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Short Introduction.
The expansion of eucalyptus monoculture throughout Brazil does not respect civil society's access to the minimum information necessary to protect human rights in the climate change context.
The large paper/cellulose and pig iron steel corporations, with the support of the State, hold around 10 million hectares of land, in different states of the federation, mainly concentrated in the northern region of Minas Gerais State, in the extreme south of Bahia State and the north of Espírito Santo State, in Maranhão State, in São Paulo State and more recently in Mato Grosso do Sul State.
With a long and tragic history of violations of human rights and the rights of nature, fast-growing chemical eucalyptus plantations are responsible for the expropriation of indigenous and quilombola lands, for the scarcity and contamination of water by pesticides and herbicides, and for making agrarian reform unfeasible.
In the face of the climate crisis, cellulose and steel corporations do not act to protect human rights. On the contrary, corporations are interested in yet another market niche, offering their eucalyptus monocultures as carbon sinks. Under the excuse that they plant "forests", they invest heavily in green research and propaganda, interested in tax exemptions, public and private investments, and more profits in the carbon market. Also, regarding human rights, in addition to company marketing, there is a lack of basic information in response to constant questions from civil society about violations.
Due to the severity and scope of the violations, it is urgent that Rapporteur Special intercede with companies, the State, and alert the United Nations about the need for access to independent information on climate change and human rights. It is necessary for civil society to be properly consulted and informed, so that it can effectively participate in decision-making processes, having access to justice, reparations and real solutions to the climate crisis and protection of human rights.
Here below, some inputs and recommendations, drawn up from FASE, a Brazilian civil society organization, with more than 60 years of popular education work with the grassroots communities whose rights are being even more violated, in the face of the climate crisis.

1. What type of information should be collected and shared to identify and prevent negative human rights impacts from climate change and climate change response measures? What types of information might be particularly difficult to access and why?
Firstly, how many people and communities lost their lands and territories to eucalyptus monoculture in Brazil? This type of identification does not exist in the country, and the north of Espírito Santo and the extreme south of Bahia can be a good initial spatial sampling frame, as it concentrates the main companies: Suzano Celulose, Veracel Celulose, and indigenous communities, afroquilombolas, camps and settlements of landless MST rural workers.
How many streams and rivers have dried up and been contaminated amid eucalyptus plantations? What is the health situation of the population and the workforce hired and subcontracted for “forest” operations? How are the families of disabled or dead workers living? Particularly challenging is measuring companies' profits from their false green advertisements and solutions for clime changes. As they define monocultures as forests and promote green market mechanisms as a solution to the climate crisis, how much do they get in investments and tax exemptions? And which human rights are violated by this kind of information? 
This is all strategic information that should be collected and disseminated to identify and prevent negative impacts on human rights in the face of false corporate responses to the climate crisis.

2. Existing approaches to collecting, sharing and monitoring information on climate change and human rights are sufficient for the public to assess the magnitude of actual and potential negative impacts on their human rights, and the adequacy of States' responses to these risks? How can these approaches be improved?
The information on climate change and human rights produced by companies and the State is insufficient, and for the most part misleading, aiming to manufacture a false consensus of support for the false solutions that the same agents present.
There is not exactly a free, informed, participatory consultation process when companies are installed or operated in territories. When the State or corporations present their solutions to face the climate crisis, they identify monocultures of fast-growing trees as "forests", under the same term as "forestry". This definition governs the national forest program itself, or companies' forest management plans. Under this sign, corporations seek to access national and international investments, which fuel the expansion of monocultures, instead of targeting communities that conserve native forests.
These approaches could be improved: a) if the concept of forest did not include tree monocultures, b) if communities could build their consultation protocols according to the ILO, c) if companies sought effective policies, and not just profitable ones, in defending human rights and tackling climate change. d) if the State implemented adequate and participatory policies to protect human rights and nature defenders, especially if the land situation of traditional, peasant and landless peoples was regularized.

3. Are there undue barriers to accessing up-to-date information on human rights and climate change? (e.g. language and technical accessibility, use of technology, reasons for non-disclosure, others?)
For traditional indigenous, Afro-quilombola, landless and peasant communities there are significant barriers to accessing correct and updated information on human rights and climate change. These are structural barriers that relate either to the level of literacy of families, especially the elderly, or to the difficulties of interpreting and analyzing a technical vocabulary.
The situation becomes more serious and tragic as it is this public that is also targeted by false corporate advertising, all based on the false identification between forest and tree monoculture. The younger generations of indigenous and Afroquilombolas in the north of Espírito Santo and the extreme south of Bahia, for example, who were born in the middle of the eucalyptus forest, and who had no contact with the Atlantic Forest; about these generations, misinformation is deeply harmful. It acts as a washout of the community's own memory, seriously threatening the survival of its cultures and traditions. At the same time, when it comes to human rights violations, companies persecute, threaten and criminalize community leaders. Companies impose the law of silence, supported by the State's own military police. In Espírito Santo alone, there are countless leaders under threat, without a protection program.

