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RESUMEN EJECUTIVO

En la Amazonia brasilefia, las apropiaciones de tierras para actividades ganaderas comerciales ilegales estan
aumentando a expensas de los derechos de los pueblos indigenas y los habitantes tradicionales de las
reservas. Estas apropiaciones amenazan sus tierras y su futuro. Ni indigenas ni residentes de las reservas
pueden entrar en las zonas ocupadas, por lo que ven reducidas sus posibilidades de cazar o recolectar
recursos naturales.

Las apropiaciones ilegales de tierras suelen ir acompafiadas de amenazas e intimidacién a quienes viven en
esos territorios e intentan defender su propiedad. Los indigenas y habitantes tradicionales de las reservas
normalmente temen resultar heridos 0 muertos si van a estas zonas. En los peores casos, se ven obligados a
huir de sus hogares.

Las apropiaciones ilegales de tierras, la deforestacion y los incendios suelen ser etapas de un proceso que
esta transformando la selva tropical amazoénica en pastizales para el ganado. El proceso comienza cuando
ganaderos y grileiros —particulares que se apropian ilegalmente de tierras y se las quedan o las venden a
terceros con fines lucrativos— delimitan parcelas en la selva. A continuacion talan los arboles que hay
dentro, queman el terreno (normalmente repetidas veces), siembran pasto e introducen ganado.

Segln datos del gobierno brasilefio, el 63% de la superficie deforestada en la Amazonia brasilefia de 1988 a
2014 se transform6 en pastos para ganado.

La ganaderia comercial se esta extendiendo rapidamente en zonas protegidas donde es una actividad ilegal.
Amnistia Internacional ha entrevistado recientemente a indigenas y habitantes tradicionales de tres areas
protegidas en el estado clave de Rondonia, en el norte del pais: el territorio de los indigenas uru-eu-wau-wau
y las reservas de Rio Ouro Preto y Rio Jacy-Parana.

Amnistia Internacional también obtuvo datos oficiales sobre la actividad ganadera en zonas protegidas
presentando solicitudes al gobierno de Rondonia en virtud de la legislacion sobre libertad de informacion, y
analizé documentos oficiales sobre control de salud animal asf como imagenes de satélite.

A pesar de que la ganaderia comercial esta prohibida en las tres areas, indigenas uru-eu-wau-wau y
habitantes de las reservas han informado de intentos recientes de apropiacién de tierras para destinarlas a
pastos. Si bien existe un largo historial de apropiacion ilegal de tierras, las incursiones se han intensificado
desde enero de 2019. El niumero de apropiaciones ilegales de tierras ha aumentado bruscamente, y se han
clareado nuevas zonas para sembrar pasto.

Iméagenes de satélite tomadas entre enero y mayo de 2020 muestran claramente los intentos recientes de
ampliar la actividad ganadera comercial ilegal en las tres areas. Las imagenes revelan zonas clareadas
recientemente, la construccion de abrevaderos para el ganado y reses pastando en estas areas.

El organismo de control de salud animal de Rondonia (Agéncia de Defesa Sanitaria Agrosilvopastoril do
Estado de Rondbnia, IDARON) lleva registros detallados de los productores que crian ganado en zonas
protegidas. Y es porque IDARON, igual que otros organismos estatales de control de salud animal de Brasil,
registra los ganaderos y las granjas, incluidas sus coordenadas geograficas.

Asimismo controla los traslados de ganado entre granjas (y entre granjas y mataderos) con la emisiéon de un
permiso de transporte animal (Guia de Tréansito Animal), documento oficial donde debe constar la granja de
origen, el lugar de destino (granja o matadero), la finalidad del traslado, y el niumero y rango de edad de las
reses.
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Amnistia Internacional present6 varias solicitudes a IDARON con arreglo la legislacion sobre libertad de
informacion en relacién con estos registros. Los datos proporcionados por IDARON reflejan que ha crecido
considerablemente el nimero de reses en areas protegidas de Rondonia donde la ganaderia comercial es
ilegal. De noviembre de 2018 a abril de 2020, el nimero de reses pasé de 125.560 a 153.566, lo que
representa un aumento del 22%.

Los datos de IDARON muestran asimismo que en 2019 se trasladaron 89.406 reses desde granjas situadas
en zonas protegidas donde la ganaderia comercial es ilegal.

Para los pueblos indigenas y los residentes de las reservas, el auge de la ganaderia comercial ilegal en las
zonas protegidas significa perder sus tierras. En las tres areas examinadas, indigenas y habitantes de las
reservas ya no pueden acceder a una parte de sus territorios protegidos debido a la ganaderia comercial
ilegal.

Por ejemplo, en diciembre de 2019, varios indigenas uru-eu-wau-wau que estaban patrullando su territorio
descubrieron una extension de unas 200 hectareas que habia sido clareada y quemada recientemente.
Araruna, hombre indigena uru-eu-wau-wau de unos 20 afios, conté lo siguiente a Amnistia Internacional:

Nos preocupan las invasiones de los iltimos meses, porque estan aumentando y cada vez se acercan
mas a los pueblos. Encontramos una gran superficie deforestada hace poco. Vimos un helicéptero
sembrando pasto para traer ganado mas adelante.

Los indigenas uru-eu-wau-wau y los residentes de la Reserva de Rio Ouro Preto suelen evitar las zonas
ocupadas por ganaderos por miedo a resultar heridos o muertos.

En la Reserva de Rio Jacy-Parana, ganaderos and grileiros ya han desalojado a la mayoria de los residentes.
Abelardo, antiguo residente de casi 50 afios que habia sido desalojado de la reserva por un grupo de
hombres armados en 2017, contd lo siguiente a Amnistia Internacional:

No hay manera de volver. Siempre hay alguien viviendo alli [en mi tierral. Si alguien va alli, morira. Esta
gente mata.

La empresa multinacional JBS, con sede en Brasil, es el mayor productor de carne de vacuno del mundo.
Aunque Amnistia Internacional no tenga pruebas de que JBS esté directamente implicada en los abusos
contra los derechos humanos cometidos en los tres lugares examinados en esta investigacion, este informe
muestra que ganado criado ilegalmente en zonas protegidas ha entrado en la cadena de suministro de JBS.

Para llegar a esta conclusion, Amnistia Internacional analizé documentos oficiales de control de salud
animal en colaboracion con la ONG Reporter Brasil.

Segun el analisis de documentos oficiales de control de salud animal, JBS adquirié ganado directamente de
una granja situada en la Reserva de Rio Ouro Preto en dos ocasiones en 2019.

Ademas, JBS adquirié ganado repetidamente a dos productores que tienen granjas ilegales en zonas
protegidas ademas de granjas legales en otros lugares. Uno cria ganado ilegalmente en la Reserva de Rio
Jacy-Parana, y el otro en el territorio del pueblo indigena uru-eu-wau-wau.

Ambos registraron traslados de reses desde una granja situada en una zona protegida hasta otra granja en
otro lugar, y luego registraron nuevos traslados desde esa segunda granja hasta la empresa JBS. En ambos
casos, una y otra granja estaban registradas a nombre del mismo productor.

En 2019, JBS comprd reses en cinco ocasiones al productor que cria ganado ilegalmente en territorio del
pueblo indigena uru-eu-wau-wau, y en cuatro ocasiones al productor que cria ganado ilegalmente en la
Reserva de Rio Jacy-Parana.

Mover ganado a través de granjas intermediarias para que parezca legal a pesar de haber sido criado en
areas donde la ganaderia comercial es ilegal es una préactica conocida como “blanqueo de ganado”. Existen
indicios de que estos dos productores pueden haber recurrido a la préactica del blanqueo de ganado para
eludir los sistemas de control existentes y vender a JBS ganado criado en estas zonas protegidas.

En dos casos, el segundo traslado (desde la granja legal a las instalaciones de JBS) fue registrado sélo unos

minutos después del traslado desde la granja en la zona protegida hasta la granja legal. En ambos traslados,
tanto el nimero de reses como su sexo y rango de edad eran idénticos. En estos casos, el rango de edad era
superior a 36 meses. Normalmente es en ese rango de edad cuando se trasladan las reses al matadero.

Las granjas que venden directamente a empresas procesadoras de carne se denominan proveedores
directos, mientras que aquellas donde se cria el ganado antes de llegar a los proveedores directos son
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proveedores indirectos. Segln célculos de investigadores académicos, practicamente todas las granjas
compran ganado a proveedores indirectos.

En 2009, JBS firmé acuerdos de no deforestacion con la Fiscalia Federal y la organizacion ecologista
Greenpeace. Aunque Greenpeace ha suspendido su participacion posteriormente debido a las continuas
infracciones, ambos acuerdos contintan vigentes en 2020.

Entre otras obligaciones, JBS se comprometié a dejar de adquirir reses directamente de granjas situadas en
zonas protegidas, como reservas y territorios indigenas. El acuerdo de 2009 con Greenpeace también
obligaba a JBS a controlar a sus proveedores indirectos antes de 2011.

Durante su investigacion para este informe, Amnistia Internacional solicité informacion especifica a JBS
sobre si la empresa habia procesado reses de granjas situadas en las tres areas protegidas en 2019. La
respuesta de la empresa fue: “No adquirimos ganado de ninguna granja implicada en actividad ganadera
ilegal en zonas protegidas”. Y afiadia que la empresa tiene “una politica inequivoca de deforestacion cero en
toda su cadena de suministro”

y que “JBS vigila de cerca a sus proveedores para garantizar que cumplen todos los aspectos de nuestra
Politica de Compra Responsable y no ha identificado cuestiones relacionadas con abusos contra los
derechos humanos de comunidades indigenas u otros grupos protegidos”.

Amnistia Internacional también solicitd a JBS informacién especifica sobre si la empresa controla a sus
proveedores indirectos. JBS no respondié a la pregunta, y en cambio sefialé que “la trazabilidad de toda la
cadena de suministro de la carne de vacuno es un desafio para toda la industria y representa una tarea
compleja”. Las auditorias anuales realizadas por terceros entre 2016 y 2019 para comprobar si se cumplia
el acuerdo con Greenpeace sefialan que JBS no controla a sus proveedores indirectos.

JBS tiene la obligacién de respetar los derechos humanos de acuerdo con el derecho y las normas
internacionales de derechos humanos. Los Principios Rectores de la ONU sobre las empresas y los
derechos humanos imponen a estas la obligacién de emprender un proceso de diligencia debida en materia
de derechos humanos para identificar, prevenir y mitigar las consecuencias negativas para estos derechos y
rendir cuentas sobre las medidas que han tomado para abordarlas, incluso en las cadenas de suministro.

Amnistia Internacional considera que, al no haber controlado eficazmente la entrada de ganado criado
ilegalmente en su cadena de suministro, JBS no ejercié la diligencia debida. Segun los términos de los
Principios Rectores de la ONU, JBS contribuyé a la comision de abusos contra los derechos humanos de
indigenas y residentes de reservas al participar en los incentivos econémicos de criar ganado ilegalmente en
areas protegidas.

Ademas, los Principios Rectores obligan a las empresas a reparar, por si solas o en cooperacion con otros
actores, los perjuicios para los derechos humanos que hayan causado o (como en este caso) contribuido a
causar.

Como principal productor de carne de vacuno del mundo, JBS puede hacer valer su posiciéon de ventaja y
ejercer su influencia y control con vistas a impedir que entre ganado criado ilegalmente en su cadena de
suministro. Muchos paises ya disponen de sistemas de control de las cadenas de suministro de ganado. La
Union Europea, por ejemplo, tiene un sistema que obliga a identificar cada res desde su nacimiento hasta
su sacrificio, por el cual se registran todas las granjas implicadas en su crianza.

Amnistia Internacional insta a JBS a adoptar un sistema de control efectivo, que abarque a sus proveedores
indirectos, y a garantizar que la empresa no adquiere ganado criado ilegalmente en zonas protegidas en
alguna etapa de su vida. JBS conoce los riesgos de que el ganado criado ilegalmente en zonas protegidas
entre en su cadena de suministro desde al menos 2009, y deberia adoptar sin demora medidas preventivas
y de diligencia debida. Amnistia Internacional considera que el sistema deberia estar habilitado a finales de
2020.

A lo largo de este proceso, JBS deberia colaborar con sus proveedores directos e indirectos para
implementar el sistema, facilitindoles el apoyo necesario, tanto econémico como técnico. Si los proveedores
no colaboran, JBS deberia hacer valer su posicion de ventaja, mediante advertencias de suspension y la
suspension efectiva de las relaciones comerciales.

De acuerdo con los Principios Rectores de la ONU, cuando JBS haya contribuido a la comisién de abusos
contra los derechos humanos al participar en los incentivos econdmicos de criar ganado ilegalmente en
areas protegidas, también deberé repararlos, por si sola 0 en cooperacién con otros actores.

