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The current fires in the north of Brazil although abated
somewhat with recent rain, are not eliminated. The dry season
starts progressively later going from the south of the basin
(burning starting in June) to the north. They are actually part of
the same fire problem of June to September 1997 which literally
generated a smoke cloud as big as Brazil itself.

As large as the fires were - together with the 1997 Indonesia
forest fires they represented the most the world has burned since
recorded history - they pale in comparison to the fite risk of the
dry season about to begin in the south of Brazil. El Nifio has
caused a very weak (i.e. relatively dry) rainy season, so the
forest has not had replenishment of the moisture which normally
helps it resist fire. Experimental evidence (assembled by a U.S.
linked NGO) has recently shown that with the dry forest and lowered
water table it is possible for fire to penetrate into intact forest
and burn under the canopy. This has never been known before. The
possibility of the most extensive fircs ever is very much at hand.

U.S. assistance with the fire problem including fire
prevention is being mobilized (better access to NOAA and other
satellite imagery, a NASA learjet for aerial imagery, BLM fire
expertg). PBrazilian acceptance of our offers has been slow but
with continuing encouragement will probably take place.
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The fires are the product of both El Nifio’s dxying effect and
land use practices. The release of Brazil’s deforestation figures
for 94/95 (29,059 kmz2) and for 95/96 (18,161 km2) were delayed
until early 1998 presumably to avoid focus on forests and
greenhouse gages in Kyoto. The deforestation rate for 94/95 is the
highest ever. Forests used for logging are dryer and more
vulnerable to fire. Slash and burn agriculture and the burning of
existing fields introducep fixe to this wmix. The results are what
we have seen and are seeing.

Underlying all of this is a fundamental failure to integrate
development plans and conserxvation plans in the Brazilian Amazon.
Until this happens we c¢an expect a repeat of the fire and
deforestation scenarios despite fire prevention efforts.

The G-7 pilot program for the Brazilian Rainforest 1is
nonetheless doing a good job of advancing certain elements of
sustainable development and conservation. It should not be treated
as a scapegoat nor be expected to resolve by itself the overall
need for integration U.S. participation in the Pilot Program has
been small financially but focussed on a high leverage science and
technology project. U.S. scientific expertise is reprcsented by
two members on the Intermational Advisory Group.

There is poth a need to integrate environment and development
as well as a need for Brazil to thercby exercise appropriate
leadership within the Amazon nations. That should be encouraged,
preferably first in private conservation between POTUS and
President Cardoso rather than in a public forum which the
Brazilians wmight consider embarassing.

While Cardoso may be reluctant to take a big initiative in
this direction prior to the elections, the groundwork for it could
be laid now. U.S. technical assistance, multilateral development
bank projects, USAID are all possible elements in a package which
could support Cardoso and Brazil if they can be induced to take on
this critical leadership role. At stake here of course is the
gingle largest repository of biodiversity, an enormous reservoir of
carbon, the stability of the Amazon c¢limate system and the
poseibility of environmental refugees.

















































































