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ABSTRACT:  
 
Brazil’s Amazonian dam building has frequently caused social impacts that violate what 
most people would consider to be basic standards of environmental justice. Brazil’s 
massive plans for future dams imply similar impacts on a wider scale. Dams flood land, 
displacing local residents, including indigenous peoples and traditional riverside 
dwellers (ribeirinhos). Impacts on fish, including blocking fish migrations, destroy the 
livelihoods of riverside populations whether or not their land and homes are flooded. 
Benefits of hydropower accrue mainly to distant urban centers, and part of the power is 
used for electro-intensive exports such as aluminum that create little employment in 
Brazil. Examples of existing dams with evident social injustices (among other impacts) 
include Tucuruí and Balbina (which displaced indigenous peoples as well as destroying 
fisheries), Santo Antônio and Jirau (which blocked fish migrations that had supported 
riverside populations in three countries), Teles Pires (which flooded the most sacred site 
of the Munduruku indigenous people), and Belo Monte (which displaced urban and 
rural populations, destroyed fisheries and removed 80% of the water flow from a 100-
km stretch of the Xingu River that includes two indigenous areas). Planned dams with 
major social impacts include dams on the Tapajós River that would flood indigenous 
land and a series of dams on the Xingu River upstream of Belo Monte that would flood 
vast areas of indigenous land. Although the Brazilian government claims dams upstream 
of Belo Monte are no longer planned, strong indications suggest that some of these 
dams, including the largest of them -- Babaquara/Altamira -- are still planned. Many of 
the scores of other dams planned in Brazil`s Amazon region would have dramatic social 
impacts, such as the Marabá Dam that would displace a population estimated to number 
between 10,000 and 40,000 people (mostly ribeirinhos). An array of proposed laws and 
constitutional amendments, including some that have already been passed by Brazil’s 
National Congress, would weaken environmental licensing and facilitate construction of 
dams regardless of their consequences for environmental justice. 
 
Introduction 
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“Environmental justice” refers mainly to unequal environmental impacts on 

human groups based on differences such as race, ethnicity and income. Definitions of 
both the “environmental” and the “justice” portions of the term are varied and 
continually evolving (Schlosberg 2007, 2013; Schlosberg and Carruthers 2010). 
Amazonian dams clearly fall within any definition of the concept. These dams 
particularly affect those who live along and depend upon Amazonian rivers, in other 
words, traditional residents such as indigenous peoples and “ribeirinhos” (traditional 
riverside dwellers). Benefits of the dams accrue to urban consumers and especially to 
industries. The export of electricity in the form of electro-intensive commodities such as 
aluminum illustrates inequality on an international scale, with Amazonia and its people 
paying the environmental price for consumption and industrial employment in countries 
that would themselves no longer accept the impacts of the kind unleashed by these 
dams. 

Amazonian dams (Figure 1) have a history of impacts causing environmental 
injustice. Part of this is inherent in this energy option: concentrated impacts on riverside 
residents and indigenous peoples in the Amazonian interior versus diffuse benefits to 
distant beneficiaries. This aspect is often written off by dam builders with the shibboleth 
“you have to break a few eggs to make an omelet.” Of course, this logic is much easier 
to apply when the eggs to be broken refer to poor people spread along Amazonian rivers 
far from the centers of power and political influence. 
 
   [Figure 1 here] 
 

Ironically, one frequently hears discourse from the electrical sector arguing that 
more dams are needed because millions of Brazilians live without electricity. However, 
this argument bears little relation to electricity distribution in Brazil. Rural 
electrification has not been a high priority in government budgets, and recent advance of 
the “Light for Everyone” (Luz para Todos) program represents a minuscule fraction of 
the country’s electricity use, and an even smaller fraction of the portion of the country’s 
electricity that is connected to the national grid and hence to hydroelectric dams. A 
poignant example of the traditional low priority for rural electrification is the Tucuruí 
Dam, completed in 1984, where 29 years later 12,000 families around the reservoir still 
had no access to electricity (Folha de São Paulo 2013). High-voltage transmission lines 
carry most of the dam’s power directly to aluminum smelters in Barcarena, Pará and 
São Luis, Maranhão (e.g., Fearnside 1999). Hydroelectric companies advertise dams by 
trumpeting astronomical figures for the number of homes that can be supplied with 
power from the dams. However, most electricity in Brazil is not for domestic use, which 
accounts for 22-29% of the total depending on the year (e.g., Bermann 2012; Fearnside 
2016a). The fact that the largest share of electricity from dams goes to industry is not 
advertised.  

This kind of injustice could be reduced somewhat by better measures to resettle 
and replace the livelihoods of the displaced people, but the fundamental structure of the 
injustice is not altered. In addition to this inherent type of injustice, Amazonian dam 
projects have shown a consistent pattern of human-rights violations and of actions 
without consideration of social and environmental concerns in general.  

Brazil’s existing Amazonian dams can be divided into those that were completed 
or under construction during the country’s 1964-1985 military dictatorship and those 
implanted in more recent times under the current environmental-licensing system, 
which began on January 23, 1986. The impacts of the earlier dams are often dismissed 
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by Brazil’s electrical sector as irrelevant – mistakes of the past that would not recur 
today under a democratic government with an environmental licensing system. 
Unfortunately, these cases are still highly relevant, and the basic structure of decision 
making has changed little. While decisions are no longer made by a small group of 
military officers, they are instead made by a small group of officials in the “Civil 
House” of the presidential office and in the Ministry of Mines and Energy. The real 
decision to build a dam is made long before the environmental studies are done, and the 
decision is therefore made with no input on social and environmental impacts even if 
these considerations were given the importance they deserve. The licensing procedures 
that follow, such as drafting the Environmental Impact Study (EIA) and holding public 
hearings, merely legalizes the dam project, with the maximum effect being suggestions 
for alteration of mitigation programs and minor adjustments in design rather than  the 
existence of the project as such. 

 
Amazon Dams and Decision Making 
 

Brazil’s Amazon dams have a notoriously poor record as examples both of 
rational decisions on building infrastructure and of governance before, during and after 
the dams are built. Dams initiated during Brazil’s 1964-1985 military dictatorship, such 
as Tucuruí (Fearnside 1999, 2001; Magalhães et al. 1996), Balbina (Fearnside 1989; 
Rodrigues and Fearnside 2014) and Samuel (Fearnside 2005a) provide examples that 
are still highly relevant today. During the military dictatorship environmental studies 
were done, although not under the current system of federal licensing that began in 1986 
(with works in progress such as Balbina and Samuel being exempted). These 
environmental studies were done while the dams were under construction, the decision 
to build them having been made years earlier. 

The record has not improved much since implementation of the current licensing 
process and since the advent of guarantees for the environment and human rights 
included in Brazil’s 1988 constitution (Brazil, PR 1988). The inadequacy of the initial 
decision-making, the environmental licensing and the subsequent mitigation measures 
are manifold in the cases of the Santo Antônio Dam (reservoir filled in 2011) and the 
Jirau Dam (filled in 2013), both on the Madeira River (Fearnside 2013, 2014a, 2014b, 
2015a). Licensing was approved over the formal objections of the technical staff of the 
Brazilian Institute for the Environment and Renewable Natural Resources (IBAMA) 
(Deberdt et al. 2007; see Fearnside 2014c). South America’s richest inland fishery has 
been destroyed and conflicts with the thousands of displaced fishermen and women 
continue. The murder case of the outspoken leader of one of the fishing cooperatives 
remains unsolved: the body of Nilce de Souza Magalhães, known as “Nicinha,” was 
found weighted down with rocks at the bottom of the Jirau Reservoir (e.g., Aranda 
2016; Toledo 2016).  

In the case of the Belo Monte Dam, on the Xingu River, licensing was approved 
over the formal objections of IBAMA’s technical staff (Brazil, IBAMA 2009, 2010) by 
replacing the head of the agency (see Fearnside 2012). Impacted indigenous people 
were not consulted, a violation of International Labor Organization Convention 169 
(ILO 1989) and Brazilian Law No. 5051 of April 19, 2004 (Brazil, PR 2004). This 
resulted in over 20 legal suits still awaiting judgment despite the dam’s having been 
allowed to continue to completion on the strength of a one-person decision by the then 
head of Brazil’s Supreme Court (International Rivers 2012a). Post-construction 
mitigation has been disastrous by any measure (see Fearnside 2017a,b; Magalhães and 
da Cunha 2017; Villas-Bôas et al. 2015). Fishing populations lost their livelihoods in 
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the reservoir area and in a 100-km “reduced flow” stretch below the main dam, a stretch 
that includes two indigenous lands plus an area fished by a third indigenous group that 
resides in a tributary. The 2001 murder of dam-opposition leader Ademir Albeu 
Federicci, known as “Dema,” remains unsolved (e.g., Switkes 2001).  

The Tapajós River Dams have followed a similar path (Fearnside 2015b,c; 
Alarcon et al. 2016; Nitta and Naka 2015; de Sousa Júnior 2014). The Teles Pires Dam, 
filled in 2015, flooded the Sete Quedas rapids, which was the most sacred site of the 
Munduruku indigenous people who live along the Tapajós (e.g., Branford and Torres 
2017a). The São Manoel Dam, under construction since 2014, is only 700 m from the 
Kaiabi Indigenous Land and has provoked a series of conflicts (e.g., Branford and 
Torres 2017b). In 2012, Federal Police invaded a Kaiabí village and opened fire on the 
population, killing Adenilson Kirixi Munduruku (see Forest Comunicações 2016; Silva 
2012; Sposati 2012). The proposed São Luiz do Tapajós Dam would flood part of the 
Sawré Mubyu area inhabited by Munduruku indigneous people (see Fearnside 2015b). 
The licensing process for the dam was “archived” by IBAMA in 2016 because of this, 
although the protection this affords is fragile given the frequent replacements of the 
head of IBAMA and the Minister of Environment (see Fearnside 2016b). São Luiz do 
Tapajós continues in ELETROBRÁS plans, although its public visibility has diminished 
because its expected time for construction has now extended beyond the 2026 limit for 
the current 10-year plan (Brazil, MME 2017, Chapter 3, 61). However, the President of 
ELETROBRÁS gave a speech on November 30, 2016 indicating that the agency's plans 
still include the São Luiz do Tapajós Dam despite the licensing having been archived by 
IBAMA (Nunes and Neder 2016). These plans suggest that those in power expect the 
environmental licensing system as a whole to be scrapped by the National Congress.  