Amnistia Internacional pide a inversores y compradores de JBS que colaboren con la empresa en estos
procesos. Si JBS no hubiera adoptado medidas verosimiles y efectivas para controlar a sus proveedores
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directos e indirectos al término de 2020, sus inversores y compradores deberian suspender sus actuales
inversiones y acuerdos comerciales con JBS y abstenerse de volver a comprarle o a invertir en ella.

El Banco Nacional de Desarrollo Econdmico y Social de Brasil (BNDES) es el segundo mayor accionista de
JBS.

Segun las Directrices socioambientales para la ganaderia bovina del BNDES, de 2009, las empresas con
apoyo del Banco, ya sea mediante créditos o participacién accionaria, debian tener habilitado un sistema de
trazabilidad de todo el ganado desde el nacimiento hasta el sacrificio antes de 2016, para garantizar que el
ganado criado ilegalmente en zonas protegidas no entraba en sus cadenas de suministro. Hasta la fecha, el
BNDES no ha exigido a JBS que implemente esta politica.

La Constitucion de Brasil y las normas internacionales de derechos humanos reconocen los derechos de los
pueblos indigenas y los residentes de las reservas a la tierra, su uso y sus recursos naturales. Ademas, en
virtud del Acuerdo de Paris y del derecho de los derechos humanos, Brasil tiene la obligacién de tomar
medidas para prevenir el cambio climatico.

La conservacion de los bosques tropicales es fundamental en la lucha contra el cambio climatico porque,
cuando se talan o queman, el carbono almacenado se libera a la atmoésfera en forma principalmente de
dioxido de carbono.

Amnistia Internacional pide a las autoridades brasilefias que refuercen la vigilancia ambiental y endurezcan
las medidas para hacer cumplir la legislacién ambiental a fin de proteger los derechos humanos que estan
en peligro por la ganaderia comercial ilegal en la selva tropical méas extensa del mundo.

Amnistia Internacional considera que, cuando los organismos estatales de control de salud animal como
IDARON inscriben explotaciones ganaderas comerciales en sus registros y/o expiden documentos de control
de salud animal para autorizar sus traslados de ganado desde granjas que estan en territorios o reservas
indigenas, en la practica estan permitiendo la ganaderia comercial ilegal.

IDARON y otros organismos estatales de control de salud animal de todo Brasil no deben expedir permisos
de transporte animal para traslados de ganado desde/hasta explotaciones ganaderas comerciales situadas
en zonas protegidas donde la ganaderia comercial es ilegal.

Amnistia Internacional pide asimismo a IDARON y otros organismos estatales de control de salud animal
que suspendan el registro de aquellas explotaciones ganaderas comerciales que estén situadas en zonas
protegidas donde la ganaderia comercial es ilegal. En colaboracién con las autoridades ambientales
estatales y federales, los organismos estatales de control de salud animal deben impedir la entrada de
ganado en estas areas y garantizar la retirada del que esté pastando ilegalmente en areas protegidas.

Asimismo deben garantizar la disponibilidad y accesibilidad publica de los datos relacionados con el ganado
(incluidos los traslados).
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SIGUIENTES PASOS Y
RECOMENDACIONES

Sin un sistema que vigile eficazmente su cadena de suministro, incluidos sus proveedores indirectos, JBS
corre el riesgo de adquirir ganado criado ilegalmente en zonas protegidas en alguna etapa de su vida. Al no
controlar eficazmente la entrada de ganado criado ilegalmente en su cadena de suministro, JBS no esta
ejerciendo la diligencia debida, como establecen los Principios Rectores de la ONU. Segln los términos
de los Principios Rectores de la ONU, JBS contribuye a la comisién de abusos contra los derechos
humanos de indigenas y residentes de reservas al participar en los incentivos econémicos de criar
ganado ilegalmente en areas protegidas.

Existen sistemas de control efectivo de las cadenas de suministro de ganado en otros paises. Cuando el
BNDES anuncié sus directrices socioambientales para la ganaderia bovina en 2009, sefialé que ya existen
tecnologfas para controlar la cadena de suministro de reses desde su nacimiento hasta su muerte.!

Aunque JBS conoce los riesgos de que el ganado criado ilegalmente en zonas protegidas entre en su
cadena de suministro desde al menos 2009, no ha adoptado medidas suficientes para implementar un
sistema de control efectivo en toda su cadena de suministro. Como principal productor de carne de vacuno
del mundo, JBS puede hacer valer su posicién de ventaja y ejercer su influencia y control con vistas a
impedir o mitigar las consecuencias negativas para los derechos humanos en su cadena de suministro.

Amnistia Internacional considera que JBS deberia adoptar sin demora un sistema de control efectivo, que
incluya a sus proveedores indirectos, y garantizar que el ganado criado ilegalmente en zonas protegidas en
alguna etapa de su vida no entra en su cadena de suministro. Como tarde, el sistema deberia estar
habilitado a finales de 2020.

A la hora de implementar un sistema de control efectivo, JBS deberia colaborar con sus proveedores directos e
indirectos y facilitarles el apoyo necesario, tanto econémico como técnico. Por ejemplo, deberia proporcionarles
todo el apoyo que necesiten para habilitar la identificacion individual del ganado y gestionar el sistema de control.

Si los proveedores no colaboran con los requisitos del sistema de control, JBS deberia hacer valer su posicion
de ventaja, mediante advertencias de suspension y la suspension efectiva de las relaciones comerciales.

De acuerdo con los Principios Rectores de la ONU, JBS deberia tomar medidas para ofrecer reparaciones
por las apropiaciones ilegales de tierras y otros abusos contra los derechos humanos a los que ha
contribuido la empresa. Como se ha sefialado, JBS tiene la obligacion de ofrecer reparaciones “por si sola o
en cooperacion con otros actores” con arreglo a los Principios Rectores de la ONU.2

La reparacion puede incluir “disculpas, restitucion, rehabilitacion, compensaciones econdémicas 0 no
econdmicas y sanciones punitivas (ya sean penales o administrativas, por ejemplo multas), asi como medidas
de prevencién de nuevos dafios como, por ejemplo, los requerimientos o las garantias de no repeticion”.3

1 BNDES, Directrices socioambientales para la ganaderia bovina, julio de 2009,
https://www.bndes.gov.br/SiteBNDES/bndes/bndes_es/Institucional/Responsabilidad Socioambiental/politicasocioambien
tal/diretrizes sociombientais_gado_bovino.html.

2 Principios rectores de la ONU sobre las empresas y los derechos humanos, comentario al principio rector 22.

3 Principios rectores de la ONU sobre las empresas y los derechos humanos, comentario al principio rector 25.
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Segln el derecho brasilefio, ademés, JBS deberia indemnizar a las comunidades indigenas y de las reservas
por los dafos ambientales causados en su cadena de suministro, como la deforestacion.*

Inversores y compradores de JBS deberian colaborar con JBS en la implementacion de un sistema de
control efectivo como parte de su propio ejercicio de la diligencia debida. Si JBS no adopta medidas
verosimiles y efectivas en un plazo razonable, sus inversores y compradores deberian suspender sus
inversiones y acuerdos comerciales actuales con JBS, y abstenerse de volver a comprarle o a invertir en ella.
Amnistia Internacional considera que, como tarde, el sistema deberia estar habilitado a finales de 2020.

Como segundo mayor accionista de JBS, el gobierno de Brasil tiene un medio directo de garantizar que JBS
ejerce la diligencia debida en materia de derechos humanos en su cadena de suministro. En cuanto a su
politica, el Banco Nacional de Desarrollo Econémico y Social de Brasil (BNDES) deberia obligar a las
procesadoras de carne que reciben su apoyo a adoptar un sistema de control efectivo que incluya a los
proveedores indirectos. Si JBS no adopta medidas verosimiles y efectivas en un plazo razonable para
abordar estos riesgos, el BNDES deberia dejar de financiar la actividad de la empresa en Brasil.

Como se ha sefialado, los organismos estatales de control de salud animal llevan un registro detallado de los
productores que crian ganado, incluso en zonas protegidas. Los organismos estatales de control de salud
animal de todo Brasil no deberian expedir permisos de transporte animal para traslados de ganado desde/hasta
explotaciones ganaderas comerciales situadas en zonas protegidas donde la ganaderia comercial es ilegal.

Las autoridades estatales responsables del control de salud animal deberian asimismo suspender el registro
de aquellas explotaciones ganaderas comerciales que estén situadas en zonas protegidas donde la
ganaderia comercial es ilegal y, en colaboracién con las autoridades ambientales estatales y federales,
garantizar la retirada del ganado que esté pastando ilegalmente en zonas protegidas. Ademas, las
autoridades estatales responsables del control de salud animal deberian garantizar la disponibilidad y
accesibilidad publica de sus datos relacionados con el ganado.

COMO CONTROLAR A LOS PROVEEDORES INDIRECTOS

Una posibilidad de controlar a los proveedores indirectos es un sistema de identificacion individual del
ganado desde el nacimiento hasta la muerte. Hay sistemas de trazabilidad individual del ganado que ya se
aplican en lugares de todo el mundo, como la Unién Europea, Australia, Argentina y Uruguay. Por
ejemplo, la Unién Europea tiene un sistema obligatorio de identificacion individual del ganado desde el
nacimiento hasta la muerte, que rastrea todos los movimientos entre granjas. Cada res puede ser
identificada a través de la convencional marca en la oreja y de un identificador electrénico.®

LLa mayoria de los sistemas existentes fueron implementados por las autoridades de salud animal en
respuesta a motivos de preocupacion relacionados con la salud animal. Suelen ser obligatorios, e incluyen
el registro de informacion individualizada sobre granjas y reses.®

En 2002, Brasil establecié el Sistema Brasilefio de Identificacion y Certificacion de Origen Bovino y
Bufalino (SISBOV), que tedricamente pasaria a ser obligatorio para todo tipo de ganado a finales de 2007.”
En 2005, el gobierno brasilefio revocé la disposicién que establecia el requisito de identificar
individualmente los bovinos y bufalos antes del fin de 2007.8

En 2006, el gobierno de Brasil establecio el sistema SISBOV con caracter obligatorio sélo para quienes
vendieran animales cuya carne fresca se exporta a mercados que exigen trazabilidad, como la Unién Europea.®
SISBOV exige que el registro y marcado de bovinos (y bufalos) se lleve a cabo en el plazo de 10 meses a
partir del nacimiento, y siempre antes de su primer traslado fuera de la granja.'° En junio de 2020, 1.654
granjas habifan sido aprobadas para exportar sus productos a la Unién Europea.!!

4 Articulos 3y 14 de la Ley Federal 6.938/1981.

5 Reglamento (CE) nim. 1760/2000 del Parlamento Europeo y del Consejo, 17 de julio de 2000, disponible en eur-
lex.europa.eu/legal-content/ES/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:02000R1760-20141213&from=EN

& World Perspectives, “Comprehensive feasibility study: U. S. beef cattle identification and traceability systems”, 30 de enero
de 2018,

www.ncba.org/CMDocs/BeefUSA/NCBA%20feasibility % 20study %200n % 20traceability WPI19%20report%2001302018. pdf
7 Articulo 9.3 de la Orden Normativa 01/2002, Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia y Abastecimiento, 10 de enero de 2002.
8 Articulo 1 de la Orden Normativa 01/2005, Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia y Abastecimiento, 21 de enero de 2005.
9 Orden Normativa 17/2006, Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia y Abastecimiento, 13 de julio de 2006.

10 Articulo 59 de la Orden Normativa 51/2018, Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia y Abastecimiento.

11 | jsta de explotaciones rurales aptas para exportacion a la Unién Europea, Ministerio de Agricultura, Ganaderia y
Abastecimiento, actualizada el 24 de junio de 2020, www.gov.br/agricultura/pt-br/assuntos/sanidade-animal-e-
vegetal/saude-animal/rastreabilidade-animal
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Amnistia Internacional recomienda a JBS:

e  Como parte de su ejercicio de diligencia debida en materia de derechos humanos, adoptar sin
demora un sistema de control efectivo, que incluya a sus proveedores indirectos, y garantizar que
el ganado criado ilegalmente en zonas protegidas en alguna etapa de su vida no entra en su
cadena de suministro. JBS deberia colaborar proactivamente con sus proveedores directos e
indirectos y facilitarles el apoyo necesario, tanto econémico como técnico, para garantizar que no
crian ganado ilegalmente en zonas protegidas y que la propia JBS no adquiere ganado criado
ilegalmente en estas zonas. Si los problemas persisten, JBS deberia hacer valer su posicién de
ventaja, incluso con advertencias de suspension o la suspension efectiva de la relaciéon comercial.
Si JBS concluye que no puede evitar contribuir a los abusos contra derechos humanos si contintia
su relacion empresarial con un proveedor especifico, deberé suspenderla.

e Reparar, por si sola 0 en cooperacion con sus proveedores, los abusos contra los derechos
humanos de indigenas y residentes de las reservas a los que JBS ha contribuido.

e Indemnizar, en cooperacion con sus proveedores, a las comunidades indigenas y de las reservas
por los dafios ambientales causados por la ganaderia comercial ilegal en sus areas protegidas.

