scott Paul, a Greenpeace forestry specialist. "We need to bring transparency to the global forest products trade so the consumer can give preference to products that are legal." 



On the Net: 

CITES: http://www.cites.org 

Greenpeace: http://www.greenpeace.org 

International Wood Products Association: http://www.iwpawood.org 
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TYPES OF AMAZON DEGRADATION & THEIR EFFECTS... 

Brazil has an economy based upon the practice of extractivism. Products such as rubber, the Brazil-nut, guarana, iron, bauxite, manganese, calcareous, casserite, gypsum, copper, diamond, and gold are extracted from the rainforest. But the Amazon Rainforest region is not hospitable towards agriculture. The majority of the environment’s nutrients are found not in the soil, but in the plants that grow out of the soil. As a result, when these plants are depleted through the practices of logging and farming for example, the soil is depleted of valuable nutrients and therefore not useful for farming. Mineral extractions also harm the environment when various chemicals used in the process leak into the land, water, and air, and obviously not all of the minerals are infinite. As more and more people have moved further from the coast and deeper into the Amazon region, beginning in full during the twentieth century, practices such as the ones mentioned above have become more and more widespread. Here are several practices responsible for the degradation of the Amazon rainforest:

//: Conversion of tropical rainforest to grasslands 
Once inhabitants of Brazil began to move into the rainforest during the twentieth century, they began shaping the land to serve their agricultural needs. While agriculture has not and still does not account for a large portion of the national economy in Brazil, it is a production that consumes vast amounts of land, and as a result, the rainforest has been harmed in the process. Farmers will mark an area of land they deem to be useful and begin a process known as "slash-and-burn." This consists of removing vegetation from the rainforest by cutting it down and then burning the leftover remnants. Next, the farmers will transform the cleared land into grassland either capable of serving as grazing land for cattle, or as land capable of sustaining crops. Some popular crops grown in Brazil include cassava, rice, corn, coffee, cocoa, and soy. Common to all of these crops is the effect that they have on the land they are grown in. After two years of growth the land being used to grow on is abandoned due to lack of nutrients in the soil (remember that the majority of the nutrients in the rainforest are found in the plants and not the soil). So farmers will leave in search of new areas of rainforest to burn and clear, a process known as itinerant agriculture that basically saps the land of its vegetation and vitality, leaving nutrient poor soil in its wake that is of little use (source: www.library.thinkquest.org). 

//: Wood Extractivism
Also a major cause of degradation to the Amazon Rainforest environment is the practice of wood extraction. Trees such as mahogany, cerejeira Brazilian, wood cherry, peroba, and the Brazil-nut are all popular with the wood industry. Large areas of the forest will be cleared for the trees deemed valuable within. As a result the environment is met with serious consequences. The condition of the soil is eroded immensely due to the departure of trees that contain most of the environment’s nutrients. On top of that, various fauna and animal species are either harmed or driven to the point of extinction as trees they depend on are removed. This provokes serious ecological imbalances in the relationships between the trees and organisms/plants that depend on them. Two examples of trees and their uses are the Brazil-nut tree, a tree the Brazilian legislature attempted to protect through laws but failed, and the rubber trees. The Brazil-nut tree, between 20 and 30 meters tall, drops its nuts during the month of January. These are then collected, broken open for the valuable chestnut inside, and sent to cities such as Maraba where they are eventually shipped to the United States, Europe, or Japan. The nuts are used for medication, cosmetics, machinery, and food since they are very high in protein. The rubber tree is valuable because of the latex that is emitted, or bled, through its bark. The latex is gathered and smoked dry and hardened into balls that are subsequently shipped for use in other countries. Rubber production and Brazil-nuts have both come to be integral parts of the Brazilian economy and as a result, various plantations of both trees have been encouraged and established. As a result the surrounding environment is cleared of normal vegetation, losing nutrients, and eventually giving way to poor soils not useful for agricultural practices. 

//: Hydroelectricity
Power companies greatly degrade the Amazon Rainforest environment by way of hydroelectric damns. These dams spawn water reservoirs that greatly effect the surrounding environment by flooding the land and destroying entire ecosystems. Aside from burying vegetation underwater and the obvious problems this poses to an ecosystem, the reservoirs can also force animals residing in a certain area to flee and move into another, balanced system. Here they become an invasive species, competing with local organisms for food and space. As a result, a system that was once balanced is now unbalanced due to the introduction of uncommon organisms. On top of threats to wildlife and plant life that hydroelectric damns pose, they also effect humans negatively. Very often families will be forced to relocate since their current homes reside in an area soon to be affected by the construction of a dam. A process known as family reallocation, it is unpleasant to say the least and has drawn much protest. Fortunately though, the use of hydroelectric dams has decreased in Brazil in the last few decades due to the reactions of citizens in affected areas, international pressures, and new national laws. 

//: Gold Mining
While not as major a problem as the conversion of jungle to farmland, wood exploitation, or hydroelectricity, gold mining has posed a serious environmental threat in the Amazon Rainforest environment. When gold is mined in Brazil, it is separated through the use of mercury into valuable metal. As a result of the use of mercury, the soil, air, and water in certain regions of Brazil have become heavily polluted with mercury, and the surrounding environment suffers as plants and animals are poisoned 

(source: University of Washington webpage)
LINKS
\:ACTIVISM 

Amanaka'a Amazon Network
http://www.amanakaa.org

Rainforest Action Network
http://www.ran.org


\\: INFORMATION DATABASES ://

World Rainforest Database
http://www.rainforest.org

Wealth of the Rainforest
http://www.rain-tree.org


\\: GENERAL AMAZONIAN INFORMATION ://

Global Forest Watch: Brazil
http://globalforestwatch.org/english/brazil

Rainforest Facts and Figures
http://www.rainforestlive.org.uk

Grupo Osanami Facts and Figures: Ecuador
http://www.osanimi.org/facts-amazon.html

Greenpeace's Report on the Amazon
http://www.greenpeace.org/~forests/brazil


\\: OTHER ://

University of Washington - Seattle
http://www.washington.edu

Dr. Linda Chalker-Scott's website
http://faculty.washington.edu/lindacs 