 
Planned Dams 

 
Many of the officially planned dams in Brazilian Amazonia have evident 

impacts. For example, the Marabá Dam, which is considered to be “in execution” by 
Brazil’s Program for the Acceleration of Growth (Brazil, MP 2017), would displace tens 
of thousands of people (with estimates as high as 40,000), mostly traditional riverside 
dwellers known as “ribeirinhos” (see Rodrigues and Ribeiro Júnior 2010). 

Some of the greatest impacts would result from “unofficially planned” dams, 
these being dams that have featured in past official plans but that currently have 
disappeared from publicly announced plans. One is the Babaquara Dam (renamed the 
“Altamira” Dam but best known by its original name), which is one of six dams in the 
Xingu River Basin that were long planned to store water upstream of Belo Monte in 
order to run the 11,000 MW of installed capacity in Belo Monte’s main powerhouse 
during the low-flow season (e.g., Sevá Filho 1990; Fearnside 2006). The natural river 
flow is insufficient to turn even one of the 20 turbines in the main powerhouse for three 
months of the year and is sufficient for only a few turbines for several other months 
(Fearnside 2017c). Climate change (Ângelo and Feitosa 2015; Margulis and Untersell 
2017; Sorribas et al. 2016) and deforestation (Stickler et al. 2013) are projected to 
reduce Belo Monte’s power output substantially. Even without these impacts on the 
Xingu River’s future flow, this dam would be financially unviable without the massive 
subsidies it has received from Brazilian taxpayers through the National Bank for Social 
and Economic Development (BNDES). Only these subsidies, combined with political 
pressure, were sufficient to induce a consortium of companies to invest in the dam 
(Rojas and Millikan 2014). BNDES financed 80% of the construction cost with loans at 
4% annual interest, while the federal government finances itself selling bonds at 10% 



5 
 

annual interest (Leitão 2010). Funds from taxpayers in Europe and North America have 
also contributed through World Bank “development policy loans” (DPLs) to BNDES 
(see BIC 2009; Fearnside 2017a).  

The financial unviability of Belo Monte without the upstream dams is a strong 
indication that at least the Babaquara/Altamira Dam continues as part of the real plan 
(see Fearnside 2017c). The Belo Monte Dam by itself defies basic economic logic (e.g., 
de Sousa Júnior and Reid 2010; de Sousa Júnior et al. 2006; Fearnside 2006). Other 
indications include the history of plans for the number of turbines to be installed in Belo 
Monte, with installed capacities half of the current 11,233 MW total capacity having 
been considered in 2003 (Pinto 2003), which would be more compatible with operation 
assuming an unregulated river flow, but the plans later returned to having the main 
powerhouse with the 11,000-MW design that had originally been planned during the 
period when the intention to build the upstream dams was publicly admitted. Another 
indication that Babaquara/Altamira continues in undeclared plans was the 2013 
announcement by then-President Dilma Rousseff of a switch in policy to favor dams 
with “big reservoirs” rather than run-of-river dams like Belo Monte, a policy change 
that was confirmed by the current presidential administration in 2016 (Borges 2013, 
2016; Fearnside 2017d). The Xingu River is the obvious place that had been planned for 
development with large storage dams. 

The Chacorão Dam on the Tapajós River is a case with strong similarity to 
Babaquara/Altamira as an “elephant in the room” that is absent from official 
discussions. Chacorão would flood 11,700 ha of the Munduruku Indigenous Land. This 
dam no longer appears in official plans for hydropower, but the Tapajós Waterway 
(hidrovia) that is planned to carry soybeans from northern Mato Grosso to ports with 
access to the Amazon River continues to be a government priority, and the barges 
would not pass the Chacorão rapids without the dam (Brazil, MT 2010; Fearnside 
2015c). 

 
Obstacles to Environmental Justice 
 
The current decision-making system 
 

The presumption that what is forbidden by Brazil’s laws or by the constitution 
will simply not happen in real life is very naïve. After all, the Belo Monte Dam was 
well described by the Federal Public Ministry (public prosecutors charged with 
defending the people’s interests) in Belém as "totally illegal" (Miotto 2011) but it now 
stands on the Xingu River as a concrete fact. 

The current decision-making system in Brazil represents a major obstacle to 
incorporating concerns for environmental justice into government planning and policy. 
Decisions to build dams and other infrastructure that provoke obvious injustices are 
overridden by the influence of political donations and outright corruption from parties 
with financial interests in the projects. In 2013 Brazil’s Supreme Electoral Court (TSE) 
released data for the first time on political donations, indicating that in the previous ten 
years the top four donators were large construction companies that build dams in 
Amazonia (Gama 2013). The Belo Monte Dam provides a well-documented example, 
where those on both the paying and receiving end have made affidavits affirming both 
legal and illegal “donations” (Amazonas em Tempo 2015; do Amaral 2016). The Santo 
Antônio Dam on the Madeira River also yielded illegal campaign donations to the 
ruling political party according to confessions by the Odebrecht construction firm 
(Francis 2017).  
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The decision-making system also tends to ignore environmental justice concerns 
because the real decisions on infrastructure and other major projects are made by a 
handful of people before information on environmental and social impacts has been 
collected, and usually before any public discussion of the projects in question. The 
system needs to be reformed to have information collection and public discussion before 
the real decisions are made.  

Brazil’s environmental licensing system is another impediment. Licensing 
should not be confused with decision-making: in practice, the current licensing system 
essentially serves to ratify what has already been decided on political grounds. The 
licensing allows alterations in mitigation and compensation requirements and the 
addition of small changes in construction plans, but virtually never extends to 
questioning the wisdom of the project’s existence.  

 
Erosion of environmental licensing 

 
Federal licenses are required for major infrastructure projects such as large 

dams. However, various trends are eroding the influence of this requirement. One is a 
trend to decentralization of licensing, transferring progressively more authority from the 
federal level to the state level. As compared to the federal government, the state 
governments are more directly influenced by local economic and political interests and 
are less subject to scrutiny by the press or by environmental non-governmental 
organizations. An example is the redefinition of a “large” dam in Brazil in 2004: prior to 
that year all dams with 10 MW or more of installed capacity were considered “large” 
and required to have a federal license, but this limit was raised to 30 MW, creating a 
class of dams between 10 and 30 MW called “PCHs,” meaning “small hydroelectric 
centers,” that require only a state license. Dams of this size have substantial impacts, 
and they are being built by the hundreds with little public visibility. Because state 
licenses are much cheaper and faster to obtain than federal ones, there is often a 
tendency for hydroelectric companies to invest in multiple PCHs rather than in a “large” 
dam when the choice exists. 

Another tendency weakening licensing is to accelerate the approval process, 
often irrespective of the completeness of the information or of the compliance of the 
project proponent with demands that may have been made by the environmental agency. 
One example of a measure to accelerate approvals was a June 2017 change in IBAMA’s 
procedure for granting pay bonuses to its technical staff. Previously bonuses were 
granted on the basis of the number of technical opinions (pareceres) produced, a policy 
that introduces a motive for staff to accelerate the approval process even if corners are 
cut. The 2017 change creates an even stronger bias, by only granting the bonus if the 
technical opinions are favorable, not if they recommend against approving a project (see 
Borges 2017a). 

Political pressure on top environmental officials to approve high-priority 
hydroelectric projects has been common, as in the cases of the Santo Antônio, Jirau and 
Belo Monte dams (Fearnside 2014c, 2017a,b). In all of these cases government 
prosecutors threatened the individual technical staff members in the licensing 
department of IBAMA with prosecution for “bad faith” in recommending against 
approval of the licenses (AGU 2011, 2012). As a measure to minimize such threats, the 
signatures of the technical staff no longer appear on the technical opinions, such as the 
opinion recommending against approval of the São Manoel Dam (Brazil, IBAMA 2017; 
see Fearnside 2017e). 
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Strategies to evade control 
 
One of the strategies of dam-building interests to obtain approval of dams with 

severe environmental-justice impacts is to deny the existence of plans for these dams 
until approval is obtained for other dams in a complex of projects on the same river. The 
Babaquara/Altamira Dam on the Xingu River and the Chacorão Dam on the Tapajós 
River are examples of this, where public denial of plans appears to be “disinformation,” 
or a deliberate spreading of false information (Fearnside 2017c). Another is the 
Cachoeira Riberão Dam on the Madeira River (also known as the “Guajará Mirim” or 
the “Binacional” Dam). In 2006 while preparations were underway for the Santo 
Antônio and Jirau Dams, the head of the Oderbrecht construction firm in Porto Velho 
told this author that Odebrecht staff were forbidden to discuss Cachoeira Riberão until 
the other dams were approved. 

Another strategy is to simply not divulge plans for controversial dams. In 
December 1987, ELETROBRÁS released its 2010 Plan (after the plan had leaked into 
the public domain). This document presented dams to be built by the year 2010, but also 
included a list of planned large dams irrespective of the expected year. A total of 79 
large dams were listed for the Legal Amazonia region (Brazil, ELETROBRÁS 1987; 
see Fearnside 1995). This includes five dams in the Xingu basin upstream of Belo 
Monte (which was then known as “Kararaô”)(see Fearnside, 2006). A storm of criticism 
of the dam plans ensued, and ELETROBRÁS has never again released information on 
planned dams without being limited to a relatively short timeline, such as the ten-year 
plans and occasional reports for longer periods (20 or 30 years).  

Dams that have vanished from the announced plans can resurge years later. An 
example is the Cachoeira Porteira Dam planned on the Trombetas River. Environmental 
were prepared (Brazil, ELETRONORTE 1988). Quilombos (communities of 
descendants of escaped African slaves) would be affected (e.g., Farias 2014), and this 
may explain why the dam vanished from official plans. Quilombolas (members of 
quilombo communities) have the same rights as indigenous peoples in accord with 
Brazil’s current Constitution (Brazil, PR 1988). The ease with which the Belo Monte 
Dam gained congressional approval appears to have encouraged dam plans that impact 
quilombolas and indigenous people (Fearnside 2017a,b). In addition to quilombolas, the 
Cachoeira Porteira Dam would other communities of traditional ribeirinhos and 
Brazilnut gatherers, among other impacts (Teixeira 1996, 253-317). Amazonia’s largest 
turtle breeding beach is located downstream of the dam (e.g., Eisemberg et al. 2016). 
The Cachoeira Porteira Dam has recently reappeared in official plans (e.g., CPISP 
2014). 