Amnistia Internacional recomienda a los compradores de JBS:

e  Colaborar de inmediato con JBS para garantizar que la empresa adopta un sistema de control
efectivo, que incluya a sus proveedores indirectos, y que la empresa no adquiere ganado criado
ilegalmente en zonas protegidas en alguna etapa de su vida. Si JBS no ha adoptado medidas
verosimiles y efectivas en un plazo razonable para abordar estos riesgos, sus compradores
deberian dejar de adquirir sus productos. Amnistia Internacional considera que JBS debe haber
adoptado estas medidas antes del fin de 2020.

Amnistia Internacional recomienda a los inversores de JBS:

e  Colaborar de inmediato con JBS para garantizar que la empresa adopta un sistema de control
efectivo, que incluya a sus proveedores indirectos, y que la empresa no adquiere ganado criado
ilegalmente en zonas protegidas en alguna etapa de su vida. Si JBS no ha adoptado medidas
verosimiles y efectivas en un plazo razonable para abordar estos riesgos, sus inversores deberian
dejar de invertir en ella. Amnistia Internacional considera que JBS debe haber adoptado estas
medidas antes del fin de 2020.

Amnistia Internacional recomienda a BNDES:

e Garantizar que las empresas que reciben apoyo del BNDES aplican las directrices
socioambientales existentes para la ganaderia, incluido el requisito de implementar un sistema de
trazabilidad desde el nacimiento hasta la muerte de todo el ganado que sacrifica la empresa.

e  Colaborar de inmediato con JBS para garantizar que la empresa adopta un sistema de control
efectivo, que incluya a sus proveedores indirectos, y que la empresa no adquiere ganado criado
ilegalmente en zonas protegidas en alguna etapa de su vida. Si JBS no adopta medidas verosimiles
y efectivas en un plazo razonable para abordar estos riesgos, el BNDES deberia dejar de financiar
la actividad de la empresa en Brasil. Amnistia Internacional considera que JBS debe haber
adoptado estas medidas antes del fin de 2020.

Amnistia Internacional recomienda al gobierno federal de Brasil:

e Comprometerse publicamente a respetar los derechos de los pueblos indigenas consagrados por la
Constitucién de Brasil y el derecho internacional de los derechos humanos.

e Abstenerse de socavar e[trabajo de organismos ambientales como la Fundacion Nacional del Indio
(Fundagédo Nacional do Indio, FUNAYI), dirigido a proteger los derechos de indigenas y residentes
de reservas, asi como el medioambiente.

e Adoptar politicas que refuercen los organismos de proteccion ambiental y de los pueblos
indigenas, incluso con recursos humanos y econémicos, de manera que estén facultados para
hacer cumplir la legislacién y puedan mejorar las funciones de vigilancia y patrulla de los territorios
indigenas y las zonas de proteccién ambiental en la Amazonia, asi como garantizar la seguridad de
los cargos gubernamentales.

DE SELVA A GRANJA ) .
GANADO DE CRIA ILEGAL EN LA AMAZONIA BRASILENA DESCUBIERTO EN LA CADENA DE SUMINISTRO DE JBS

Amnistia Internacional 11



e  Obligar por ley a las empresas a ejercer la diligencia debida en materia de derechos humanos
respecto a sus cadenas de valor y relaciones comerciales, y a informar publicamente sobre sus
politicas y préacticas de diligencia debida y sus resultados, de acuerdo con las normas
internacionales.

Amnistia Internacional recomienda al Congreso Nacional:

e Abstenerse de aprobar los proyectos de ley PL 2633/2020 y PL 313/2020 para “regularizar” las
apropiaciones ilegales de tierras y autorizar la actividad ganadera en las reservas, respectivamente,
asi como cualquier otro proyecto de ley que debilite la proteccion juridica de las reservas, los
territorios indigenas y otras areas de proteccion ambiental.

Amnistia Internacional recomienda a la Fiscalia Federal, fiscalias estatales y autoridades policiales:

e Investigar y exigir que rindan cuentas los responsables de actividad ganadera comercial ilegal en
zonas protegidas de la Amazonia.

e Investigar y exigir que rindan cuentas los responsables de amenazas y actos de intimidacion contra
indigenas, residentes de las reservas y agentes gubernamentales encargados de defender las areas
protegidas de la Amazonia.

Concretamente, Amnistia Internacional recomienda a la Fiscalia Federal:

e Vigilar sisteméaticamente la aplicacién de los acuerdos sobre no deforestacion firmados con las
procesadoras de carne en todos los estados de la Amazonia y publicar periédicamente los
resultados.

e Investigar y exigir que las procesadoras de carne que no hayan firmado los acuerdos de no
deforestacion rindan cuentas por las consecuencias negativas para los derechos humanos y el
medioambiente en sus cadenas de suministro.

Amnistia Internacional recomienda a las autoridades estatales de control de salud animal en la Amazonia
brasilefia:

e Dejar de expedir permisos de transporte animal para traslados de ganado desde/hasta
explotaciones ganaderas comerciales situadas en zonas protegidas donde la ganaderia comercial
es ilegal.

e  Suspender el registro de las explotaciones ganaderas comerciales situadas en zonas protegidas
donde la ganaderia comercial es ilegal.

e Trabajar en colaboracién con las autoridades ambientales estatales y federales para impedir la
entrada de ganado para su cria ilegal en zonas protegidas donde la ganaderia comercial es ilegal, y
garantizar la retirada del existente. Por ejemplo, las autoridades responsables del control de salud
animal deben facilitar a las fiscalias y las autoridades ambientales toda la informacion sobre la
presencia de ganaderos y ganado criado ilegalmente en zonas protegidas.

e  Proporcionar acceso publico a los datos sobre explotaciones, productores y movimientos de
ganado, incluso en las zonas protegidas donde la ganaderia comercial es ilegal.

Concretamente en el estado de Rondonia, Amnistia Internacional recomienda a su organismo estatal de
control de salud animal (IDARON):

e Colaborar con las autoridades ambientales estatales y federales para retirar a los ganaderos y el
ganado criado ilegalmente en zonas protegidas, como las reservas de Rio Jacy-Parana y Rio Ouro
Preto y el territorio del pueblo indigena uru-eu-wau-wau.

Amnistia Internacional recomienda a la Asamblea de Rondonia:

e Abstenerse de aprobar cualquier ley que reduzca los limites y la proteccion de la Reserva de Rio
Jacy-Parana.

Amnistia Internacional recomienda a IBAMA, ICMBIO y las agencias estatales de medioambiente:

e Colaborar con las autoridades estatales y federales de control de salud animal para impedir la
entrada de ganado en zonas protegidas donde la ganaderia comercial es ilegal, y garantizar la
retirada del que esté pastando ilegalmente.

e |nvestigar y exigir que rindan cuentas los responsables de actividades ganaderas comerciales
ilegales en zonas protegidas de la Amazonia.
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Internacional recomienda a la Fundacién Nacional del Indio (Fundacdo Nacional do Indio, FUNAI):

Colaborar con las autoridades policiales y ambientales federales y estatales para proteger los
territorios indigenas de apropiaciones ilegales de tierras.

Colaborar con las autoridades estatales y federales ambientales y de control de salud animal para
impedir la entrada de ganado en zonas protegidas donde la ganaderia comercial es ilegal, y
garantizar la retirada del que esté pastando ilegalmente.

Internacional recomienda a la Unidn Europea y sus Estados miembros:

Garantizar que el acuerdo comercial con Mercosur incluye garantias adecuadas y exigibles para
proteger, respetar y hacer efectivas las normas de derechos humanos y que aborda los riesgos
asociados a la actividad empresarial o toda repercusion negativa que el acuerdo pueda tener en los
derechos humanos, lo que incluye establecer sanciones en caso de incumplimiento y exigir a las
empresas que ejerzan la diligencia debida en sus cadenas de suministro.

Asegurarse de que el acuerdo comercial con Mercosur garantiza una reparacion a particulares,
trabajadores y comunidades afectados por los abusos contra los derechos humanos cometidos por
empresas beneficiarias del acuerdo, o vinculados a tales empresas, lo que incluye el
establecimiento de mecanismos adecuados de presentacion de denuncias.

Actuar con arreglo a las Directrices de la UE sobre defensores de derechos humanos para proteger
y promover el trabajo de quienes defienden los derechos humanos en relacién con estos asuntos
en Brasil, contribuir a crear un entorno propicio para su trabajo y permitirles plantear sus motivos
de preocupacion en los intercambios de la Unién Europea/Mercosur con las autoridades brasilefias
pertinentes.
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ANEXOS

ANEXO 1: CARTA A JBS

Reference: TC AME 195202002

AMNESTY

INTERNATIONAL

Mr. MiSrcioc Nappo
Director of Corporate Sustainability

M3 2N AMBESTY [NTERBATIONAL INTIRNATISHAL SECRETARIAT
Aw. Marginal Direita do Tietd, n* 500 United MaSions Geneva Office

Wila chJﬂlﬂ G8o PaulafEP = CEP: 051 18-100 Hue de Vanembs 1, 1202 Geneva, Switzerknd
CC: Gilberto Tomazoni Ee ;#4122 508 9.43.‘.',- an.- +41-22 7317467
CED RS Glabal Mait yaigelampesty org Wb Hp-leww.amnesty.org
JBS 5.4

Av. Marginal Direita do Tieté, n® 500

Vila lsguars - 580 PaulaP - CEP: 051 18-100

CC: Wesley Batista Fike

CED JBS Brasil

JBS S.A

Av. Marginal Direita do Tieté, n® 500

Vila Jsguars - S8a Paula/2P - CEP: 051 18-100

15 June 2020

Re: & y Inbernational's i igation into human rights abuses linked to Brazil's cattle industry in

Indigenous berritories and Reserves

Dear Sir:

| am writing on behalf of Amnesty Imternational to inform you of preliminary findings we have reached
relating to illegal commercial cattle mnching in Brazil's Amazon region, and o request information
regarding JBS's activities in the region.

Az you may krow, Amnesty International is a global movement of mere than seven million peaple warking to
ensure the protection and realisation of human rights workdwide. We are independent of any government,
political idealogy, economic irterest or religion, and are funded mainly by cur membershio and public
donations. We campaign and sdvocate for human rights change on the basiz of serious and thorough
rezganch on human rights issues all over the waorld.

Last year, Amresty Intemational initiabed an imvestigation into illegal commercial catthe ranching in
Indigenous berritories and Reserss in the Amazon region, focusing, in particular, an human rights abuses
agairst thase living in thess probected arexs. Ax nart of this resesech, the investigation found that JBS hes
contributed to serisus human rights abuses against Indigenous pecples and other traditional residents wia
its cattle purchases,

We are sstting out the substance of our ressarch and our key findings in this lefler bo give you an
apportunity fo review and respond to them prior to publication. We hawe also posed some questions that will
give you a further cpportunity to clarify the functicning of JBS's cperations in the region.

BACKGROUND

All companies, regandless of their size, ssctor, location, ownership and structure, have a responsibility to
respect human rights. The scope and meaning of this responsibility hawve been clarified in the United

Comgam Regcl wlir (1606706 Rl in Ea i i Waied
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Nations Guiding Principles on Business and Muman Rights (UN Guiding Principles), urani 1y endorsed
by the UN Human Rights Council in June 2011.4

According to the UN Guiding Principles: *The respersibility to respect human rights is a globel standard of
expected conduct for 2ll business enterprises wherever they operate. It exists independently of States'
abilities sndior willingness to fulfil their own human rights obligations, and dees not diminish those
obligations. And it exists over and above complisnce with national laws and regulations protecting human

rights."*
The responsibility to respect b rights requires that panies should *[alwoid causing or contributing
to ad b rights i Wmt:mxzmmmMmmmmmw"

In order to meet this resporsibility, companies should put in place a “humasn rights due diligence process
to identify, prevent, mitigate and account for how they have addressed ther impacts on human rights.”
Effective due diligence must be te with risk, adequately res d and geared fowards the
peevention of harm to cthers. Companies should also establish *[plrocesses to enable remedistion of ary
adwerse human rights impacts they cause or to which they contribute. ™ This process of human rights due
diligence “should cover adverse human rights impacts that the business enterprise may cause or contribute
to through its own activities, or which may be directly linked %o its operations, products or services by its
business relationships."®

METHODOLOGY

As pm of ll: mequun into lllegal commescial cattle ranching, Amnesty Internations! interviewed &
ple and cther traditional residents of Indigenous territories and Reserves.

