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The report looked at
existing monitoring systems
and databases concerning:

• Forests – deforestation,
degradation, trade
• Human Rights – community
tenure rights, forced labour, child
labour and environmental health
and safety impacts

Deforestation monitoring
Conclusion

In Brazil there are sufficient data sources for the EU to
monitor deforestation across the country.
Data:
• Many tools and datasets, some run by the Government and others by nongovernmental organisations (NGOs) to monitor deforestation and wider land
use in Brazil.
• Some only focus on the Amazon, others on the Cerrado or Brazil as a whole.
• Some are real time monitoring, while others produce annual or bi-annual
reports, reflecting different purposes and levels of resolution.
• Users must often triangulate between data sources and statistics on the
drivers of deforestation to understand the processes at work.

Deforestation
monitoring
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Human Rights Monitoring
Conclusions – Land Tenure
Conclusion:
There is no one-stop online database to cross reference agricultural
expansion with land use conflicts. Several different databases would
be required, and lack of geolocation makes them difficult to use.

Data:
• Several datasets document land tenure and one database
documents land conflicts.
• There are also academic and other initiatives that overlay the land
registry (CAR) and deforestation data with Indigenous territories and
protected areas, e.g., the Terra Brasilis (from INPE) dashboard.

Human Rights Monitoring

Conclusions – Forced Child Labour
Conclusion:
It is possible for an EU company to assess whether there is forced
labour in a Brazilian supply chain, but child labour is more difficult.

Data sets:
Forced Labour
• The Government’s ‘Radar Statistics and Information’ Dashboard of
Labour Inspection in Brazil
• Registry of Offending Employers, known as the Dirty List
Child Labour
• The Observatory keeps track of whether there is a local instance of
child labour

The EU Regulation on deforestation-free
products should:
• Provide disaggregated customs data for all forest risk commodities and where relevant
the tax codes.
• Require companies and countries to map all existing concessions and allow these to be
linked with ownership data.
• Support jurisdictional initiatives to clarify and regularise land use to ensure recognition
of local communities’ and Indigenous Peoples’ customary tenure rights.

The Forest
Observatory
should:
(1/2)

• Build on available data. If there is an official data source
(e.g., INPE) it should be used.
• Work in close cooperation with local NGOs, academics and
governments to understand the data. Ground truthing is
important.
• Harmonise and align existing datasets where possible.
● Go beyond crude national-level monitoring by asking
countries to calculate and report sustainability risks at a
subnational (e.g., State) level.
● Be the “go to” point for information for independent
observers and those involved in implementing and
enforcing the Regulation

The Forest
Observatory
should:
(2/2)

• Map out who needs to have access to which data and how
to best facilitate this access, considering public entities,
consumers, companies, and competent authorities.
• Link with databases documenting company actions such as
policies, audits, and NGO actions including whistleblowing.
This is particularly important when it comes to human rights
where spatial data is not always available.
● Look for new scientific testing methodologies like DNA
analysis and isotope testing and integrate them. For
example, isotopic testing is developing fast and would
deliver location authentication.

Thank you

• Work in progress
• Comments welcome

www.fern.org/EUObservatory-BrazilCase