Projects such as these are known as “vampire projects” because, like a vampire 
asleep in his coffin, they can rise up later. Like vampires that can only be killed with a 
stake through the heart, these projects are very hard to cancel definitively. A major case 
that appears to have become a vampire project is the São Luiz do Tapajós Dam. The 
dam would flood part of the Sawre Muybu indigenous area (Fearnside 2015b). On April 
19, 2016 the head of IBAMA “archived” the licensing process, with the approval of the 
Minister of Environment (de Araújo 2016). However, heads of IBAMA and ministers of 
environment change often, and it is quite probable that future occupants of these offices 
could “de-archive” the licensing process (Fearnside 2016b). ELETROBRÁS officials 
continued to plan for the dam after the licensing was archived Nunes and Neder 2016), 
and the ELETROBRÁS 2017-2026 ten-year plan states that “the process that involves 
this dam continues to be accompanied by EPE [Energy Research Enterprise, of the 
Ministry of Mines and Energy] and, once all environmental questions are resolved, it 
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can become part of the basket of candidates for expansion of energy supply” (Brazil, 
EPE 2017, Chapter 3, 61). 

 
Legislative proposals to gut the licensing system 

 
“Ruralists,” or representatives of large landholders, have quickly risen to control 

the Brazilian government. Although large landholders represent a minuscule percentage 
of Brazil’s population, of the 513 members of the Chamber of Deputies (the house of 
the National Congress where representation is proportional to population), an estimated 
210 (41%) are ruralists (Carvalho et al. 2017). 

This voting block has been the critical part of the coalition supporting the 
presidential administrations since the mid-2000s. In addition to obtaining support by 
means of laws and infrastructure projects that benefit agribusiness at the expense of 
environmental justice and other concerns, the ruralists have been able to place their 
choices in many of the key appointed positions in the government. The power of the 
ruralist block was dramatically demonstrated during the 2011-2012 passage of the 
reform that gutted Brazil’s 1965 “Forest Code” – a package of regulations governing 
deforestation. The initial vote in the Chamber of Deputies approved gutting the code by 
a ratio of seven to one (Congresso em Foco 2011). This is extraordinary, given that 85% 
of Brazil’s population is urban and therefore has no financial interest in being allowed 
to deforest steep hillsides, near rivers, etc. At the time of the vote, public opinion polls 
indicated that 80% of the population was opposed to any change in the Forest Code 
(Lopes 2011). The rise in influence of the ruralists is explained by the money from 
soybeans and other agricultural commodities. Government policy makers are responsive 
to the greatly increased percentage this represents in the country’s gross national 
product, and influence is especially enhanced by political campaign contributions, both 
legal and illegal (Fearnside and Figueiredo 2016; Zucco and Lauderdale 2011). On the 
day of the vote in the Chamber of Deputies, the environmentalists José Cláudio Ribeiro 
da Silva and Maria do Espírito Santo da Silva were murdered near Marabá, in southern 
Pará (see Milanez 2016). When a deputy from Green Party tried to speak of this during 
his address from the podium in the Chamber of Deputies, he was shouted down by the 
multitude of deputies favoring gutting the Code. The open hostility to any discussion of 
social issues related to the proposed changes was evident. 

The ruralist block in the National Congress is pushing a series of bills for 
legislation and proposed constitutional amendments (“PECs”) that would cause serious 
environmental and social impacts. Constitutional amendments are much easier to pass in 
Brazil than in most other countries: the current constitution, which was enacted in 
October 1988, had been amended 97 times by December 2017. Since the ruralist block 
is sufficient to block a presidential impeachment, this, along with distraction from other 
congressional business, offered opportunities for the ruralist agenda to make great 
advances during the impeachment trial of President Dilma Rousseff in 2016 (Fearnside, 
2016c) and in the weeks preceding two congressional votes on initiating investigations 
for impeachment of President Michel Temer in 2017 (Fearnside 2017f,g). 

Proposals include measures to weaken or effectively abolish environmental 
licensing, such as the proposed constitutional amendment PEC-65 (Brazil, Senado 
Federal 2016), which would make the mere submission of an environmental impact 
study (EIA) an automatic approval of any development project, and proposed laws PLS-
654/2015 (Brazil, Senado Federal 2015) and PL-3.729/2004 (Brazil, Câmara dos 
Deputados 2004), which would eliminate two of the current three required licenses and 
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would establish impossible deadlines for IBAMA to approve the projects, after which 
the license would be approved automatically. 

One major blow to environmental licensing was approval of Law 13,334 of 
September 13, 2016 (formerly MPV 727), establishing a program of “public-private 
partnerships” with a governing board that is given the power to force IBAMA, FUNAI 
or any other agency to approve any project that the board considers to be “strategic” 
(Brazil, PR 2016). Yet another blow was approval in December 2016 with approval of 
constitutional amendment No. 95 (formerly PEC 55) (Brazil, Câmara dos Deputados 
and Senado Federal 2016). This freezes the federal budget for the next 20 years at the 
current level, which has already been reduced to the point where agencies such as 
IBAMA and FUNAI are in many aspects inoperable. Only the Ministries of Health and 
Education are allowed to have increases their shares of the budget pie, which means that 
as demands inevitably increase the Ministry of Environment and other agencies will 
shrink further, making proper enforcement of environmental laws unviable. In addition 
to inadequate allocations in the federal budget for less-powerful sectors such as the 
Ministry of Environment, Brazil has a unique system that results in the real amounts 
spent in these sectors being even less than the budget would suggest. One feature is 
“contingenciamento,” or placing the funds in contingency status when tax revenues are 
insufficient to pay the promised allocations. The budget amounts are not released at one 
time at the beginning of the year, but rather are released in installments as the year 
progresses. The ministries are therefore pitted against each other in a continual struggle 
to get their installments released, and not all are successful. Another feature of the 
system is that less-powerful ministries are likely to have much of their money released 
in the closing days of the fiscal year when it is bureaucratically inviable to complete the 
lengthy bidding process needed to make most expenditures, and the funds are therefore 
returned to the treasury unspent. 

Other proposals that are moving forward include one to allow opening 
indigenous lands to mining (PL-1.610/1996) (Brazil, Câmara dos Deputado 1996). 
There is also the notorious PEC-215, which would remove the authority of ICMBio to 
create “conservation units” and of FUNAI to create “indigenous lands” (Brazil, Senado 
Federal 2016; ISA 2015). This authority would be transferred to the National Congress, 
which is controlled by ruralists and thus would effectively end the creation or expansion 
of protected areas. Various moves to reduce existing protected areas are progressing, 
such as removal of one million hectares from protected areas in the southern part of the 
state of Amazonas (Fearnside and Lovejoy 2017) and in 2017 the removal of protection 
from 346,000 ha along the BR-163 (Santarém-Cuiabá) Highway in Pará (Chagas 2017; 
Fearnside 2017f). 

 
Removal of protected areas as barriers to dams  

 
Protected areas, including indigenous lands, represent a barrier to hydroelectric 

development in many locations, but this barrier is progressively weakening. Parts of 
reserves can be removed to make way for dams, as was done, initially though 
presidential executive orders (“medidas provisórias,” or “MPs”), for the planned São 
Luiz do Tapajós Dam for five protected areas, including the Amazonia National Park 
(Sanson 2012). The degazetting and downgrading of reserves is an increasing threat 
throughout Brazilian Amazonia (Bernard et al. 2014). 

Dam plans can also block creation of new protected areas, as has occurred for an 
extractive reserve for ribeirinhos in the area of the planned Jatobá Dam on the Tapajós 
River (Fearnside 2015b) and the Sawre Muybu indigenous area that would be partially 
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flooded by São Luiz do Tapajós, and where, despite the 2016 decree initiating the 
process of creating an official “indigenous land,” the area has yet be officially 
demarcated on the ground an “homologado” (confirmed by a higher authority). 

In addition to gaining concessions through the legislature, ruralists also make 
gains by convincing the President to issue MPs. Ruralists are pressing for such a 
measure to allow “partnerships” between indigenous peoples and non-indigenous actors, 
thus allowing areas in indigenous lands to be rented out to agribusiness (Borges 2017b). 
This would be catastrophic both for the forest and for the indigenous people. Indigenous 
land protects more Amazon forest than do the “conservation units” that are administered 
by ICMBio in the Ministry of Environment (Nogueira et al. 2018a,b). Indigenous lands 
have so far been the most effective type of protected area in avoiding deforestation 
(Nepstad et al. 2006; Vitel et al. 2009), but this effectiveness cannot be taken for 
granted (Fearnside 2005b; Fearnside and Ferraz 1995; Vitel et al. 2013). 
 
Security suspensions 
 

An infallible means for dam proponents to circumvent restrictions on social and 
environmental impacts, including environmental-justice concerns, is the “security 
suspension.” This device stems from a law from Brazil’s military dictatorship (Law 
4348 of June 26, 1964 that has been maintained and broadened in the intervening years 
(Law 8437 of June 30, 1992; Law 12,016 of August 7, 2009) (Brazil, PR 1964, 1992, 
2009). This allows any judge to overturn any judicial decision blocking a project if 
stopping the project would cause “grave damage to the public economy.” Since 
hydroelectric dams are invariably important for the economy, decisions can be 
overruled regardless of how many laws, constitutional protections or international 
conventions have been violated. By 2014 security suspensions had been invoked 12 
times in the case of the Belo Monte Dam and 14 times in the case of the Tapajós dams 
(Palmquist 2014). They have been used several times since in both cases. The Brazilian 
public is generally unaware of the existence of security suspensions, thus guaranteeing a 
complete lack of pressure on lawmakers to revoke the security-suspension laws 
(Fearnside 2015c).  

Brazil’s court system has proved incapable of enforcing relevant laws such as 
5051 of April 19, 2004, which implements ILO Convention 169 requiring consultation 
of indigenous peoples (Brazil, PR 2004). The legality of Belo Monte is contested in 
over 20 still-undecided suits from the “Public Ministry” (a public prosecutor’s office 
created by the 1988 Constitution to defend the interests of the people), and, in the 
meantime, the dam has been built. In the one case that reached a court decision, the 
ruling was in favor of the indigenous people (see Silva and Santos 2017). The 
presidential administration appealed the ruling to the Supreme Court, and, after 
receiving four government representatives and none from civil society, chief justice 
Ayres Britto ruled that the dam construction could continue pending a decision on the 
merits of the case (Britto 2012). The ruling was made without consulting the other 
members of the court; this occurred just 15 days before Britto’s retirement date and in 
the midst of trying the “Mensalão” corruption scandal (International Rivers 2012a; 
Peres 2012; Sevá-Filho 2014). Since then the Belo Monte case has not even appeared on 
the radar for inclusion in the Supreme Court’s agenda, and the dam has been built in 
practice. 
 