Amnesty Irmrnmmal analysad aofficial animal health control documents. We also analysed other officisl

te, g official lists of cattie frmers in protected areas. We also consulted JBS's
database Guarantee of Origin Frivoi (Garantia de Origem Friboi), which claims to inform customers of the
origin of its beef products.® We also reviewed varicus reports and materisls published by JBS, including the
company's policies, the 2009 agreements signed with Federal Public Prasecutor’s Office and, separately,
with nor | organisaticn Greenp and the annuai reports it prod that evaluate its
in fumung the 2009 Greenpesce agreement.

Amnesty International has withheld the names and other identifying information of farmers grazing cattle in
peotected areas and supplying to JBS to protect the ssfety of people who shared information on commescial
cattle ranching in protected areas.

SUMMARY OF PRELIMINARY FINDINGS

Amnesty International found that in 2019 JBS purchased cattle fom farmers who grazed their herds in
three protected areas where commercial cattle ranching is prohibited by taw: the Uru-Eu-Wau-Wau
Indigenous territory, the Rio Jacy-Parand Reserve, and Rio Ouro Preto Reserve. All three of these peotected
areas are located in Ronddnia state,

Amnesty International documented illegal land seizures for commercial cattle ranching in all three
peotected areas. lllegsl land seizures for commercial cattle ranching infringe the rights of Indigencus
pecples and traditional residents of Reserves to their protected territories. [llegal land seizures for
commercial cattle ranching also harm their traditional way of life. Pecple living in the three protected areas
reported having faced thrests and intimidation, evictions,  lack of access to aress occupied by cattle
farmers, and impacts on their liveliboods, Notably, deforestation in the theee protected areas increased
betaeen August 2018 and July 2019 compared 10 the period from August 2017 o July 2018, according to
officisi monitoring.”

Ouwr research found that on ot lesst two occasions in 2019 JBS directly purchased cattle from a farm
located inside the Rio Ouro Preto Reserve. We also documented instances in which JBS purchased cattle
from farmers who grazed their herds on two or more farms, at least one of which was inside one of the three

' UN Offce of the High Commizzioner for Human Rights, Sulding principles on Business and Human Rghts: implementing
muwraums nmmsmwmufmm UN Qoc. BR/FUBI 1/04, 2011 avalabie -
A agingsshe on gt (ast accessad 06 May 20201

wmcuu ummaw@mwm&mamumm

* Principie 13 (a}, Unied Nations Guicing Princioies on Buziness and Human Rigns.

* Prirciie 1% (), Unbed Natiors Guiding Princizies on Buziness and Human Righs.

* Prrcipie 17 (a), Unked Nations Guicing Principies on Buginess and Human Righes.

* Fribo, Stz Swww 200 Lom Dot clarsaDGR/gRArt 2o arigem

" Brazk Nationa| insttute of Spathl Research (INPE), Satelite Monlicang Program of the Brazian Amazon Forest (Programa
mmmmmmm'awsm PﬂODE\,
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protected areas. We found that farmers registered cattle movements from farms inside the protected areas
to farms outside the protected aress, also registered in their names, before welling the cattle to JBS.
According to snimal health control records, on two occasions in 2019, the second movement of cattle (from
the farm outside 3 protected area to & JBS plant) was registered just @ few minutes after the movement
between farrs, and invoived precisely the same number of cattie of the same sex and age range.
According to experts interviewed by A y | tiorsl, sequantial sunirg'mmf'msin
protected areas, registerad within 3 short timed and of an identical number of cattle of
|dmbcdmmdqewmmvywmemedmh I.-undmrq Cattle laundering consists of

peactices 1o make cattle grazed on an irregular farm appesr legal.

Amnesty International did not find any evidence indicating that JBS was directly involved in illegsl land
seizures, evictions, or threats in the three protected aress. However by not carrying out due diligence with
the cbjective 1o prevent buman rights abuses and to avoid purchasing cattie that has been grazed illegally in
protected areas, JBS contributes to, and profits from, the illegal land seizures and other human rights
abuses experienced by the Uru-Eu-Wau-Wau pecple and the residents of Rio Ouro Preto and Rio Jacy-
Parand Reserves.

Atmesty lntetnatlmal believes that JBS has fsiled to meet its responsibility to respect human rights and
agr We have conciuded that JBS has falled to implement an effective menitoring
of IB direct and indirect suppliers, despite being aware of the problem for years.

In 2009, JBS signed two non-deforestation agreements with the Federal Public mem s Office and,
separately, the envircnmental organisation Greenpeace. To the best of our & ledge, both agr s
remain in effect. Amaong other obligations, JBS committed 1o stopping purchasing directly lmm farme
located in protected asress, including Indigenous territories and Reserves.

The 2009 s with G e required JBS to itor its indirect suppliers by 2011. The same
w-lnwummmzmmmmfmu: gnature of the ag JBS *will reassess,
together with Greenpeace and other stakeholders, the deadlines related to indirect suppliers™.*

Additionally, the state-owned Brazilian Naticnal Development Bank (BNDES) has imested in JES since at
least 2009.% BNDES is the second largest shareholder of JBS.™ In 2009, BNDES developed
socioenviconmental guidelines for meat-packing companies being supperted by BNDES. According to the
guidelines, mest-packing compsnies being supported by BNDES through either loans or shareholding
should hawe implemented a traceability system for all cattle from birth to slaughter by 2016 to ensure that
no cattle lllegally grazed on farms in protected sreas enter its supply chsin ™

Depmuuecomnmmnb JBS has not implemented an effective monitoring system of its indirect
1g 1o independent sudits conducted b 2016 and 2019, JBS does not
symmuan; mmilnr its indirect suppliers.

Amnesty International also found that farmers grazing cattle in protected aress where commercial cattie
ranching is illegal and supplying to JBS, either directly or via a regular farm cutside protected aress (also
registered in their names), do not comply with JBS Business Associate Code of Conduct. Approved in 2018,

@mm ‘Mmuﬂcmwlno.mtmcmommlnnmmmamf

'TMT” mtmae ns:s ulh&:tmagaesduss. mr Mcrkuamu mrm’ L, IBOctnner?Dl?
zfeconamis.unl com. bonaticias/nacacsa/201 71 0/18b0des & Jono-de.r- 36 DIn0es - 30 0es-da -
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the Business Amcociate Code of Conduct reguines third parties, including suppliers, to “comply with all
applicable environmental lzws and regulations in the jurisdiction where the Business Azsociate operates™ 1

DETAILED FINDIMGS
JES purchased cadtle from farmers who [egally praze cadtle in protecied areas
a) Bis Owro Fred Resane

= [Residents of the Rio Qura Preto Reserve told Amnesty [nberratioral about recent efforts to expand
illegal commercial cattle ranching and threats. They told Amnesty International they awoid going o
areas near the areas ocoupied by cattle famers because af the risk of canflicts.

= According to official animal health contral documents, on a1 ket bwo cccasions in 2019 1BS
directly punchased cattle from a fam located inside the Rio Quro Preto Reserve.

b) Rio facy-Farand Resare

= According to official data, between August 2018 and July 2019, the Rio Jacy-Parand Resene was
the most defomsted Reserse in the Amamn region 14

= Most of the residents of the Rio lacy-Parand Reserve were evicied by cattle farmers and grilainos.
Former residents told Amnesty [nternational they fear returing to the Rio Jacy-Parand Resere,

= According to official animal health contral documents, in 2019 JBS purchased catthe from a
farmer whao illegally grazed catthe inside the Rio lacy-Parard Reserve, The Tarmer grazed cattle an
at le=st three farme, one of which wes inside the Reserve_ On gt least seven pecasions in 2019,
the: farmer registered cattle movements from the tam inside the Reserve 1o the farm outside it
Bath farms ane registered in the farmers name, In the same wear, on 2t least four cther cocasions,
the farmer registered cattle movements from the fam outside the Reserve to a JBS plant.

= According to official animal health central documents, an ane of the: four occasions, the farmer
registered cattle movements from the farm inside the Reserve 1o the farm outside it, and from the
Ixtter on o & JES plant, within & few minutes of each other. The movements invohed the ssme
number of cattle of the ssme sex and age range.

cl Uru-Eu-Wau-Wau Indigenous derritory

*  Cemmercial cattle fanching hus been present inside the Uru-Eu-Waa-Wau Indigenous tesritory for
marry years and there have been recent efforts fo expand the activity. In 2019 the Unu-Eu-Wau-
‘Wau Indigenous territory was ranked 2= the ninth most deforested Indigencus teritory in the
Amazon, according to official data '

= Uru-Eu-Wau-Wau peaple told Amnesty |International about recent invasions and threats, They alsa
described awoid going to the area illegally occupied by cattle farmers because af the risi of
conflict.

= According to official animal health central documents, in 2019 JBS purchased catthe from 2
Tarmer wha illegally grazed cattle inside the Uru-Eu-Wau-Wau Indigenous territory. Amnesty
Imternational documented instances in which the farmer grazed cattle in at least three farms, ane
of which was irside the Uni-Eu-Wau-Way Indigenous. teritony.

=  According to official animal health control documents, on 2t least six occasions in 2019, the
farmer registensd catthe movemnents from a farm inside the Indigenous berritary ta a farm outside it.
Ther, on at least five cocasions, the same tarmer registered cattle movements from the latber farm
ithe fanm outside the teritary) to a JBS plant.

= Aceording to official animal health central documents, an one of the five cecasions in 2019, the
farmer registensd catthe movements from the farm inside the Indigenous teritory and anather farm
1o the farm that directly supplies JBS. A few minutes [2ter the same farmer registersd cattle
mowement baa JES plant. The amount of cattle registered o move to a JBS plant precisely
matched in terms of their numbers, 22x and age range the cattle thet was registered coming from
bath tarms.

1*JES S, "Business Assoe bie Code of Conduct”, 2018, hitnsibe com. Cowp contenilsioacs PULS R Bainis.

4 Eragil Mational Insttute of Spatial Research {INFE), Sxieilie Moniioring Program of the Brazilan Amazon Foeest | Frograms
o Monipraments oo Flareshy Amaninics Brasdeiry por Satde - PRODES),

hiip-ers brasils dol inoe. boopiashinsmdideiomstafiontiomesiegal amar  onfincrements
'* Erazil National Insitute of Spatial Aesearch (INFE), Saielie Monfioring Program of the Brazilan Amazon Fosest [ Programa

o Moniipraments oo Flareshy Amanivicg Srasiels por Sy - PRODES),

Comgamy Regel i DIE0ETN  Regiibswd in Enghind i W,

GANADO DE CRIA ILEGAL EN LA AMAZONIA BRASILENA DESCUBIERTO EN LA CADENA DE SUMINISTRO DE JBS

Amnistia Internacional

17



Non-compilance with non-deforestation agreements

= Accerding to auditing conducted by Federal Public Prasecutor’s Office in Pard state for 2016,
19% of the cows purchased by JBS that were audited were found to be non-compliant with the
Adjustment of Conduct Agreement that JBS had signed with Federal Public Prosecutor's Office.'®

= Accerding to asuditing conducted by Federal Public Prosecutor’s Office in Pard state for 2017, 8%
of the cows purchased by JBS that were audited were found %o be non-compliant with the

Adj of Conduct Ag! that JBS had signed with Federal Public Prosecutoe's Office.”’
Federal environmental agency fined JBS
= In 2017, Brazilian Irstitute of Envircnment and R ble Natural R es ( [nstituto Brasiled

do Meio Ambiente e dos Recursos Naturais Renovavéis - IBAMA) levied on JBS BRL 24.7 mlllm
{US$ 4.9 million) in fines for purchasing, directly and indirectly, 49 468 cows from farms that st
least some of its ares had been embargoed (prohibition to use the embargoed ares in ocrder to
prevent further environmental harm and recover the ares) by the ervironmental agency,**

Lack of transparency in JBS's online database

= InOctober 2019, the environmental outiet O Eco reported JES reduced the rarsparency of its
cnline database Guavantee of Origin Fribol. According to this report, JBS stopped providing the
location of its suppliers, i.e., their precise geographic cocrdinates '*

JBS'S MONITORING COMMITMENTS
We are aware of the following key dates regarding JBS's monitoring commitments:

Timeline of JBS's monitoring commitments.
2009: Signature of nen-deforestation agreements with the Federal Public Prosecutor’s Office and,
seperately, with Greenpesce ™
2010: Adopticn of JBS Responsible Raw Material Procurement Policy.™
nxx;mmwmwummwummwm
expires,
2016: The deadline estsblished by BNDES socioenvironmental guidelines (to have ali cattle in its supply
chain traced from birth 1o slaughter) expires.
Audit conducted by the Federal Public Prosscutor's Office in Par state found that 19% of the 610,269
cattle sudited failed to meet 3t lesst one of the requirements established by the non-deforestation
agreement with the Federal Public Prosecutor’s Office. ™