Alternatives to Dams 
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Energy alternatives abound in Brazil, making the government’s plans for many 
more dams in Amazonia unnecessary. The plans themselves are based on flawed 
projections, as costs and construction times of dams are systematically underestimated 
(e.g., Ansar et al. 2014) and Brazil’s assumed future energy demands are based on 
wildly unrealistic projections of economic growth (Prado et al, 2016). One obvious step 
is for Brazil to stop exporting electricity in the form of electro-intensive commodities 
like aluminum, which generate very little employment in Brazil while wreaking great 
damage through the dams built to supply these industries (Fearnside 2016a) 

A highly visible efficiency option in Brazil is to stop using electric showerheads 
to heat bathwater. These are officially estimated to consume 5% of all of the electricity 
in Brazil (Brazil, CIMC 2008, 58). Since the 2008 National Program for Climate 
Change (PNMC), it has been a government objective to phase out electric showerheads, 
but essentially nothing has been done – instead, the priority continues to be building 
more hydroelectric dams. Brazil has great potential for heating bathwater with solar 
heaters without use of electricity (Costa 2007). 

Brazil’s inefficient electrical transmission system, which wastes 20% of the 
power transmitted, could be greatly improved without the impact of building more dams 
(Rey 2012). Brazil also has enormous undeveloped wind and solar resources, which 
clearly receive much lower priority than hydropower (Baitelo 2012; Baitelo et al. 2013). 
In January 2016 Brazil’s president vetoed the inclusion of any funding for “non-
hydraulic renewable energy” in the next five-year development plan (PPA) (ISA 2016). 
 
Needed Reforms 

 
Environmental-justice concerns need to be incorporated in to the decision-

making and licensing systems such that the current pattern of building dams and other 
projects regardless of these impacts is ended. Subterfuges need to be eliminated that 
currently allow projects to go forward even when legal protections are violated, 
especially the security suspension laws. 

A profound reform of the decision-making process is needed such that likely 
social and environmental impacts are studied, democratically debated and given real 
consideration before the critical decisions are made on dam construction (e.g., Fearnside 
2018a). Note again that the real decisions on dam construction are not the same as the 
officially designated ones in the licensing process, which, in practice, only ratify prior 
decisions that have been made in the absence of information, public debate and 
consideration of social and environmental consequences.  

These changes alone are insufficient. Brazil, and many other countries where 
similar situations apply, must also pursue alternatives to dams and other development 
modes that inherently provoke environmental injustices and other unacceptable impacts.  

The concerns of environmental justice provoked by Amazonian dams are of a 
type that is qualitatively different from many of the other concerns over dams, such as 
their financial cost or their legality. Environmental-justice concerns have been shown to 
be important in bringing about change both at individual and societal levels (e.g., Reese 
and Jacob 2015). For these changes to take hold in Brazilian decision-making on 
Amazonian dams, it is essential that these concerns not only be formally documented, 
studied and explained by academics and others, but also that they be experienced and 
internalized by society at large. 
 
Possible Policy Change on Amazon Dams 
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A development in January 2018 offers hope of change in policy on energy 
priorities, although only time will tell the extent to which Amazon dams are foregone. 
Two key officials -- the executive secretary of the Ministry of Mines and Energy and 
the head of EPE (Energy Research Enterprise, which is the agency under the Ministry of 
Mines and Energy responsible for energy planning) -- stated that the heavy 
environmental and social impacts of Amazon dams mean that priority should shift to 
other energy sources, such as wind and solar (Ventura 2018). However, there was no 
mention that any of the planned Amazonian dams that are listed for construction by 
2026 (Brazil, EPE 2017) would be cancelled (e.g., Fearnside 2018b; IRN 2018).  

The stated motive of heavy impacts may not be the key factor, as economic 
realities would logically lead to the same policy shift (Branford 2018). Contrary to 
frequent claims by dam proponents, hydropower is not “cheap energy”, even ignoring 
the non-financial cost of social and environmental impacts. The financial cost of dealing 
with social and environmental impacts has increased greatly in Brazil over the past 20 
years, making it an important factor in the worsening economics of new Amazonian 
dams (Hirata 2018). A worldwide survey shows the normal pattern to be for dams to 
have much higher financial costs and to take much longer to begin generating power 
than is thought at the time construction decisions are made (Ansar et al. 2014). This is 
shown by recent cases in Brazil, such as the Madeira River dams and Belo Monte, 
which cost more than double the amount officially expected (e.g., Fearnside 2017a).  

Uneconomic dams like Belo Monte have gone forward with massive 
government subsidies that are connected both to the role of construction companies in 
financing political campaigns (both legally and illegally) and to simple corruption at the 
level of individuals (e.g., Branford 2018; Fearnside 2017b). This influence is 
presumably decreasing due to the prohibition of campaign contributions from 
corporations beginning with the elections of 2016 (Falcão 2015), reaction to the 
ongoing “Lava Jato” corruption investigations (Band Notícias 2015), and the 
diminished cash reserves of BNDES (Lima and Vettorazzo 2018). The August 2017 
announcement of the government’s intent to privatize ELETROBRÁS by the end of 
2018 could also be a factor in the change (Ventura 2018). There is uncertainty 
concerning this privatization since 70% of Brazil’s population is opposed to it (Hirata 
2017) and there are unresolved legal issues (Reuters 2018). As a government company, 
ELETROBRÁS is headed by political appointees and has been subject to political 
pressure to promote uneconomic dams that would never be considered by a private 
company (Branford 2018). An increase in economic rationality is desirable, but it is 
important to remember that the “invisible hand” of the economy is not always kind to 
issues of environmental and social impacts. Incorporation of environmental-justice 
concerns is also essential to prevent the problems so often seen in Brazil’s Amazonian 
dams. It will be a great advance if the recent statements are transformed into a change in 
the role of these impacts in decision making.  

The chances of these statements being acted upon diminished further in April 
2018, when both of the officials who had made the statements were removed from their 
posts when a new Minister of Mines and Energy was appointed. The new minister 
(Moreira Franco) is under investigation in the “lava jato” (“car wash) corruption probe, 
and his appointment is widely viewed as a means of giving him the protection of the 
“privileged forum” (Brandino 2018). This privilege means that ministers can only be 
tried by the eternally backlogged Supreme Court and are therefore, in practice, 
effectively immune from prosecution, along with any other individuals who might be 
named should the minister turn state’s evidence in exchange for a light sentence. When 
asked to explain why he removed the two technical experts who had questioned the 
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priority for dams, he limited his reply to saying “positions here are not permanent” 
(Dias and Wiziack 2018). 
 
Conclusions 
 

Brazil’s Amazonian dams provoke severe social and environmental impacts and 
have shown a pattern of violation of human rights. Environmental-justice concerns 
should motivate a rethinking of this development strategy, shifting energy development 
to alternatives such as reduced use of electricity, cessation of energy export in the form 
of aluminum and other electro-intensive commodities, elimination of waste and 
inefficiency, and generation from wind and solar resources.  

Past injustices provoked by existing Amazonian dams need to be given priority 
in government programs to re-establish the livelihoods and quality of life of affected 
populations. 

Safeguards need to be strengthened in Brazilian development and regulatory 
agencies and in Brazilian and international financial institutions in order to avoid the 
kinds of environmental injustices illustrated by Amazonian dams. 
 
Acknowledgments 
 
The author's research is financed by Conselho Nacional do Desenvolvimento Cientifico 
e Tecnológico (CNPq: Proc. 304020/2010-9; 573810/ 2008-7), Fundação de Amparo a 
Pesquisa do Estado do Amazonas (FAPEAM: Proc. 708565) and Instituto Nacional de 
Pesquisas da Amazônia (INPA: PRJ15.125).  

 
References list 
 
AGU (Advocacia-Geral da União). 2011. “Advocacia-Geral pede ao CNMP definição 

de limites para atuação de procuradores que ameaçam agentes técnicos do 
Estado.” Advocacia-Geral da União, May 26, 2011. 
http://www.agu.gov.br/page/content/detail/id_conteudo/158804 

AGU (Advocacia-Geral da União). 2012. “AGU pede ao CNMP que sejam coibidos 
abusos de procuradores contra agentes técnicos do Estado.” Advocacia-Geral da 
União, August 29, 2012. 
http://agu.gov.br/page/content/detail/id_conteudo/207524 

Alarcon, D.F., B. Millikan and M. Torres, eds. 2016. Ocekadi: hidrelétricas, conflitos 
socioambientais e resistência na Bacia do Tapajós. (Brasília, DF: International 
Rivers Brasil, & Santarém, PA, Brazil: Programa de Antropologia e Arqueologia 
da Universidade Federal do Oeste do Pará). 534 pp. 
https://www.internationalrivers.org/files/attached-files/tapajos_digital_0.pdf 

Amazonas em Tempo. 2015. “Delator deverá revelar propina em Belo Monte.” 
Amazonas em Tempo, March 7, 2015, p. B-3. 