* Federal Public Prosecutiors OfMice In Pard state, “Detaihes cos principals msutacos auciados®, 2018,
nﬂgmrg,mn.m_‘gau»deJ-mrf.u:oc-.rncrnx&OlwhE E?\'tl:ﬂE recutados e.ﬂﬂ‘ﬂ: fac o7 aana pe.
' Federal Fublic Prosecutor's Office In Pard state, *Sinteses cos Rezufados cas Audionas relsthas a opergles comercials
om 2017 por frigo =iy 0 Termao de Ajuste ce Conduta (TAD) ca Pecudela no Pard, 12 Novermber

"Acmw)mmeofu&tlmban' 5,00 ras been used, mwumam@mmnd
research. Piero Locatedl and Ana Ararna, *JBS cm adoa.‘lm.mm' legaimente ¢ leva muta ce RS 24
mihles, Ropdrer Bracd, 22 March 2017, 2o 20201 7000 compa Sad0-ce-areas-desmatady s
Jogaimenie -iov) Mula-de 28 minoes/

% Fermanda Wergel, “J8S redu? tarsparincia sobre fadendas de pecudria®, O £oo, 06 October 2018,

= Pauio Sarreto, Holy Gibos, “Como melhorar a efichcla dos acoroes contra o desmatamento 32socibde & pecudria na
Amaxnia?®, Beltm: imazon; Madion: University of Wisconain, 2015,
71 JBS SA, “JBS Respanabie Procusement Palcy”, 4 Septomaer 2019, Lot i Lom QISCLUTITOZ2- 122015520

A20P0Eca % 200X 20Com pry¥ 207 epoc e K20 K 20EN ook
7 Greenpeace, “Minimum crieria for industrial scale cattie % In the A

Eiome®,
nitps.fwwi Sreenceace. orpira/wn content/upbadsiegacyGiomn iumaneacd/701 Wl mnimum cmu'a dor.Lody
¥4 ENDES, “ENDES ampilla ex@incias par 2poio & cadeia produtha da pecudria boving®, 22 July 2015,

. "y o ~ 722

* Federal Fublic Prosecutors Ofice In Pard state, “Detaihes cos principals mauitscos sucihdes”®, 2008,
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2017: JBS Is fined BRL 24.7 milllen {US$ 2.9 milllen} Que 1o the pUIChase of 49,46 cattle from Tarms
{direct and Indirect suppliers) that nad Deen embargoed oy IBAMA S

Augit conducted by the Fegeral Fublic Prosecutor's Office In Pard state found 2% of the 201,207 cattie
audited dld not meet 3t least one of te requirements established by the non-Jeforestation agreement
with the Federal Public Prosecutor's Office ™

2018: Adoption of J2S BUsiness Assoclate Code of Conduct, which requires direct SUDRIIErs to comply
with the leglslatien. "

20186 — 2019: Annual 3UdIt reports between 2016 and 2019 state that JBS 00ES not Manitor indirect
suppliers. @

OFFORTUNITY TO RESPOND

We would Ik o Invite you to respond 1o the above TIndings, as well as 1o provide additional Infermation
that might assist our understanding of JBE s operations In the reglon. We woulkd be grateful IT you could

reply to the follvwing questions:

1} In 2009, JBS committed to monltor its Indirect suppllers within two years of the signature of the
“Fublic Livestock Commitment”. In March 2013, the Federal Public Prosecutor’s office and JBS
committed “[w]ithin 24 months to undertaking efforts to foster the Implementation of a pullic
traceabllity system, which has the purpose of ensuring data on the origin and destination of catile,
since the farm of preduction to final consumer”_*® The 2019 Evaluation of the Fulfiiment te the
“Fublic Livestock Commitment” — which covers the year 2018 — affirms that Indirect suppllers of
cattle to JES are not systematically monitored oy JES.*

U] Does JES systematically monitor Indirect suppliers? It 2o, please descrine and provide
evldence of any efforts undertaken since 2009 to systermatically monitor Indirect
suppliers. If not, please explain why JBS does not systematically monitor indirect
Suppliers.

(i Please also clarlfy whether JBS takas any non-systematic steps to monitor Indirect
suppliers. If so, what kinds of non-systematic steps are taken and In which
clrcumstances?

2} Has JBS processed catthe that have been lllegally grazed within the Uru-Eu-Wau-Wau Indigenous
territory, the Rlo Jacy-Farana Reserve or the Rio Ouro Freto Reserve durlng at least one of the
breeding, rearing or fattening phases?

3} Can you provide us with case detalls and steps JES has taken to prevent the purchase of cattle
that grazed on Indigenous territories andior Reserves during at least one of the oreeding, rearing or
fattening phases?

* Fiero Locatell and Ana Aranha, B3 compra gado de aress deamatadas legaiments & leva muita de RS 24 milhies,
Repdrier Brasil, ZF March 2001 7, hitos:re porerbeasil.org br@01 IO be-compra-gado-de-aregs-gecmatsdas-legalments-g-
Jeva-muila-de-rod-millhoes’

= Fagaral Public Prosecutor's Office in Para state, “Sinfeses dog Resultados dags Auditonias relalives a operages oomercan
&m 2017 realizadas por garifoons signatirios 4o Termo de Ajugte de Conduta (TAC) da Pecudnia no Pard, 12 Nowember
2019, hitpefweesw mpd mp, b pefeals-de-

¢

!

o S

1BE 5A., “Annual and Susbinability Report 200197, 2020, DI I 2019
2 500 RCS Auditores Independentes, “JB5 S.A.: Relatdio de awditona de terceina pane para atendimentn 20 Compromisso
e adogiao do “compromisso plblico da pecidnia®, conforme “crilénos minimes para operaoies com Zads & produtos
bovines em egcala indusirial no Bioma Amazdnia®, 2016, hitps.be. com. briwn-

canhenk % B ‘. AF - "

[ DMWY GL, “Evaluation of

fulfilment of the ‘Public Livestock Commiiment': 165 S.A.7, 14 Novemiber 2017, :

gonfent 10BS ReleCI%as laCorgramissePyblion ¢ ; DRV GL, “Evealuation

of Tulfiiment of e ‘Public Livestock Comemitment’: JBS S.A.", 17 October 2018, fftpeibe com brwp-

confenbiupleds 201911185 Reli%C3%BiicfudioriaComaromissoPublics DNWEL-2018 EN.odf; DNV GL, “Ewaluation

of TuMfiiment of e *Public Livestock Comeritment': JBS 5.A.", 17 July 2019, hitps:\bs com brwp-

contentiuploedsP019/11/J8S Relsl%C3%A3ricfudioraCompromissoPubios DNWGL-2019 EN ol

= Adjustment of Conduct Agreement signed between JB5 and Federal Pubic Prosscutor's Dffice in 20 March 2013,

2 BNV GL, “Avalizgdo a0 atendiments do Tompromisss Pibico da Pecubda’ - JBS S A", OF July 2015,
Fe ik {11/ 185 F i i ¥ S iblien [

Wl S0 G B
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Does JES directly purchase cattle from farmers Known to [llagally nokd [and In Indigenous
territories andfor Reserves (for example, from fanmers that register farms Inside Indigenous
territories andfor Reserves In the Rural Environmental Registry system)?

In cases where farmers known to lliegally hold land In these protected areas also have farms
outskde (which could be conslderad legal), what steps does JBS take to ensure that cattle
purchased from these farmers did not previously graze on farms within Indigenous territories
andior Resarves during at least one of the breeding, rearing or fattening phases?

From our review of JBS's materlals, It Is unclear what steps JBS takes to ldentify, address and
remediate human rights abuses that the comMpany may Cause of Contribute to through ItS own
activities, or which may be directly lInked to It operations, products of Services by Its business
relationships. Please provide Information regarding the policles and steps JBS takes to Kentity,
address and remedlate human rights abuses, Including against Indigenous peoples and ather
traditional residents of Indigenous temritories andfor Resarves. Could you provide us with a typlcal
casa study?

Has JBS previously ldentitied, addressed and remedlated human rights abuses agalnst Indigenous
peoples andsor traditlonal residents of protected areas within the company’s supply chaln? If so,
please expiain the detalls of the human rights abusas found and the Steps taken by JBS w
Identify, address and remediate those abuses.

From our revlew of JBS's materlals, It Is not clear how the company monitors its suppliers’
compllance with the B85 Business Assoclate Code of Conduct, Including the requirement to
comply “with all applicable envronmental laws and regulations.”™ Please Inform us of the pollcies
and steps JBS takes to monitor compliance with its Business Associate Code of Conduct and the
steps taken In case of nen-cempllance.

We would appreciate It If you would provide supporting factual Infermation that would aliow us to verlfy any
clalms that you make In responding to our questions. In the event that you are unable to provide the
requested Information, we would appraclate It If you could state why this Is not passible.

We Intend to publish our detalled findings In 3 report and may Include part or all of your comments and
responses In It. Please provide any Information by 22:00 GMT on 26 June 2020, to enable us to conslder
INCOrporating It In our report. You may reach us by emall at richard. pearshouse@amnesty.ong and/or

Yours sincerely,

G,

— iy

Richard Paarshouse
Head of Crisls and the Environmeant
Crisls Response Frogramme

Tirana Hassan
Director, Crisks Respanse Frogramme

Comzany Registration: 01803776  Regisiered in England zed Walkes
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ANEXO 2: RESPUESTA DE JBS

IBS)

June 29, 2020

Subject: Amnesty International

Dear Tirana Hassan,

JBS has an unequivocal zero deforestation approach throughout its supply chain. It was one of the first
companies in the industry to invest in policies and new technologies to fight. discourage and eliminate
deforestation in the Amaron Rainforest

W¥e have worked for more than a decade on the frontlines to drive meaningful. responsible change in
the Amazon region and have made considerable investment in education. monitoring and enforcement
to drive forward industry standards. Several tools used across the industry in Brazil to monitor the
supply chain and progress towards a shared goal of a productive and sustainable livestock system have
been driven by |BS.

Since 2009, the company has enforced a strict Responsible Procurement Policy for the purchase
of raw materials. All |BS supplier farms in the Amazon are monitored through satellite imaging and
georeferenced data. providing the best and latest information to support our efforts.

Cur Amazon monitoring system is considered one of the best and most sophisticated in the world,
assessing more than 50,000 potential livestock supplying farms every day and covering more than
450,000 km® (111 million acres) — an area larger than Germany (357,000 km?).

If farms are deemed non-compliant with our sustainable sourcing policies for any reason. they are
blocked from our supply chain. This includes automatic exclusion of any farm involved in the
deforestation of native forests, invasion of protected areas such as indigenous lands or environmental
preservation areas. or properties that have areas embargoed by IBAMA (the Brazilian Environmental
Agency). ¥¥e also do not purchase livestock from farmers involved in rural violence or land conflicts,
or those who use slave or child labour.

To date, we have blocked more than 9,000 cattle supplying farms due to noncompliance with our
sustainability criteria.

Independent audits conducted over the past six years by leading auditors DMNV-GL and BDO reveal
99.9% compliance with these standards overall. In 2019, 100% of direct purchases met our social-
environmental criteria. The results of these audits are freely available on the |BS website.

WVe do believe that we can achieve a supply chain free of deforestation but require the backing of our
partners including key customers, NGOs, and local government. |BS has always been open to dialogue
with stakeholders around new approaches to eliminate deforestation in the Amazon. Mew partnerships
as well as support for the strategies we are already developing could greatly accelerate the
implementation of a more sustainable livestock system in Brazil.
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In this letter, we outline some of the initiatives we have been working on and have heavily invested in
to improve supply chaim traceability. eliminate deforestation and ensure we do not purchase cattle
from farmers who illegally hold land in protected areas and Indigenous territories.

TACKLING THE INDIRECT SUPFPLIERS ISSUE

The issue of indirect suppliers is structural and requires a different approach to the one we use to
successfully monitor direct suppliers. Independent audits conducted by leading global auditors DINV-
GL and BDO over the past six years reveal that over 99.9% of livestock purchases by |BS, from farms
located in the Amazon region, meet the company’s socil environmental criteria. This includes the
zero-deforestation criteria. This increased to 100% in the company’s last audit, which took place in
2019. The results from these audits are available on the |BS website.

As stated, the traceability of the entire beef supply chain is an industry-wide challenge and a complex
task. One of the main challenges for monitoring the entire cattle supply chain, including indirect
suppliers {i.e. those who sell cattle to the direct suppliers of |BS) is the unavailability of the information
that allows tracking of all supply chain movements in Brazil.

THE AMIMAL TRAMSIT PERMIT (GTA)

The GTA, or Animal Transit Permit. is the official Ministry of Agriculture animal traceability
document for sanitary control in Brazil. For each cattle movement - from farm to farm or farm to
processing plant - a compulsory GTA, is issued. to identify the animals, their sanitary conditions and
the farm of origin.

However, the GTAs are not. and have never been. publicly available. |BS and other processing plants
only have access to the last GTA of the chain, from direct supplier to the processing plant. The GTAs
from previous links in the chain are not currently made public and reside only in the Government
database for sanitary control of Brazilian livestock.

Therefore, to tackle the issue of transparency in the indirect supply chain, there must be a solid
industry-level approach involving collaborative work. |BS is dedicated to driving forward industry
standards and we are in active discussion with stakeholders including the Federal Government of
Brazil and other leaders across the industry to reach a practical solution for the indirect supplier
MONItOring issue.

To drive progress, |BS is currently engaging with the Brazilian Ministry of Agriculture to explore a
new procedure for the issue of GTAs.
THE “GREEN-GTA"

In the new procedure proposed by |BS, the GTAs would contain information showing when cattie
have spent time on a farm that is included in the public list of areas embargoed by IBAMA, (the Brazilian
Environmental Agency) due to participation in illegal deforestation.
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This would enable |BS and other beef processing companies to request that direct suppliers only buy
calves and yearlings from farms that have a “Green-GTA” status meaning they have not been involved
in illegal deforestation. GTA status would be continuously maonitored.

In practice, |BS” direct suppliers could use the Green-GTAs information as a simple and cost-effective
way of checking the environmental status of the farm that incoming cattle originated. This way, they
can prevent the purchase of cattle from an illegally deforested area and stop them from reaching the
processing facility.

Ve believe the Green-GTA procedure could be deployed simply and its implementation would not
weaken the current GTA-based sanitary control used by the Government to monitor livestock in
Brazil.

In addition to the Green-GTA approach, |BS is investing in ancther three innovative projects to
proactively assess the best and most practical solutions to address the issue of indirect supplier
traceability. Some of the projects could be applied across the whole industry. Others are inspired by
blockchain systems and will be piloted by |BS in a company-wide trial in the first instance.

ADDRESSING THE CATTLE LAUNDERING PROELEM

To ensure that farms involved in deforestation are not part of our supply chain, |BS has also been
actively working with other stakeholders to develop sectoral strategies that can be applied to the
entire beef industry in the Amazon.

Oine such strategy is the program *‘Beef on Track’. This initiative has been developing by |BS in
partnership with the Federal Prosecutor’s Office and the Brazilian NGO Jmaflorg and aim defining
criteria and technical rules for monitoring cattle suppliers. As of the 1+ July 2020 all processors that
are signatories of TACs (a legal agreement with Federal Prosecutors” Office) and are operating in the
Legal Amazon states must follow the program.

One of the program’s monitoring criteria is a "theoretical index™ of livestock productivity per
hectare per year. This index must be used by processors to evaluate their suppliers, in order to identify
suspected cases of "cattle laundering”. Cattle laundering is a relatively recent phenomenon. It occurs
when a livestock producer whose farm has an IBAMA environmental embargo for illegal deforestation
uses a third party to supply their cattle to processing plants.

Cattle laundering occurs as suppliers with previous links to deforestation on their farm now find it
increasingly difficult to sell their cattle due to sectoral actions already implemented by the Federal
Prosecutor’s Office with the support of |[BS and other processors. Vihilst it is still a challenge to be
overcome. it is a product of the positive structural changes taking place in the socio-environmental
governance of beef supply chains in the Amazon_

THE THEORETICAL INDEX

The theoretical index is used to calculate if a livestock supplying farm has productivity above the
maximum quantity established of 3 head of cattle per hectare per year. If a farm exceeds this, then it
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must be checked to verify if it has a high productivity production system such as a feedlot. semi-feedlot
or food supplementation capabilities which could justify the number reached. Otherwise_ it will be
classified as suspected of cattle laundering and, in this case. |BS and other processors must cease all
negotiations with the supplier.

In addition to the theoretical index of livestock productivity. processors must follow new rules for
monitoring suppliers that require the use of geo-monitoring tools to analyse the areas embargoed by
IEAMA due to illegal deforestation. Based on geospatial analysis. if the property owerlaps with
embargoed areas it must be blocked and no cattle purchases made. |BS has already been following this
approach using our robust monitoring system which is considered the most advanced in the industry.

This new approach is more robust than the existing process of cross-referencing a property’s data
against IBAMA'S list of embargoed areas and was designed to prevent cattle laundering on a property
with several owners. Often, the IBAMA list does not include the data of all farm owners, which can
make it difficult to monitor supplying farms, as it allows those who were not listed as an owner of an
embargoed farm to sell cattle to processors from the same farm. Geospatial verification of embargoed
areas reduces the risk of this happening. The new approach also covers leased properties.

Ve are proud of the part we have played in the development of the theoretical index and its
implementation is expected to make a significant impact in the reduction of cattle [aundering.

Sincerely,

Marcie Nappe
|BS Corporate Sustainability Director

Clarification of individual points raised in your letter are included below:

Federal Public Prosecutor's Office (MPF) audit compliance
MNon-complionce with non-deforestation agreements

*  According to ouditing conducted by Federal Public Prosecutor’s Office in Pard state for 2016, 19% of
the cows purchased by [BS that were audited were found to be non-compliont with the Adjustment of
Conduct Agreement that |BS had signed with Federal Public Prosecutor’s Office.
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s According to auditing conducted by Federal Public Prosecutor’s Office in Pard state for 2017, 8% of
the cows purchased by [BS that were audited were found to be non-compliont with the Adjustment of
Conduct Agreement that |BS had signed with Federal Public Prosecutor’s Office.

The discrepancies highlighted resulted from differing methodologies used in the respective |BS and
Federal Public Prosecutor’s Office (MPF) geo-data analysis and auditing processes at that time.

JBS has engaged extensively with the MPF on this matter and provided technical solutions to improve
the methodology and ensure consistency which have subsequently been incorporated into the MPFs
Adjustment of Conduct Agreement (TAC) audit protocol.

Ve have abways worked collaboratively with the MPF to develop the most efficient auditing processes
and drive forward industry standards. In 2014, |BS was one of the pilot companies for the first TACs
audit coordinated by the MPF, selected for our extensive supplier monitoring experience. Our
partnership with them continues and includes our involvement in the aforementioned “Beef on Track™
program which led to the development of the theoretical index for detecting cases of cattle laundering
and other improvements.

Below is a closer look at the specific divergences found in the 2016 and 2017 audits.

201&

Following extensive analysis and liaison with MPF on the 2016 audit results the following system-level
discrepancies were identified which explain the anomalies and were outside |BS control. These have
subsequently been addressed to improve the MPF audit methodology and ensure consistency.

CAR (Brazil emirommental land registry) property mapping™

Divergences with the property map can occur when there is a delay between the date that the cattle
are sourced and the date of the MPF audit. |BS monitoring system checks compliance on the day of
purchase using the CAR property map. If there are any changes made (by either the farm owner or by
Para’s Department of Environment (SEMA-PA) in the process of validating the CAR) before the MPF
audit takes place, the results of the audit may not reflect the environmental circumstances at the
property on the day the cattle were sourced.
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Examples of property with different CAR map bases aver time:

1. CAR on the cattle purchase date (year: 2016) 1. CAR during the audic (year: 2007)
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/L - yd A

1 — §
: — | ] - ,'I ]
r_”j 4 7 - i

\ M, E £ -

Y | ! Y
DEFORESTATION .

— — e

* CAR & on officisl slectromic record reguired by law for ofl rural land {forms), wiich aims to istegrate oil environmental information
regording the stotus of Arces of Permanent Preservation (APP), greas of Legol Reserve and areas of forests and the remaiming matie
vegetation of the reral properties in Brozd occording to the Forest Code Bl The Statedevel Depariment of Environment is responsible
for the anolysis ond validation of broperties” CARs.

INPE PRODES System

The Mational Institute for Space Research (INPE) defines deforestation in the Amazon as the clearing
of land greater than 6.25 hectares. |BS has used this definition to carry out deforestation assessments
of its cattle supplying farms since 2010

In the 2016 audit, deforestation polygons smaller than 6.25 hectares (with some measuring just 0.01
hectares) were considered within the farm analysis compliance, contrary to its own official definition.

It is estimated that around 25% of the INPE PRODES database has deforestation polygons smaller than
6.25 hectares which resulted in |BS" inadvertent ‘non-compliance’ with the Adjustment of Conduct
Agreement (TAC) in the 2016 audit results.

Example of an INPE PRODES polygon with size of 0.38 hectare:
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Technical Geo-manitoring Rules

AL the time of the 2016 audit. there were no technical geomonitoring rules in place to interpret partial
overfapping between deforestation polygons and the mapping of properties. Technical geo-monitoring
rules are required to minimize geographical locational error which can displace properties by up to a
few kilometers at a time and help avoid “false positive’ deforestation results.

Deforestation can also be evidenced in audits if a farm is accidentally impacted by a fire started on a
neighboring property. Rules are required to assess the situation, the individual property and its overlap
with deforestation polygons.

The lack of rules to assess such divergences led to further ‘non-compliances’ in 2016 which could have
otherwise been explained or avoided.

Example of o property with an error in the definition of its geographic location:

DEFGRESTATION

[r=—

For all the above cases of technical and methodological divergences, |BS forwarded suggested technical
geo-monitaring rules to the MPF, most of which were incorporated into the 2017 audit

2017

The 2017 audit indicated that 0.9% of instances of non-compliance” refated to illegal deforestation.
Analysis has shown that this was as a result of CAR mapping discrepancies due to the MPF audit time
lag as detailed above.

The other 7.4% of non-compliant results were due to the audit of suppliers whose farms had out of
date Environmental Licenses during the MPF audit period. This does not reflect the prevailing
circumstance on the day of purchase as all |BS suppliers must have valid licenses.

W¥e note that important progress was made between the 2016 and 2017 audit cycles. The INPE
PRODES system in 2017 excluded polygons of deforestation smaller than 6.25 hectares and a technical
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geo-monitoring rule was put in place to interpret cases of partial overlapping between deforestation
polygons and individual properties.

However, the 2017 audit was still distorted due to the unresolved CAR time-lag divergences which is
beyond |BS" control.

The ongoing collaboration between |BS and the MPF was nevertheless important for improving the
accuracy of the audit results. As |BS has monitored its supply chain for almost a decade, our experience
is valued, and we will continue to work collaboratively to improve the audit process.

Federal environmental agency fine

e [n 2017, Brazilian Institute of Emvironment and Renewable Natural Resources (Institito Brasileiro do Meio
Ambiente e dos Recursos Naturais Renovavéis — IBAMA) levied on |BS BRL 24.7 million (LSS 4.9 million)
in fines for purchasing, directly and indirectly, 49,468 cows from farms that at least some of its area hod
been embargoed (prohibition to use the embargeed area in order to prevent further environmental ham
and recover the area) by the environmental agency.

|BS appealed the fine and its appeal was upheld by the courts, as the company did not purchase and
does not purchase cattle from any farm included in the list of areas embargoed by the Brazilian Institute
of Environment and Renewable Matural Resources (IBAMA).

Online darabase transparency

* |In October 2019, the emvironmental outlet O Eco reported [BS reduced the transparendy of its online
database Guarantee of Origin Friboi. According to this report, [BS stopped providing the location of its
suppliers, ie, their predse geographic coordinates.

JBS reinforces that it maintains transparency throughout its supply chain. In order to provide a high
level of transparency to consumers and our stakeholders, we continue to provide information on the
origin of our products through the name of the farms and their municipalities of origin.

Customers can access information on the origin of the products directly through the Friboi website
or by cell phone - by reading the QR Code on the product packaging. |BS is the only Brazilian company
in the sector to provide this level of information.

In October 2019, in order to comply with new Brazilian legislation that defined rules for the storage,
treatment and protection of personal data. we stopped making the geographical coordinates of the
supplier farms available on Friboi's Guarantee Origin website. At that time, legal assessments indicated
that advertising this type of information could be in breach of the General Data Protection Act,
which comes into force in August 2020,

In recent months, the company has developed a digital platform that will enable consumers to access
information about the origin of products in a new format This project also aims to ensure that all
information made available by the company on raw material suppliers complies with the new General
Diata Protection Act. The new platform is in the final testing phase and will be available very soon.
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Indirect supplier monitoring

In 2009, |BS committed ta monitor its indirect suppliers within two years of the signature of the “Public
Livestock Commitment”. In March 2013, the Federal Public Prosecutor’s office and [BS committed “within
24 months to undertaking efforts to foster the implementation of a public troceability system, which has
the purpose of ensuring data on the origin and destination of cottle, since the farm of production to final
consumer”. The 2019 Evaluation of the Fulfiiment to the “Public Livestock Commitment™ — which covers
the year 2018 — affirms that indirect suppliers of cattle to JBS are not systematically monitored by [BS.

o Does [BS systematically monitor indirect suppliers? If so, please describe and provide evidence of any
efforts undertaken since 2009 to systematically monitor indirect suppliers. ff not, please explain why
JBS does nat systematically monitor indirect suppliers.

o Pease also darify whether |BS takes any non-systematic steps to monitor indirect suppliers. If so, what
kinds of non-systematic steps are taken and in which dreumstances?