Angelo, C. and C. Feitosa. 2015. “País poderá viver drama climático em 2040, indicam 
estudos da Presidência.” Observatório do Clima, October 30, 2015. 
http://www.observatoriodoclima.eco.br/pais-podera-viver-drama-climatico-em-
2040/ 

Ansar, A., B. Flyvbjerg, A. Budzier and D. Lunn. 2014. “Should we build more large 
dams? The actual costs of hydropower megaproject development.” Energy 
Policy 69: 43–56. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2013.10.069 



14 
 

Aranda, A. 2016. “Nicinha: um corpo à espera uma voz que não se cala.” Amazônia 
Real, July 18, 2016. http://amazoniareal.com.br/nicinha-um-corpo-a-espera-do-
exame-de-dna-uma-voz-que-nao-se-cala/ 

Baitelo, R. 2012. “Energias renováveis: Eólica e solar.” in P.F. Moreira, ed., Setor 
Elétrico Brasileiro e a Sustentabilidade no Século 21: Oportunidades e 
Desafios. 2a ed. (Brasília, DF, Brazil: Rios Internacionais), pp. 71-79. 
http://www.internationalrivers.org/node/7525 

Baitelo, R., M. Yamaoka, R. Nitta and R. Batista. 2013. [R]evolução energética: A 
caminho do desenvolvimento. (São Paulo, SP, Brazil: Greenpeace Brasil). 79 pp. 
http://www.greenpeace.org/brasil/Global/brasil/image/2013/Agosto/Revolucao_
Energetica.pdf  

Band Notícias. 2015. “Lava Jato: Empreiteiras pararam de doar a partidos.” Band 
Notícias, July 19, 2015. 
http://noticias.band.uol.com.br/noticias/100000762100/lava-jato-empreiteiras-
pararam-de-doar-a-partidos.html 

Bermann, C. 2012. “O setor de eletro-intensivos.” In: Moreira, P.F. (Ed.). Setor Elétrico 
Brasileiro e a Sustentabilidade no Século 21: Oportunidades e Desafios 2ª ed., 
(Brasília, DF, Brazil: Rios Internacionais), pp. 28-34; 92-93. 
http://www.internationalrivers.org/node/7525 

Bernard, E., L.A.O. Penna and E. Araújo. 2014. “Downgrading, downsizing, 
degazettement, and reclassification of protected areas in Brazil.” Conservation 
Biology 28: 939–950. https://doi.org/10.1111/cobi.12298 

BIC (Bank Information Center). 2009. “World Bank environmental policy loan to 
BNDES: Moving money or mainstreaming environmental sustainability?” IFI 
infobrief, September 2009, (Washington, DC: BIC), 25 pp. 
http://www.bankinformationcenter.org/en/Document.101658.pdf 

Borges, A. 2013. “Dilma defende usinas hidrelétricas com grandes reservatórios.” Valor 
Econômico, June 6, 2013. 
http://www.valor.com.br/imprimir/noticia_impresso/3151684 

Borges, A. 2016. “Diretor-geral da ANEEL defende retorno de hidrelétricas com 
grandes reservatórios.” O Estado de São Paulo, September 30, 2016. 
http://economia.estadao.com.br/noticias/geral,diretor-geral-da-aneel-defende-
retorno-de-hidreletricas-com-grandes-reservatorios,10000078947 

Borges, A. 2017a. “Governo liga pagamento de bônus para servidores a licenças 
ambientais.” O Estado de São Paulo, June 29, 2017. 
http://sustentabilidade.estadao.com.br/noticias/geral,governo-liga-pagamento-
de-bonus-para-servidores-a-licencas-ambientais,70001869763 

Borges, A. 2017b. “Ruralistas negociam com governo MP para arrendar terras 
indígenas.” O Estado de São Paulo, October 4, 2017. 
http://economia.estadao.com.br/noticias/geral,ruralistas-negociam-com-governo-
mp-para-arrendar-terras-indigenas,70002027426 

Brandino, G. 2018. “Temer empossa 11 novos ministros; veja como fica a Esplanada.” 
Folha de São Paulo, April 11, 2018. 
https://www1.folha.uol.com.br/poder/2018/04/temer-empossa-onze-novos-
ministro-veja-como-fica-a-esplanada.shtml 

Branford, S. 2018. “Brazil announces end to Amazon mega-dam building policy.” 
Mongabay, January 3, 2018. https://news.mongabay.com/2018/01/brazil-
announces-end-to-amazon-mega-dam-building-policy/ 

Branford, S. and M. Torres. 2017a. “The end of a people: Amazon dam destroys sacred 
Munduruku ‘Heaven’.” Mongabay, January 5, 2017. 



15 
 

https://news.mongabay.com/2017/01/the-end-of-a-people-amazon-dam-
destroys-sacred-munduruku-heaven/ 

Branford, S. and M. Torres. 2017b. “Brazil’s indigenous Munduruku occupy dam site, 
halt construction.” Mongabay, July 19, 2017. 
https://news.mongabay.com/2017/07/brazils-indigenous-munduruku-occupy-
dam-site-halt-construction/ 

Brazil, Câmara dos Deputados. 1996. PL-1.610/1996 Projeto de Lei. (Brasília, DF, 
Brazil: Câmara dos Deputados). 
http://www.camara.gov.br/proposicoesWeb/fichadetramitacao?idProposicao=16
969 

Brazil, Câmara dos Deputados. 2004. Projeto de Lei Nº..., de 2004. (Brasília, DF, 
Brazil: Câmara dos Deputados). 
http://www.camara.gov.br/proposicoesWeb/prop_mostrarintegra;jsessionid=E08
35B55D081DCED29036318FAA6A7F1.proposicoesWebExterno2?codteor=225
810&filename=PL+3729/2004 

Brazil, Câmara dos Deputados and Senado Federal. 2016. “Emenda Constitucional No – 
95.” Diário Oficial da União (DOU) Nº 241, December 16, 2016, pp. 2-3. 
http://pesquisa.in.gov.br/imprensa/jsp/visualiza/index.jsp?jornal=1&pagina=2&d
ata=16/12/2016 

Brazil, CIMC (Comitê Interministerial sobre Mudança do Clima). 2008. Plano Nacional 
sobre Mudança do Clima – PNMC -- Brasil. (Brasília, DF, Brazil: Ministério do 
Meio Ambiente). 129 pp. 
http://www.mma.gov.br/estruturas/imprensa/_arquivos/96_01122008060233.pdf 

Brazil, ELETROBRÁS (Centrais Elétricas Brasileiras S/A). 1987. Plano 2010: 
Relatório Geral. Plano Nacional de Energia Elétrica 1987/2010 (Dezembro de 
1987). (Brasília, DF, Brazil: ELETROBRÁS), 269 pp. 

Brazil, ELETRONORTE (Centrais Elétricas do Norte do Brasil). 1988. Aproveitamento 
Hidrelétrico de Cachoeira Porteira. Relatório de Impacto Ambiental – RIMA. 
(Brasília, DF, Brazil: ELETRONORTE), 2 vols. 

Brazil, EPE (Empresa de Pesquisa Energética). 2017. Plano Decenal de Expansão de 
Energia 2026. (Brasília, DF, Brazil: Ministério de Minas e Energia, EPE), 2 
vols. http://www.epe.gov.br/pde/Paginas/default.aspx 

Brazil, IBAMA (Instituto Brasileiro do Meio Ambiente e dos Recursos Naturais 
Renováveis). 2009. Parecer Técnico No. 114/2009 – 
COHID/CGENE/DILIC/IBAMA, de 23/11/2009, Assunto: AHE Belo Monte. 
Ref: Análise técnica do Estudo de Impacto Ambiental do Aproveitamento 
Hidrelétrico Belo Monte, processo n° 02001.001848/2006-75. (Brasília, DF, 
Brazil: IBAMA), 345 pp. http://www.ibama.gov.br/licenciamento/index.php 

Brazil, IBAMA (Instituto Brasileiro do Meio Ambiente e dos Recursos Naturais 
Renováveis). 2010. Parecer Técnico No. 06/2010-
COHID/CGENE/DILIC/IBAMA de 26 de janeiro de 2010. Assunto: Análise 
técnica das complementações solicitadas no Parecer nº 114/2009, referente ao 
Aproveitamento Hidrelétrico Belo Monte, processo n° 02001.001848/2006-75. ) 
Brasília, DF, Brazil: IBAMA), 21 pp. 
http://www.ibama.gov.br/licenciamento/index.php 

Brazil, IBAMA (Instituto Brasileiro do Meio Ambiente e dos Recursos Naturais 
Renováveis). 2017. Parecer Técnico nº 93/2017-COHID/CGTEF/DILIC; 
Número do Processo: 02001.004420/2007-65; Interessado: EMPRESA DE 
ENERGIA SÃO MANOEL S.A. (Brasília, DF, Brazil: IBAMA), 132 pp. 



16 
 

http://philip.inpa.gov.br/publ_livres/Dossie/S_Manoel/Docs_of/Parecer%2093_I
BAMA_LO%20São%20Manoel_25ago2017.pdf 

Brazil, MME (Ministério de Minas e Energia). 2017. Plano Decenal de Expansão de 
Energia 2026. (Brasília, DF, Brazil: MME, Empresa de Pesquisa Energética -
EPE). 2 vols. http://www.epe.gov.br/pde/Paginas/default.aspx 

Brazil, MP (Ministério do Planejamento). 2017. “Hidrelétricos - Marabá - MA PA TO.” 
PAC (Programa de Aceleração do Crescimento), June 30, 2017. 
http://www.pac.gov.br/obra/8417 

Brazil, MT (Ministério dos Transportes). 2010. Diretrizes da política nacional de 
transporte hidroviário. (Brasília, DF, Brazil: MT, Secretaria de Política Nacional 
de Transportes). 
http://www2.transportes.gov.br/Modal/Hidroviario/PNHidroviario.pdf  

Brazil, PR (Presidência da República). 1964. Lei nº 4.348, de 26 de junho de 1964. 
Estabelece normas processuais relativas a mandado de segurança. (Brasília, DF, 
Brazil: PR). https://arisp.files.wordpress.com/2008/12/boletim-ago-fev-1964-
65_lei-n-4-348.pdf  

Brazil, PR (Presidência da Republica). 1988. Constituição da República Federativa do 
Brasil de 1988. (Brasília, DF, Brazil: PR). 
http://www.planalto.gov.br/ccivil_03/constituicao/constituicaocompilado.htm 

Brazil, PR (Presidência da República). 1992. Lei nº 8.437, de 30 de junho de 1992. 
Dispõe sobre a concessão de medidas cautelares contra atos do poder público e 
dá outras providências. (Brasília, DF, Brazil: PR). 
http://legislacao.planalto.gov.br/legisla/legislacao.nsf/Viw_Identificacao/lei%20
8.437-1992?OpenDocument  

Brazil, PR (Presidência da Republica). 2004. Decreto No 5.051, de 19 de abril de 2004, 
(Brasília, DF, Brazil: PR). http://www.planalto.gov.br/ccivil_03/_ato2004-
2006/2004/decreto/d5051.htm 

Brazil, PR (Presidência da República). 2009. Lei nº12.016, de 07 de agosto de 2009. 
Disciplina o mandado de segurança individual e coletivo e dá outras 
providências. (Brasília, DF, Brazil: PR). 
http://www.planalto.gov.br/ccivil_03/_ato2007-2010/2009/lei/l12016.htm  

Brazil, PR (Presidência da República). 2016. Lei Nº 13.334, de 13 de Setembro de 
2016. Cria o Programa de Parcerias de Investimentos - PPI; altera a Lei nº 
10.683, de 28 de maio de 2003, e dá outras providências. (Brasília, DF, Brazil: 
Câmara dos Deputados). http://www.planalto.gov.br/ccivil_03/_ato2015-
2018/2016/lei/L13334.htm  

Brazil, Senado Federal. 2015. Texto Final Projeto de Lei do Senado Nº 654, de 2015. 
(Brasília, DF, Brazil: Senado Federal). 
http://legis.senado.leg.br/mateweb/arquivos/mate-pdf/183980.pdf 