JES leadership in tackling the indirect supplier issue is detailed in our response above.

Protected areas

Has JBS processed cattle that have been illegally grazed within the Urnu-Eu-Wou-Wau Indigenous territory,
the Rio Jocy-Parand Reserve or the Rio Ouro Preto Reserve during ot least one of the breeding, rearing or
fattening phases?

Can you provide us with cose details and steps [BS has taken to prevent the purchase of cattle that grazed
on Indigenous territories andlor Reserves during at least one of the breeding, rearing or fattening phases?

Does |BS directly purchase cantle from farmers knawn to illegally hold land in Indigenous terrtories andlor
Reserves (for example, from farmers that register farms inside Indigenous teritories andlor Reserves in the
Rural Enwironmental Registry system)?

In cases where famers known to illegaly hold land in these protected areas also have farms outside (which
could be considerad legal), what steps does [BS take to ensure that cattle purchased from these farmers
did not previously graze on farms within Indigenous terrtories andlor Reserves during at least one of the
breeding, rearing or fattening phases?

¥¥e do not purchase cattle from any farm involved in the illegal grazing within protected areas.

As outlined above, our geo-monitoring system is one of the most sophisticated in the world using the
best and latest data to enforce our unequivocal zero-deforestation approach.

Any farm deemed non-compliant with our sustainable sourcing policies for any reason, including
deforestation, is blocked from our supply chain. This includes automatic exclusion of any farm involved
in the deforestation of native forests, invasion of protected areas such as indigenous lands or
environmental preservation areas, or properties that have areas embargoed by IBAMA (the Brazilian
Environmental Agency).
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Independent audits conducted over the past six years by leading auditors DMNV-GL and BDO reveal
99.9% compliance with these standards overall. In 2009, 100% of direct purchases met our social-
environmental criteria. The results of these audits are freely available on the |BS website.

In addition we have been at the forefront of industry initiatives to tackle cattle laundering (illegal use
of a third party to supply cattle to the processing plant - including as a result of complicated farm
ownership structures) and increase indirect supplier traceability to continue to drive positive structural
changes across the Amazon beef industry as detailed above.

We urge anyone with evidence of individual or farm-level malpractice to report it to the authorities
50 it can be appropriately addressed.

= From our review of |BS’s materiaks, it is undear what stebs [BS takes to identify, address and remediate
hurman rights abuses that the company may couse or contribute to through fits own activities, or whidh
may be directly linked 1o its aperations, products or services by its business relationships. Please provide
information regarding the poficies and steps [BS takes to identify, oddress and remediate hunan rights
abuses, induding apainst Indigenous peoples and other troditional residents of Indigenous termitories
andlor Reserves. Could you provide us with a typical case study?

*  Has [BS previously identified, addressed and remediated human rights abuses against Indigenous
peoples andlor traditional residents of protected areas within the company’s supbly chain? If so, please
explain the details of the human rights abuses found and the steps taken by [BS to identify, address
and remediate those abuses.

JBS closely monitors its suppliers for compliance in all aspects of our Responsible Procurement. Policy
and has not previously identified issues relating to human rights abuses of Indigenous communities or
other protected groups. |BS also has a partnership with Stronger Together, a UK-based organization
with expertise in ethical trade. as a part of our commitment to ensure there is no forced labour, labour
trafficking or third-party exploitation of workers within our supply chain.

JBS Business Associate Code of Conduct

= From our review of [BSs materiaks, it is not dear how the company monitors its suppliers” compliance
with the [BS Business Associate Code of Conduct, induding the requirement to comply “with all
applicable environmental laws and regulations.” Please inform us of the polides and steps |BS takes
to monitor compliance with its Business Assodate Code of Conduat and the steps taken in case of non-
compliance.

The Code of Conduct for Business Partners is a global document and forms an integral part of all
contracts between |BS and third parties. It is available on the |BS website and in the company’s
compliance hub.

In addition, a compliance clause is included in all |BS contracts, stipulating conducts which will not be
tolerated. Compliance monitoring varies according to the business segment. All livestock suppliers are
checked for compliance with the company's Responsible Procurement Policy through the |BS
monitoring system.

Any cases of non-compliance with the Code of Conduct for Business Partners result in disciplinary
action and may include contract termination, losses and damages actions. as well as the blocking of the
respective suppliers in the company’s systems.
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ANEXO 3: CARTA A BNDES

Referencs TG AMA 1202003

AMNESTY

INTERNATIONAL
M. Guslave Monlezang
President
Barsay Nacional de Desenvaliments Econdmico & Social AMNESTY INTERNATIONAL INTERHAT SNAL SECRETARIAT

& RepOblica oo Chile, 100 - 22° andar - Rin de laneira/R ) Linited Mations Garwev Cfice

i R de Vamembé 1, 1202 Gereva, Switreriand
e Tk +41-22 306 0480, Fax: +41.97 7217457
N - e ] k Vinaahy i . ) 1 3ty
Barscn Macional de Desenvahimenta Econdmico & Sacisl E-telai: ugieaBamnesly orp Wets DMwaw amrsly.on

A%, Repliblica oo Chile, 100 - 22 andar - Rie de laneira/R)

CC: MWIr. JOlio Costa Leite

Superirtendent of Public and Socioemaronmental Gowernance Department
Barsas Macional de Desenvaldiments Econdmico & Bocial

&% Repibdica oo Chile, 100 = 17 andar = Rio da langina/R )

28 Jung 2020

Re: Amnesty International’s investigation ivba human rights abuses linked o Brazil's cattle industry in
Indigenous beritories and Reserses

Dwar Sir:

| am writing on behalf of Amnesty International to inform you of preliminary findings we have reached
rlaling ba illegal comemencial cabthe ranching in Brazil's Amazan, and b request infarmation reganding
Brazilian Mational Dewslapment Rank's (Banco Nagions! o Deseovedaments Econdmico ¢ Seeiad - BNDES)
acliities related bo Brasl's cattle industry.

AR §IHE My KR, AI'"“Q:EL‘_! Infernatianal = a global movemant of mers than seven million peaple werking 1o
ensure the protection and realisation of human rights werldwide. We are indspendent of any govemment,
i tical iceniogy, economic inderest or religion, and arm funded mainly by our membership and public
donations. We campaign and advocate for human rights change on the basis of serious and thorough
nesearch on human rights issues all ower the warkl

Last year, Amnesly Infernational initiated an irvestigation into illegal commercial cattle ranching in
Indigenaus territones and Reserees in Brazi's Amazon region, focusing, in particular, en human rights
abuses against those living in these proteched aness. As part of this ressarch, the investigation found that
BMBES failed ta require the implementation by meat-packing companies of the 2009 socwenvronmendal
guidelires for the cattle induslry.

We ane satting ot the substance of our ressarch and aur key findings In this latter to glve you an
opportunity io review and respond to them prior lo publication. We have also posed some guestions that will
give you a furthar opporiunity 1o clarity the steps BNDES has undertaken to implemsnt the
secicerwironmental guidelines for the caltle industry,

METHODOLOGY

Az parl ol il mwvest@gation inte illegal commercial Callle ranching. Amnesty Inlernational imerdessad a
number of Indigencus peaple and ather traditicnal residents of Indigencus territeries and Ressnes
Amnesty Imlernational analysed gflicial decuments an illegal commescial callle amnching. Amnesly

Gampan Beputation: (IE3STYG  Regnisred in Dagiaed 2nd Wy
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International also analysed the sociosnvironmental guidelines established by BNDES and media reports on
the implementation of the guidelines.

BACKGROUMND

States have an international obligation to pretect human rights. Under the United Nations Guiding
Principles on Business and Human Righis, “States must protect against human rights abuses within their
territory andfer jurisdiction by third parties, including business enterprises, This requires taking approprizte
steps 1o pravant, investigate, punish end redrass such abuse through effective palicies, legislation,
regulations and adjucation”™.* This means, for example, requiring companies to conduct adeguate hurman
rights due diligence,

The United Mations Guiding Principles on Busines and Human Rights also require States to “lake
additional steps 10 protect against human rights abuses by busingss enterprises {...) that receive substantial
support and services fram State agencies, such as export credit agencies and official investment insurance
or guearantes agencies, including, where approprigte, by requiring human rights due diligence” 2

SUMMARY OF PRELIMINARY FINDINGS

Amnesty International documented land seizures for illegal commercial cattle ranching in three protacted
areas in Ronddnia state: the Ure-Eu-Wau-Wau Indigenous territory, the Rio Jacy-Parand Reserve, and Rio
Ourg Preto Reserve. Commercial cattle ranching is prohibitad by law in the three protected areas. Land
selzures for [llegal commercial cattle ranching infringe the rghts of Indigencus peoples and traditional
residents of Reserves to their protected territories. Land seizures for illegal commaercial cattle ranching also
harm their traditional way of life, People living in the three protected areas reported having faced threats
and intimidation, evictions, a lack of access to areas occupied by cattle farmars, and adwerse impacts on
their livelinoods. MNotably, deforestation in the three protected areas increased between August 2018 and
July 2019 compared fo the period from August 2017 to July 2018, according to official monitoring,?

Residents of the Rio Ouro Preto Reserve tald Amnesty International about recent efforts to expand illegal
commerclal cattle ranching and threats, They told Amnesty International they avold going to areas near the
greas accupiad by cattle farmess because of the risk of conflicts.

The Rio Jacy-Parand Reserve was the most deforested Reserve in the Amazon region between August 2018
and July 2019, according to official data,? Mest of the residants of the Ria Jacy-FParand Rasarve were
evicted by cattle farmers and grileires. Former residents told Amnesty |nternational they fear retumning to
the Rie Jacy-Farani Reserve.

The Uru-Eu-Wau-Wau Indiganous territary was ranked as the ninth most deforested Indigenous ferritory in
the Amazen betwesn August 2018 and July 2019, zocording to official data.” |llegal commercial catile
ranching has been present inside the Uru-Eu-Waw-Wau Indigenous territory for many years and there have
been recant affarts to expand the activity. Uru-Eu-Wau-Wau people told Amnesty Internationel about recent
invasions and threats. They alse described avoiding going to the area ilegally occupled by cattle farmess
dua to the fear of baing killed.

Amnesty International also found that BNDES has failed to require the implementation of its
socioenvironmental guidelines for the cattla industry. BMDES established the guidelines in 2009.
According to the guidelines, meal-packing companies being supported by BNDES, aither through lsans or
shareholding, are reguired to implement a traceability systern from birth to slaughter for all cattle

! Unilted Natiars Office of the High Commissianer lor Human Rights, Guidlag Principies on Businass and Human Rights:
Implemesting e Unifed Nabions “Prolec], Respect and Remeady”™ Savmewonk, LIN DG, HRPURN 104, 2011, Principks 1
{hemmafier United Mations Guiding Principles on Business and Human Rights)
2 Principle 4. Linited Mations Guiding Principlas on Businass and Hurman Rights,
1 Data abtainad at- Brazl National Insttube of Spatial Resaarch (IMNPE), Satallde Manitarng Program of the Brazilan Amazan
Farast {Frograma ds Monforemants ds Flovests Amazinica Brasdeira par Satdite - PRODES),
- - a o, 18
* Dala oblained ab- Brazl Naticnal Inslitule of Spalial Resaarch (INPE], Satellte Monitoring Program of the Brazilan Amazan
Fanest (Programa de Masforamants da Flovesta Amazdniza Brasieira par Saidie - PRODES),
bt Merabasils dpiinoe bos pofdashboarddeforestation'bicmesdegal amarenincrements
* Data obtained at- Bragl Maticnal Institute of Spatial Research (INPE), Satelite Monftaring Program of the Brazilan Amazan
Forast {Programa des Manfaramants ds Floresta Amaztniza Srasdaira par Sanéite - PRODES),

i 5 noe. bis poyt : fi i CrE
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slaughtered by 2016.5 The traceability system from birth te slaughter includes all farms where the cattle
grazed on, that is, direct and indirect suppliers, Direct suppliers are the fanms that sell cattle to meat-
packing companies, while indirect suppliers are the farms where the cattle grazed on before arriving to the
direct suppliers.

Meat-packing companies supported by BNDES have not implemented the traceability systern fram birth to
slaughter. In Decamber 2018, O Eco repartad that BMDES did not enforce the socioenvironmantal
guidelines.” In Novernber 2019, the Federal Public Prosecutor's Office in Pard state affirmed that the nen-
maonitoring of indirect suppliers is one of the main loophales in the monitoring of the cattle industry

OFPORTUNITY TO RESPOND

We would like to invite you to respand to the above findings, as well as 1o pravide additional infermation
that might assist our understanding of the BNDES socioenvironmental guidelines for the cattle industry and
its implermentation. We would be grateful if you could reply to the following guestions:

1} Please provide a list of the meat-packing companies supparted by BMDES, either through loans or
shareholding, since 2009, providing information about whether sach meat-packing company has
implamented the socioenvironmantal guidelines for the cattle industry, particularly the traceability
systam from birth to slaughter for all cattle slaughtered.

2 Flease explain how BNDES demands the implementation of the socioenvironmental guidelines for
the cattle industry and assesses the implementation by the meat-packing companias. Please
provide any awailable documents regarding the implementation of the guidelines by the maat-
packing cormpanies and assessments of compliance with the guidelines.

3} In case meat-packing companies supported by BNDES have not implemented the traceability
system from birth io slaughler, please describe for each meal-packing company the reasons for not
implamenting and the efforts undertaken by BNDES to enforce its implamentation. Please provide
any available documents substantiating the efforts undertaken by BNDES.,

We would appreciate if you could provide supparting factual information that would allow us to verify any
claims that you make in response to our questions, If you are unable to provide the requested information,
we would appreciate if you could state why this is not possible.

We intend to publish our detailed findings in a report and may include part or all of your comments and
responsas in it. Please provide any information by 22:00 GMT an 03 July 2020, to enable us fo consider
incorporating it in our report, You may reach us by email 8t richard fshou

Yours sincerely,

G

Richard Pearshouse,
Head aof Crisis and the Envirenmeant Crisis Responze Programme

2 BNDES, "ENDES amplia eaigincias para apoio # cadeia produdia da pecuaria bavina™, 22 July 2018,
bttty brides pov bowps portalsinhomaimprensaineticiasConinuda’ 20080732 Triporificn
? Piero Locatalli, *Amaztnia: BNDES nda cumpru sau compromissa contra @ desmatamanta®, 18 Dacember 2018,

Compeny Regrstration: 11508776 Registered in England and Weles

DE SELVA A GRANJA

GANADO DE CRIA ILEGAL EN LA AMAZONIA BRASILENA DESCUBIERTO EN LA CADENA DE SUMINISTRO DE JBS
Amnistia Internacional

33



ANEXO 4: CARTA A IDARON
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Reference: TG AMR 19/2020.0013

AMNESTY

INTERNATIONAL

Mr. Jlillo Cesar Recha Peres

Fresldent

Agéncla de Defesa Sanitaria Agrosiivopastorll do Estado de AMKESTY INTEEHATIONAL INTERMATIONAL SECRETARIAT
frandania . Unitzd Matiens Geneva Office

Av. Farguar. 2986 — Balrrg Pedrinhas - Paldcie Rlo Madelra Rus ge varemes 1, 1202 Geneva, Swizanand

[CFA}, 5° andar, eQificlo RIO CAUTiNe — POMG VENO/RO - CEF: 1o L 40 oo ane csso. Far: 441-22 7517497
76B01-470 E-Mall: uaigvilamnesty org Web: ttpwww.amnesty.org

CC: Mr. Faplano Alexandre dos Santas

Manager of Anlmial Health control and |HSDE€|:|DI'|

Agéncia g2 Defesa Sanitdria Agrosilvopastorl oo Estade de Ronadnla
Av. Farquar, 2986 — Balrrg Pedrinhas — Paldclo Rlo Madelra [CPA), 5°
andar, edificlo Rio Cautiric CEF: 76201-470 — Porto velhe — Ronadnla

29 June 2020

Re: Amnesty International’s Investigation Into human rights abuses linked to lllegal commercial cattis
ranching In Indigencus tarritories and Ressrves In Ronddnla stats

Dear Sir:

I am writing on behalf of Amnesty International to Inform you of prellminary findings we have reached
relating te lllegal commerclal cattle ranching In Indlgenous territories and Resarves In Brazll's Amazon. and
to request Informatlon regarding Renddnla’s animal health control agency (Agéncia de Defesa Sanitania
Agrosiivapasfori! do esfado de Ronddnia — IDARDMN) activitles In the state.

As you may know, Amnesty International Is a global movement of more than seven milllon peogle working to
ensure the protection and reallsation of human rights worldwide. We are Independent of any govemment,
political Idevliogy, economic Interest or religlon, and are funded mainly by our membership and public
donations. We campalgn and advecate for human rights change on the basls of serfous and thorough
research on human rights Issues all over the world.

Last year, Amnesty International Initiated an Investigation Into lllegal commercial cattle ranching In
Indigenous territorles and Reserves In Brazll's Amazon reglon, focusing, In particular, on human rights
abuses against those Iiving In these protected areas. As part of this research, the Investigation found that
IDARON effectively enables Illegal commercial cattle ranching In Indigenous territories and Resenves.

We are setting out the substance of our research and our key findings In this letter to glve you an
opportunity te review and respond to them prior to publication. We have also posed some questlons that will
glve you a further opportunity to clarity the activities performed by IDARON.

METHODOLOGY

As part of Its Investigation Inte lllegal commercial cattle ranching. Amnesty International Intendewed a
number of Indlgenous people and other traditlonal residents of Indigenous temitories and Reserves.
Amnesty International analysed official animal health control documents, as well as relevant leglsiation.

SUMMARY OF FRELIMINARY FINDINGS

Cormpany Registration: 01808778  Regisisred in England and Wales
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Amnesty International documented land selzures for |llegal commercial cattle ranching In three protected
areas In Ronddnla state: the Uru-Eu-Wau-Wau Indigenous terrtory, the Rlo Jacy-Parana Reserve, and Rlo
Ouro Preto Reserve. Commercial cattle ranching Is prohibited by law In the three protected areas. Land
selzures for |llegal commercial cattle ranching Infringe the rights of Indigenous peoples and traditional
resldents of Reserves to thelr protected territories. Land selzures for lllegal commercial cattle ranching also
harm thelr traditional way of Iite. People IIVIng In the three protected areas reported having faced threats
and Intimidation, evictions, a lack of aCCESS 0 areas occupled Dy caltle farmers, and adverse IMpacts on
their livellnoods. Motably, deforestation In the three protected areas Increased between August 2018 and
July 2019 compared to the period from August 2017 to July 2018, according to official monftoring. *

Residents of the Rio Ouro Freto Reserve told Amnesty International about recent efforts to expand Illegal
commerc|al cattie ranching and threats. They told Amnesty Internatienal they aveld going to areas near the
areas occupled by cattle farmers because of the risk of conflicts.

The Rlo Jacy-Farand Reserve was the most deforested Reserve In the Amazon reglon between August 2018
and July 2019, according to officlal data.” Most of the residents of the Rio Jacy-Farana Reserve were
evicted by cattle farmers and grifelrgs. Former residents told Amnesty International they fear returning to
the Rio Jacy-Farana Reserve.

The Uru-Eu-Wau-Wau Indigencus territory was ranked as the ninth most deforested Indigenous territory in
the Amazon betwesn August 2018 and July 2019, according to officlal data.” lllegal commercial cattie
ranching has been present Inside the Uru-Eu-Wau-Wau Indigenous territory for many years and there have
been recent efforts to expand the activity. Uru-Eu-Wau-Wau people told Amnesty Intermational about recent
Invaslons and threats. They also described avolding going to the area lllegally occupled by cattle farmers
due to the fear of being killed.

Amnesty International also found that IDARON registers commercial cattle farms Inslde Ingigenous
termitories and Ressrves. RoNadnia state's |egIsiation raquines the registration of cattie farms and farmers
with IDAROM * In Ronddnla state, state authoritles are required to visit cattle farms and reglster the
geographic coordinates of the farms In order to confimm the Infermation provided by farmers before
valldating the registration.® IDARON also Issues Animal Transport Fermits for cattle movement In these
areas.

By reglstering commerclal cattle farms and Issulng Anlmal Transport Permits for cattie movements In
Indigencus territories and Resenes, IDARON effectlvely enables lllegal commerclal cattle ranching In these
areas. Where authoritles effectively enable lllegal commerclal cattie ranching In Indigenous territorles and
Reserves, authoritles fall to protect the rights of Indigenous peoples and resldents of Reserves to thelr
traditlonal territories.

Brazil’s Constliution and International human Fights obligations recognise Indigenous peoples’ and residents
of Reserves’ rights to thelr land, Its use and natural resources.”

OFFORTUNITY TO RESPOND

We wauld like to Invite you to respond te the above Tindings, as well as to provide additional Infermation
that might assist our understanding of IDAROMN activitles related to cattle ranching. We would be grateful It
you could reply to the following guestions:

1} Considering that commerclal cattle ranching s pronibited by law In Indigenous territories and
Reserves, why does IDARON register commerclal cattie farms Inside Indigengous terrteries and
Reserves, as well as Issue Animal Transport Fermits for catthe movemants to and from thess
commerclal farms?

! Dats obtained at: Brazd National knstibute of Spatial Research (INPE), Sstelife Mandoring Program of the Brazikan Amaron
Farest { Frograma de Momitgraments di Floresta Amazdnics Brasieirs por Satsite - FRODES],
hitteAera Drasis. o pi. in pe. oA povdashibesnd defarestat on/biomesd gal_amazonincraments
# Data cblained ab: Brazd Mational Institute of Spatial Research (INPE), Satelliie Monitoring Program of the Brazikan Amazon
Forest { Frograma de Momitaraments da Florssta Amazdnics Brasieirs por Saisite - FRODES],

e - " " 5

A z il ey et e s Foruing &
2 Data obtined at: Brazd Mational nstibute of Spatial Researeh (INFE), Satelite Monitorng Program of the Brazlian Amazon
Fanast ( Frograma de Manitaramento ds Fioesta Amazinics Brasieira por Sahdife - FRODES),
srahrsesis i in I - b

el Firy e .

janaiac /
* Article 3 of RondBnla's Law BEZZ001; article & of Ronddnia's Decres 9, T35/2001.

® Arficke 4 of IDARDN'S Portara n® J1R20151DAROMPR-GAB.

= Articies 215, 216 and 231 of Brazil's Constitution; OAS Ammenican Declaration on e Rights of Indigenous Peoples Art. X0/,
L3 Indigenous and Tribal Feoples Comenlion 163 Art. 14; jurisprudence of inleramerican Court on Human Rights incl.
Saramaka People v. Suniname (Freliminary Objections, Mesits, Reparations, and Costs) (Series G No. 172) inber-American
Court of Hurman Rights, (2007).
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Does IDARON take any measure agalnst |liegal commercial cattle ranching In protected areas (for
example, provide tederal and state envirenmental authorties with Information on cattle farmers,
thelr names and location of the farms In protected areas where cattie rancning Is [legal)? If so,
please provide any avallanle documental evidence of the measures taken by IDARDN against
lilegal commercial cattle ranching. I not, please explain why IDARON does not take any measure
agalnst |llegal commerclal cattle ranching?

We would appreciate If you could provide supporting factual Imformation that would allow us to wverify any
clalms that you make In response to our QUESHICNS. IT you afe unable to provide the reguested Information,
we would appreciate It you could state why this Is not possinle.

We Intend to publish our detalled Tindings In 3 report and may Include part or all of your comments and
responses In It. Please provide any Information by 22:00 GMT on 2 of July 2020, to enable us to consiger

Incorporating It In our regort. You may reach us by emall at fichard gearsnoyse@ampesty org.

¥ours sincerely,

Richard Pearshause,
Head of Crisis and the Environment Crisis Respensa Programme
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GANADO DE CRIA ILEGAL EN LA AMAZONIA BRASILENA DESCUBIERTO
EN LA CADENA DE SUMINISTRO DE JBS

En la Amazonia brasilefia, las apropiaciones ilegales de tierras, la
deforestacion y los incendios suelen formar parte del proceso de transformar
la selva tropical en pastos. En este informe, Amnistia Internacional
documenta las recientes apropiaciones de tierras para actividades ganaderas
comerciales ilegales en areas protegidas de la Amazonia brasilefia y sus
consecuencias negativas para los derechos humanos.

Amnistia Internacional visitd un territorio indigena y dos reservas en el estado
de Rondonia, donde la ganaderia comercial es ilegal. Las apropiaciones
ilegales de tierras suelen ir acompafnadas de amenazas, intimidacion y
violencia contra quienes viven en esos territorios e intentan defender su
propiedad. Ni indigenas ni residentes de las reservas pueden entrar en las
zonas ocupadas, por lo que ven reducidas sus posibilidades de cazar o
recolectar recursos naturales. En los peores casos, se ven obligados a huir
de sus hogares.

El informe concluye asimismo que ganado criado ilegalmente en estas areas
protegidas ha entrado en la cadena de suministro de JBS, el mayor
productor de carne de vacuno del mundo. Amnistia Internacional insta a JBS
a adoptar un sistema de control efectivo, gue incluya a sus proveedores
indirectos, y a garantizar que la empresa no adquiere ganado criado
ilegalmente en zonas protegidas en alguna etapa de su vida. Amnistia
Internacional pide a inversores y compradores de JBS que colaboren con la
empresa en este proceso.
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