Brazil, Senado Federal. 2016. Proposta de Emenda à Constituição Nº..., de 2012. 
(Brasília, DF, Brazil: Senado Federal). 
http://www.senado.leg.br/atividade/rotinas/materia/getTexto.asp?t=120446&c=
RTF&tp=1 

Britto, A. 2012. Medida Cautelar na Reclamação 14.404 Distrito Federal. 
http://www.stf.jus.br/arquivo/cms/noticiaNoticiaStf/anexo/rcl14404.pdf 

Carvalho, D., A. Boldrini, G. Uribe, B. Boghossian, M. Dias and M. Prado. 2017. “Em 
véspera de votação, Temer afaga ruralistas e baixo clero.” Folha de São Paulo, 
August 2, 2017. http://amazonia.org.br/2017/08/em-vespera-de-votacao-temer-
afaga-ruralistas-e-baixo-clero/ 



17 
 

Chagas, P.V. 2017. “Após veto, governo envia ao Congresso novo projeto que reduz 
floresta no Pará.” Amazonia.org.br, July 15, 2017. 
http://amazonia.org.br/2017/07/apos-veto-governo-envia-ao-congresso-novo-
projeto-que-reduz-floresta-no-para/ 

Congresso em Foco. 2011. “Veja como os deputados votaram o Código Florestal.” 
Congresso em Foco, May 24, 2011. 
http://congressoemfoco.uol.com.br/noticias/veja-como-os-deputados-votaram-o-
codigo-florestal/ 

Costa, R.N.A. 2007. Viabilidades Térmica, Económica e de Materiais de um Sistema 
Solar de Aquecimento de Água a Baixo Custo para Fins Residenciais. Masters 
dissertation in mechanical engineering (Natal, RN, Brazil: Universidade Federal 
de Rio Grande do Norte). 77 pp. 
http://bdtd.bczm.ufrn.br/tedesimplificado//tde_arquivos/10/TDE-2008-02-
21T011110Z-1119/Publico/RaimundoNAC.pdf. 

CPISP (Comissão Pró-Índio de São Paulo). 2014. Estudos das hidrelétricas no Rio 
Trombetas são retomados sem consulta prévia. CPISP, August 24, 2014. 
http://comissaoproindio.blogspot.com.br/2014/08/estudos-das-hidroeletricas-no-
rio.html 

de Araújo, S.M.V.G. 2016. Despacho 02001.018080/2016-41 Gabinete da 
Presidência/IBAMA. Assunto: Processo nº 02001.003643/2009-77- AHE São 
Luiz do Tapajós. August 4, 2016. (Brasília, DF, Brazil: IBAMA). 
http://www.mpf.mp.br/pa/sala-de-imprensa/documentos/2016/arquivamento.pdf 

Deberdt, G., I. Teixeira, L.M.M. Lima, M.B. Campos, R.B. Choueri, R. Koblitz, S.R. 
Franco and V.L.S. Abreu. 2007. Parecer Técnico No. 014/2007 – 
FCOHID/CGENE/DILIC/IBAMA. (Brasília, DF, Brazil: Instituto Brasileiro do 
Meio Ambiente e dos Recursos Naturais Renováveis-IBAMA), 121 pp. 
Available at: 
http://philip.inpa.gov.br/publ_livres/Dossie/Mad/Documentos%20Oficiais/Made
iraparecer.pdf 

de Sousa Júnior, W.C., ed. 2014. Tapajós: Hidrelétricas, Infraestrutura e Caos. (São 
José dos Campos, SP, Brazil: Instituto Tecnológico de Aeronáutica-ITA), 192 
pp. http://www.riosvivos.org.br/arquivos/site_noticias_2134831519.pdf  

de Sousa Júnior, W.C. and J. Reid, 2010. “Uncertainties in Amazon hydropower 
development: Risk scenarios and environmental issues around the Belo Monte 
dam.” Water Alternatives 3, no. 2: 249-268. http://www.water-
alternatives.org/index.php/volume3/v3issue2/92-a3-2-15/file 

de Sousa Júnior, W.C., J. Reid and N.C.S. Leitão. 2006. Custos e Benefícios do 
Complexo Hidrelétrico Belo Monte: Uma Abordagem Econômico-Ambiental. 
(Lagoa Santa, MG, Brazil: Conservation Strategy Fund-CSF), 90 pp. 
http://conservation-strategy.org/sites/default/files/field-
file/4_Belo_Monte_Dam_Report_mar2006.pdf 

Dias, M. and J. Wiziack. 2018. “Sem dinheiro na Eletrobrás, apagão vai ser inevitável.” 
Folha de São Paulo, April 13, 2018, p. 17. 
https://www1.folha.uol.com.br/mercado/2018/04/sem-dinheiro-na-eletrobras-
apagao-vai-ser-inevitavel-diz-moreira-franco.shtml 

do Amaral, D. 2016. “Anexo 07 Belo Monte.” In: Termo de acordo de colaboração 
premiada. Petição 5952 - 22/02/2016. (Brasília, DF, Brazil: Supremo Tribunal 
Federal), pp. 69-70. 
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0BzuqMfbpwX4wYVJlak1qdmIyWUE/view  



18 
 

Eisemberg, C.C., V.C.D. Bernardes, R.A.M. Balestra, M.B.O. Silva and R.C. Vogt. 
2016. Eventos climáticos extremos relacionados ao ENSO e o sucesso 
reprodutivo da tartaruga-da-amazônia (Podocnemis expansa) na Reserva 
Biológica do Rio Trombetas. Relatório preparado para o Instituto Chico Mendes 
de Conservação da Biodiversidade (ICMBio). (Manaus, AM, Brazil: Instituto 
Nacional de Pesquisas da Amazônia-INPA), 20 pp. 
https://doi.org/10.13140/RG.2.2.12142.20806 

Falcão, M. 2015. “STF proíbe doações de empresas para campanhas eleitorais e 
partidos.” Folha de São Paulo, September 17, 2015. 
http://www1.folha.uol.com.br/poder/2015/09/1683012-stf-proibe-doacoes-de-
empresas-para-campanhas-eleitorais-e-partidos.shtml?loggedpaywall 

Farias, E. 2014. “Hidrelétricas no rio Trombetas preocupam quilombolas e indígenas do 
Pará.” Amazônia Real, April 21, 2014. http://amazoniareal.com.br/hidreletricas-
no-rio-trombetas-preocupam-quilombolas-e-indigenas-do-para/ 

Fearnside, P.M. 1989. “Brazil's Balbina Dam: Environment versus the legacy of the 
pharaohs in Amazonia.” Environmental Management 13, no. 4: 401-423. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01867675 

Fearnside, P.M. 1995. “Hydroelectric dams in the Brazilian Amazon as sources of 
'greenhouse' gases.” Environmental Conservation 22, no. 1: 7-19. 
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0376892900034020 

Fearnside, P.M. 1999. Social impacts of Brazil's Tucuruí Dam. Environmental 
Management 24, no. 4: 483-495. https://doi.org/10.1007/s002679900248 

Fearnside, P.M. 2001. “Environmental impacts of Brazil's Tucuruí Dam: Unlearned 
lessons for hydroelectric development in Amazonia.” Environmental 
Management 27 no. 3: 377-396. https://doi.org/10.1007/s002670010156 

Fearnside, P.M. 2005a. “Brazil's Samuel Dam: Lessons for hydroelectric development 
policy and the environment in Amazonia.” Environmental Management 35(1): 
1-19. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00267-004-0100-3 

Fearnside, P.M. 2005b. “Indigenous peoples as providers of environmental services in 
Amazonia: Warning signs from Mato Grosso.” in A. Hall, ed., Global Impact, 
Local Action: New Environmental Policy in Latin America, (London: University 
of London, School of Advanced Studies, Institute for the Study of the 
Americas), pp. 187-198. 

Fearnside, P.M. 2006. “Dams in the Amazon: Belo Monte and Brazil’s Hydroelectric 
Development of the Xingu River Basin.” Environmental Management 38, no. 1: 
16-27. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00267-005-00113-6.  

Fearnside, P.M. 2012. “Belo Monte Dam: A spearhead for Brazil’s dam building attack 
on Amazonia?” GWF Discussion Paper 1210, (Canberra, Australia: Global 
Water Forum), 6 pp. http://www.globalwaterforum.org/wp-
content/uploads/2012/04/Belo-Monte-Dam-A-spearhead-for-Brazils-dam-
building-attack-on-Amazonia_-GWF-1210.pdf  

Fearnside, P.M. 2013. “Decision-making on Amazon dams: Politics trumps uncertainty 
in the Madeira River sediments controversy.” Water Alternatives 6, no. 2: 313-
325. http://www.water-
alternatives.org/index.php/alldoc/articles/vol6/v6issue2/218-a6-2-15/file 

Fearnside, P.M. 2014a. “Impacts of Brazil's Madeira River dams: Unlearned lessons for 
hydroelectric development in Amazonia.” Environmental Science & Policy 38: 
164-172. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2013.11.004. 



19 
 

Fearnside, P.M. 2014b. “As barragens e as inundações no rio Madeira.” Ciência Hoje 
53, no. 314: 56-57. http://cienciahoje.uol.com.br/revista-ch/2014/314/barragens-
e-inundacoes-no-rio-madeira 

Fearnside, P.M. 2014c. “Brazil’s Madeira River dams: A setback for environmental 
policy in Amazonian development.” Water Alternatives 7, no.1: 156-169. 
http://www.water-alternatives.org/index.php/alldoc/articles/vol7/v7issue1/244-
a7-1-15/file 

Fearnside, P.M. 2015a. “As barragens do rio Madeira como espada de Dâmocles.” 
Amazônia Real, December 14 & 21, 2015. http://amazoniareal.com.br/as-
barragens-do-rio-madeira-como-espada-de-damocles-1-mudancas-nas-
enchentes/; http://amazoniareal.com.br/as-barragens-do-rio-madeira-como-
espada-de-damocles-2-o-risco-para-porto-velho/ 

Fearnside, P.M. 2015b. “Brazil’s São Luiz do Tapajós Dam: The art of cosmetic 
environmental impact assessments.” Water Alternatives 8, no. 3: 373-396. 
http://www.water-alternatives.org/index.php/alldoc/articles/vol8/v8issue3/297-
a8-3-5/file 

Fearnside, P.M. 2015c. Amazon dams and waterways: Brazil’s Tapajós Basin plans. 
Ambio 44, no. 5: 426-439. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13280-015-0642-z 

Fearnside, P.M. 2016a. “Environmental and social impacts of hydroelectric dams in 
Brazilian Amazonia: Implications for the aluminum industry.” World 
Development 77: 48-65. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2015.08.015  

Fearnside, P.M. 2016b. “A Hidrelétrica de São Luiz do Tapajós: 22 – Pós-escrito.” 
Amazônia Real, December 12, 2016. http://amazoniareal.com.br/hidreletrica-de-
sao-luiz-do-tapajos-22-pos-escrito/ 

Fearnside, P.M. 2016c. Brazilian politics threaten environmental policies. Science 353: 
746-748. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aag0254 

Fearnside, P.M. 2017a. “Belo Monte: Actors and arguments in the struggle over Brazil’s 
most controversial Amazonian dam.” Die Erde 148, no. 1: 14-26 
https://doi.org/10.12854/erde-148-27 

Fearnside, P.M. 2017b. “Brazil’s Belo Monte Dam: Lessons of an Amazonian resource 
struggle.” Die Erde 148, nos. 2-3: 167-184. https://doi.org/10.12854/erde-148-26 

Fearnside, P.M. 2017c. “Planned disinformation: The example of the Belo Monte Dam 
as a source of greenhouse gases.” in L.-R. Issberner and P. Lena, eds., Brazil in 
the Anthropocene: Conflicts between Predatory Development and 
Environmental Policies. (New York: Routledge), pp. 125-142. 

Fearnside, P.M. 2017d. “Dams with big reservoirs: Brazil’s hydroelectric plans threaten 
its Paris climate commitments.” The Globalist, January 29, 2017. 
http://www.theglobalist.com/dams-climate-change-global-warming-brazil-paris-
agreement/ 

Fearnside, P.M. 2017e. “Amazon dam defeats Brazil’s environment agency.” 
Mongabay, September 20, 2017. https://news.mongabay.com/2017/09/amazon-
dam-defeats-brazils-environment-agency-commentary/ 

Fearnside, P.M. 2017f. “Environmental nightmare for the Amazon.” Alert, August 22, 
2017. http://alert-conservation.org/issues-research-
highlights/2017/8/22/environmental-nightmare-for-the-amazon 

Fearnside, P.M. 2017g. “Indigenous lands at risk, as Amazon sellout by Brazil’s Temer 
continues.” Mongabay, November 6, 2017. 
https://news.mongabay.com/2017/11/indigenous-lands-at-risk-as-amazon-
sellout-by-brazils-temer-continues-commentary/ 



20 
 

Fearnside, P.M. 2018a. “Challenges for sustainable development in Brazilian 
Amazonia.” Sustainable Development 26(2): 141-149. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/sd.1725  

Fearnside, P.M. 2018b. “Possível mudança na política sobre barragens amazônicas.” 
Amazônia Real, January 9, 2018. http://amazoniareal.com.br/possivel-mudanca-
na-politica-sobre-barragens-amazonicas/ 

Fearnside, P.M. and J. Ferraz. 1995. “A conservation gap analysis of Brazil's 
Amazonian vegetation.” Conservation Biology 9, no. 5: 1134-1147. 
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1523-1739.1995.9051134.x 

Fearnside, P.M. and A.M.R. Figueiredo. 2016. “China’s influence on deforestation in 
Brazilian Amazonia: A growing force in the state of Mato Grosso.” in R. Ray, 
K. Gallagher, A. López and C. Sanborn, eds., China and Sustainable 
Development in Latin America: The Social and Environmental Dimension (New 
York: Anthem Press), pp. 229-265. 

Fearnside, P.M. and T.E. Lovejoy. 2017. „Political attack on Amazonian protected 
areas.” Alert, April 20, 2017. http://alert-conservation.org/issues-research-
highlights/2017/4/20/political-attack-on-amazonian-protected-areas 

Folha de São Paulo. 2013. “As margens da usina de Tucuruí, 12 mil famílias vivem 
sem energia.” Folha de São Paulo, January 7, 2013, p. A-1. 

Forest Comunicações. 2016. “Trailer do documentário ‘O Complexo’”. YouTube, 
September 9, 2016. https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1r53-axzV10 

Francis, T. 2017. “Delação da Odebrecht aponta irregularidades na construção das 
hidrelétricas do Madeira.” G1, June 24, 2017. 
http://g1.globo.com/ro/rondonia/noticia/delacao-da-odebrecht-aponta-
irregularidades-na-construcao-das-hidreletricas-do-madeira.ghtml 

Gama, P. 2013. “Maiores doadores somam gasto de R$1 bi desde 2002. Construtores e 
bancos são principais financiadores de campanhas eleitorais.” Folha de São 
Paulo, January 21, 2013. p. A-6. http://www1.folha.uol.com.br/fsp/poder/89730-
maiores-doadoras-somam-gasto-de-r-1-bi-desde-2002.shtml 

Hirata, T. 2017. “Sete em cada dez brasileiros são contra as privatizações.” Folha de 
São Paulo, December 26, 2017, p. A-11. 
http://www1.folha.uol.com.br/mercado/2017/12/1945999-sete-em-cada-dez-
brasileiros-sao-contra-as-privatizacoes.shtml 

Hirata, T. 2018. “Custo socioambiental sobe e trava novas hidrelétricas.” Folha de São 
Paulo, January 9, 2018, p. A-4. 
http://www1.folha.uol.com.br/mercado/2018/01/1948976-custo-ambiental-
cresce-e-potencial-para-novas-hidreletricas-chega-ao-fim.shtml 

ILO (International Labor Organization). 1989. C169 - Indigenous and Tribal Peoples 
Convention, 1989 (No. 169). (Geneva, Switzerland: ILO). 
http://www.ilo.org/dyn/normlex/en/f?p=normlexpub:12100:0::no::p12100_ilo_c
ode:c169 

International Rivers. 2012a. “Supreme court judge overturns suspension of Belo Monte 
Dam.” International Rivers, August 28, 2012. 
http://www.internationalrivers.org/resources/supreme-court-judge-overturns-
suspension-of-belo-monte-dam-7656 

International Rivers. 2012b. “Belo Monte Justice Now! Legal Campaign.” International 
Rivers, November 6, 2012. https://www.internationalrivers.org/resources/belo-
monte-justice-now-legal-campaign-7716  

International Rivers. 2018. “Era of mega hydropower in Brazilian Amazon appears to 
be ending.” International Rivers, January 4, 2018. 



21 
 

https://www.internationalrivers.org/resources/press-release-era-of-mega-
hydropower-in-brazilian-amazon-appears-to-be-over-16588 

ISA (Instituto Socioambiental). 2015. Impactos da PEC 215/200 sobre os povos 
indígenas, populações tradicionais e o meio ambiente. (Brasília, DF, Brazil: 
ISA), 52 pp. 
https://www.socioambiental.org/sites/blog.socioambiental.org/files/nsa/arquivos/
isa_relatoriopec215-set2015.pdf 

ISA (Instituto Socioambiental). 2016. “Dilma veta energias renováveis não hidráulicas 
no Plano Plurianual.” Notícias Socioambientais, 21 January 2016. 
http://www.socioambiental.org/pt-br/noticias-socioambientais/dilma-veta-
energias-renovaveis-nao-hidraulicas-no-plano-plurianual 

Leitão, M. 2010. “Belo Monte’s Avatar.” International Rivers, June 24, 2010. 
https://www.internationalrivers.org/resources/belo-monte%E2%80%99s-avatar-
2762 

Lima, F. and L. Vettorazzo. 2018. “BNDES avisa não ter dinheiro para atender todos os 
pedidos da União.” Folha de São Paulo, January 12, 2018, p. A-17. 
http://www1.folha.uol.com.br/mercado/2018/01/1949906-bndes-avisa-nao-ter-
dinheiro-para-atender-todos-os-pedidos-da-uniao.shtml 

Lopes, R.J. 2011. “Datafolha indica que 80% rejeitam corte de proteção a matas.”Folha 
de São Paulo, June 13, 2011. http://www1.folha.uol.com.br/ambiente/929142-
datafolha-indica-que-80-rejeitam-corte-de-protecao-a-matas.shtml 

Magalhães, S.B., E. Castro and R. Britto, eds. 1996. Energia na Amazônia - Avaliação e 
Perspectivas Sócio-Ambientais. (Belém, PA, Brazil: Museu Paraense Emílio 
Goeldi-MPEG, Universidade Federal do Pará-UFPA and Associação de 
Universidades Amazônicas-UNAMAZ), 2 vols., 966 pp.  

Magalhães, S.B. and M.C. da Cunha, eds. 2017. A expulsão de Ribeirinhos em Belo 
Monte: Relatório da SBPC. (São Paulo, SP, Brazuk: Sociedade Brasileira para o 
Progresso da Ciência-SBPC), 448 pp. 
http://portal.sbpcnet.org.br/livro/belomonte.pdf 

Margulis, S. and N. Untersell. 2017. “Shaping up Brazil’s long-term development 
considering climate change impacts.” in L.-R. Issberner and P. Lena, eds., Brazil 
in the Anthropocene: Conflicts between Predatory Development and 
Environmental Policies. (New York: Routledge), pp. 220-241. 

Milanez, F. 2016. “Zé Claudio e Maria: justiça histórica.” Carta Capital, December 12, 
2016. https://www.cartacapital.com.br/sociedade/ze-claudio-e-maria-justica-
historica  

Miotto, K. 2011. Norte Energia inicia obras de Belo Monte. OEco, March 9, 2011. 
http://www.oeco.com.br/salada-verde/24867-norte-energia-inicia-obras-de-belo-
monte 

Nepstad, D.C., S. Schwartzman, B. Bamberger, M. Santilli, D. Ray, P. Schlesinger, R. 
Lefebvre, A. Alencar, E. Prinz, G. Fiske and A Rolla. 2006. “Inhibition of 
Amazon deforestation and fire by parks and indigenous lands.” Conservation 
Biology 20: 65-73. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2006.00351.x 

Nitta, R. and L.N. Naka, eds. 2015. Barragens do rio Tapajós: Uma avaliação crítica 
do Estudo e Relatório de Impacto Ambiental (EIA/RIMA) do Aproveitamento 
Hidrelétrico São Luiz do Tapajós. (São Paulo, SP, Brazil: Greenpeace Brasil). 
99 pp. http://greenpeace.org.br/tapajos/docs/analise-eia-rima.pdf 

Nogueira, E.M., A.M. Yanai, S.S. Vasconcelos, P.M.L.A. Graça and P.M. Fearnside. 
2018a. “Brazil’s Amazonian protected areas as a bulwark against regional 



22 
 

climate change.” Regional Environmental Change 18, no. 2: 573-579. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10113-017-1209-2  

Nogueira E.M., A.M. Yanai, S.S. Vasconcelos. P.M.L.A. Graça and P.M. Fearnside. 
2018b. “Carbon stocks and losses to deforestation in protected areas in Brazilian 
Amazonia.” Regional Environmental Change 18, no. 1: 261-270. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10113-017-1198-1  

Nunes, F. and V. Neder. 2016. “Eletrobrás quer retomar projeto de megahidrelétrica no 
Tapajós.” O Estado de São Paulo, December 1, 2016. 
http://economia.estadao.com.br/noticias/geral,eletrobras-quer-retomar-projeto-
de-megahidreletrica-no-tapajos,10000092046 

Palmquist, H. 2014. “Usina Teles Pires: Justiça ordena parar e governo federal libera 
operação, com base em suspensão de segurança.” Ponte, November 27, 2014. 
http://ponte.org/usina-teles-pires-justica-ordena-parar-e-governo-federal-libera-
operacao-com-base-em-suspensao-de-seguranca/ 

Peres, C. 2012. “Ayres Britto acata pedido da AGU e obras de Belo Monte são 
retomadas.” Instituto Socioambiental (ISA), August 28, 2012. http://site-
antigo.socioambiental.org/nsa/detalhe?id=3656 

Pinto, L.F. 2003. “Corrigida, começa a terceira versão da usina de Belo Monte.” Jornal 
Pessoal, November 28, 2003. Available at: 
http://philip.inpa.gov.br/publ_livres/Dossie/BM/Outros/Lúcio_Flávio_Pinto-
Belo_Monte-terceira_versao.pdf 

Prado, A.P., S. Athayde, J. Mossa, S. Bohlman, F. Leite and A. Oliver-Smith. 2016. 
“How much is enough? An integrated examination of energy security, economic 
growth and climate change related to hydropower expansion in Brazil.” 
Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews 53: 1132-1136. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2015.09.050 

Reese, G. and L. Jacob. 2015. “Principles of environmental justice and pro-
environmental action: A two-step process model of moral anger and 
responsibility to act.” Environmental Science & Policy 51: 88–94. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2015.03.011 

Reuters. 2018. Liminar põe em risco prazo de privatização da Eletrobrás; governo vai 
recorrer. Reuters, January 11, 2018. 
https://br.reuters.com/article/topNews/idBRKBN1F02FQ-OBRTP 

Rey, O. 2012. “Um olhar para as grandes perdas de energia nos sistema de transmissão 
elétrico brasileiro.” in P.F. Moreira, ed., Setor Elétrico Brasileiro e a 
Sustentabilidade no Século 21: Oportunidades e Desafios. 2a ed. (Brasília, DF, 
Brazil: Rios Internacionais), pp. 40-44. 
http://www.internationalrivers.org/node/7525 

Rodrigues, F.S. and R. Ribeiro Junior. 2010. “Construção do AHE Marabá: Uma 
abordagem sobre opções de desenvolvimento e o seu planejamento.” III 
Encontro Latinoamericano de Ciências Sociais e Barragens. (Belém, PA, Brazil: 
Universidade Federal do Pará-UFPA). 
http://www.ecsbarragens.ufpa.br/site/cd/ARQUIVOS/GT6-42-109-
20101111185313.pdf 

Rodrigues, R.A. and P.M. Fearnside. 2014. “Índios Waimiri-Atroari impactados por 
tutela privada na Amazônia Central.” Novos Cadernos NAEA 17, no. 1: 47-73. 
https://doi.org/10.5801/ncn.v17i1.1427 

Rojas, B. and B. Millikan. 2014. “El BNDES y el complejo hidroeléctrico Belo Monte.” 
pp. 33-47. In: I.C. Carillo, ed. Casos Paradigmáticos: De inversión del Banco 
Nacional de Desarrollo Económico y Social de Brasil (BNDES) en Sur América. 



23 
 

Necesidad y oportunidad para mejorar políticas. (Lima, Peru: Derecho, 
Ambiente y Recursos Naturales-DAR). 
https://www.internationalrivers.org/files/attached-
files/137_casos_paradigmaticos.pdf  

Sanson, C. 2012. “Movimentos sociais repudiam Medida Provisória que diminui áreas 
protegidas na Amazônia.” Instituto Humanitas Unisinos (IHU) Notícias. May 
31, 2012. http://www.ihu.unisinos.br/noticias/510033-movimentos-sociais-e-
organizacoesda-sociedade-civil-lancam-carta-de-repudio-a-medida-
provisoriaque-diminui-areas-protegidas-na-amazonia 

Schlosberg, D. 2007, Defining Environmental Justice: Theories, Movements, and 
Nature. (New York: Oxford University Press). 256 pp. 

Schlosberg, D. 2013. “Theorising environmental justice: the expanding sphere of a 
discourse.” Environmental Politics 22, no. 1: 37–55. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/09644016.2013.755387 

Schlosberg, D. and D. Carruthers. 2010. “Indigenous struggles, environmental justice, 
and community capabilities.” Global Environmental Politics 10, no. 4: 12- 35. 
https://doi.org/10.1162/GLEP_a_00029  

Sevá Filho, A.O. 1990. “Works on the great bend of the Xingu--A historic trauma?” In: 
Santos, L.A.O. and L.M.M. de Andrade, eds., Hydroelectric Dams on Brazil's 
Xingu River and Indigenous Peoples. Cultural Survival Report 30. (Cambridge, 
MA, U.S.A.: Cultural Survival), pp. 19-41. 

Sevá Filho, A.O. 2014. “Profanação hidrelétrica de Btyre/Xingu. Fios condutores e 
armadilhas (até setembro de 2012).” in de Oliveira, J.P. and C. Cohn, eds., Belo 
Monte e a Questão Indígena. (Brasília, DF, Brazil: Associação Brasileira de 
Antropologia-ABA), pp. 170-205. http://www.abant.org.br/file?id=1381 

Silva, H.S. 2012. “Vídeo mostra momento do confronto entre PF e índios.” You Tube, 
November 9, 2012. https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3KF-aG30khg 

Silva, E.F. and A.M. Santos. 2017. “O caso Belo Monte: Desenvolvimento humano de 
povos indígenas e tecnopolítica de geração de energia.” Espaço Jurídico Journal 
of Law 18, no. 1: 243-276. https://doi.org/10.18593/ejjl.v18i1.13105 

Sorribas, M.V., R.C.D. Paiva, J.M. Melack, J.M. Bravo, C. Jones, L. Carvalho, E. 
Beighley, B. Forsberg and M.H. Costa. 2016. “Projections of climate change 
effects on discharge and inundation in the Amazon basin.” Climatic Change 136, 
no. 3: 555-570. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-016-1640-2 

Sposati, R. 2012. “Por que a Polícia Federal matou Adenilson Munduruku?” Brasil de 
Fato, November 28, 2012. https://www.brasildefato.com.br/node/11236/ 

Stickler, C.M., M.T. Coe, M.H. Costa, D.C. Nepstad, D.G. McGrath, L.C. Dias, H.O. 
Rodrigues and B.S. Soares-Filho. 2013. Dependence of hydropower energy 
generation on forests in the Amazon Basin at local and regional scales. 
Proceedings of the National Academy of Science USA 110: 9601–9606. 
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1215331110 

Switkes, G. 2001. “Leader of movement to stop Amazon dam murdered.” World Rivers 
Review 16, no. 5: 13. https://www.internationalrivers.org/files/attached-
files/wrr.v16.n5.pdf 

Teixeira, M.G.C. 1996. Energy Policy in Latin America: Social and Environmental 
Dimensions of Hydropower in Amazonia. (Aldershot, UK: Ashgate). 348 pp. 

Toledo, M. 2016. “Após 5 meses, corpo de ativista é achado em lago de usina em RO.” 
Folha de São Paulo, June 25, 2016, p. A-8. 
http://www1.folha.uol.com.br/poder/2016/06/1784814-apos-5-meses-corpo-de-
ativista-e-achado-em-lago-da-usina-jirau-ro.shtml 



24 
 

Ventura, M. 2018. “Fase de grandes hidrelétricas chega ao fim.” O Globo, January 2, 
2018. https://oglobo.globo.com/economia/fase-de-grandes-hidreletricas-chega-
ao-fim-22245669 

Villas-Bôas, A., B.R. Garzón, C. Reis, L. Amorim and L. Leite. 2015. Dossiê Belo 
Monte: Não Há Condições para a Licença de Operação. (Brasília, DF, Brazil: 
Instituto Socioambiental-ISA), 55 pp. http://t.co/zjnVPhPecW 

Vitel, C.S.M.N., P.M. Fearnside and P.M.L.A. Graça. 2009. “Análise da inibição do 
desmatamento pelas áreas protegidas na parte Sudoeste do Arco de 
desmatamento.” in J.C.N. Epiphanio and L.S. Galvão, eds., Anais XIV Simpósio 
Brasileiro de Sensoriamento Remoto, Natal, Brasil 2009. (São José dos Campos, 
SP, Brazil: Instituto Nacional de Pesquisas Espaciais-INPE), pp. 6377-6384. 
http://marte.sid.inpe.br/col/dpi.inpe.br/sbsr%4080/2008/11.13.14.42/doc/6377-
6384.pdf 

Vitel, C.S.M.N., G.C. Carrero, M.C. Cenamo, M. Leroy, P.M.L.A. Graça and P.M. 
Fearnside. 2013. “Land-use change modeling in a Brazilian indigenous reserve: 
Construction a reference scenario for the Suruí REDD project.” Human Ecology 
41, no. 6: 807-826. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10745-013-9613-9 

Zucco, C. and B. Lauderdale. 2011. “Distinguishing between influences on Brazilian 
legislative behavior.” Legislative Studies Quarterly 36, no. 3: 363-396. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1939-9162.2011.00019.x 

 
Figure Legend 
 
Figure 1: Brazil’s Legal Amazon region and locations mentioned in the text. Existing 

dams: (1) Balbina, (2) Santo Antônio, (3) Jirau, (4) Belo Monte, (5) São Manoel, 
(6) Teles Pires, (7) Samuel. Planned dams: (8) Cachoeira Ribeirão, (9) 
Cachoeira Porteira, (10) Babaquara/Altamira, (11) São Luiz do Tapajós, (12) 
Jatobá, (13) Chacorão, (14) Marabá. 
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