4. Are there examples where international cooperation has effectively supported public access to information on climate change and human rights? What are the challenges in implementing UNFCCC Articles 4 (public access to information) and 6 (public awareness), and Article 12 of the Paris Agreement (public access to information), and other international instruments and processes that can support/ contribute to international cooperation on access to information on climate change and human rights?

In territories that should be effectively informed about climate change and human rights, international cooperation is deeply flawed.
In general, although guaranteed by articles 4 and 6 of the UNFCCC and by article 12 of the Paris Agreement, public access to information and public awareness bypass traditional communities and the population living in the vicinity of large eucalyptus plantations. and pine in Brazil. Certainly, misinformation is greater regarding climate change than when it is related to human rights.
The problem becomes even more serious when the cellulose and steel corporations themselves begin to "inform" the communities. Through intense advertising in digital media, in the major print media, TV, radio, often disguised as journalistic information, corporations such as Suzano Celulose purposely misinform communities, especially with regard to their green marketing to combat climate change.
The main instrument that can contribute to the lack of information or intentional and strategic misinformation is popular education. International cooperation must support the informational microprocesses that persist in civil society, a myriad of local family, community and inter-community, face-to-face and digital networks. Train and equip local leaders and organizations, strengthening their information and counter-information networks, so that they can dispute interpretation and meanings, so that they can interpose polysemy against the univocal and constant propaganda of corporate monocultures.

5. Are there concrete examples or specific challenges for companies to communicate risk information, including in different countries, in relation to climate change and human rights? What are the barriers for rights holders to access this information and assess the adequacy of a company's response to these risks? Are there specific examples of state regulation that have significantly improved access to information held by private actors on climate change and human rights?
There are countless concrete examples of strategic corporate disinformation about tackling climate change. False green corporate propaganda further increases risks in relation to the climate, as they capture public and State policies themselves for their carbon market strategies. For example, as on the Suzano Celulose website https://www.suzano.com.br/sistência/planeta/clima
"Because we have a forest area of ​​around 2.7 million hectares, including planting and conservation sites; because we plant 1.2 million eucalyptus seedlings per day; and because we manage our plantations in a sustainable way, we are committed to removing carbon dioxide from the atmosphere, one of the main gases responsible for the greenhouse effect."
The concentration of land, despite more than 100 thousand landless families in Brazil. The expropriation of indigenous territories such as those of the Pataxó People, in the extreme south of Bahia and Afroquilombola in the north of Espírito Santo. The destruction of springs and contamination of rivers and streams, such as the São Domingos River, in Conceição da Barra in Espírito Santo. The violence of private security and local police against quilombolas in the Retomada de Nova Vista, in São Mateus. None of this exists in business information. The same is true with steel companies that plant eucalyptus to produce charcoal for their pig iron furnaces.
Instead of regulating the overpowering of eucalyptus monoculture companies, the State encourages them. The State's military police act in collusion with property security companies hired by cellulose corporations. There are dozens of quilombola and indigenous leaders, notably women, threatened, criminalized and on escape routes, without a state protection program. Local and regional civil society itself is organized into networks of solidarity and protection.
Information needs to be decentralized and democratized, accessible to local communities, so that international agreements are truly complied with by companies and States and monitored by civil society itself.

6. What are the impacts on human rights of inadequate access to information by public authorities and/or companies? Are there concrete examples or specific challenges in collecting and sharing information about disproportionate levels of actual and potential harm caused by climate change and climate change response measures (disaggregated data on Indigenous Peoples, women, children, local communities, people with disabilities, elderly people, people living in extreme poverty, others)?

The damage to human rights is serious, related to inadequate access to information disseminated by cellulose and pig iron companies, when they make public information based on social and environmental marketing. Firstly, the communities' own cultural memory is threatened. By associating the term forest with large-scale monocultures of pine and eucalyptus, companies destroy the memory of generations who knew native forests. The new generations of indigenous people and quilombolas in the north of Espírito Santo, for example, already born in the middle of the green desert, are unaware of the rivers and streams that have disappeared, are unaware of the traditional uses of forests, medicine, hunting, fishing, handicrafts, trees and their fruits.
More than that, by appropriating the very definition of forests and human rights, they discourage other signs and interpretations. In the discursive imagination of communities, corporate propaganda generates distrust and indifference, because if the violating company itself is the one that informs about human rights, and if they provide information about confronting climate change, then they generate a hermeneutic horizon without a destination, depressive because no real solution. The State and international cooperation itself are interpreted as omissive, complicit or ineffective.
On the part of the State and companies, there is no data disaggregated by communities, gender, ethnicity, generation, when referring to human rights and combating climate change regarding the population that lives around or lives during large pine and eucalyptus plantations. A very concrete specific example. How many quilombola families were expelled from their ancestral territories, occupied by Suzano monocultures in the extreme south of Bahia or in the north of Espírito Santo? How many indigenous villages were destroyed in this same region? How many women were consulted before installing the plantations and how many young people were consulted before the so-called forestry operations? How many families of landless rural workers wait for Agrarian Reform around these plantations?
The preservation of the environment, waters and the forest, such as community agroecology, which in fact offer solutions for the climate and the defence of human rights, all of this is made invisible and/or disqualified, in favour of calculating corporate profit with the measurement of Carbon falsely sequestered by plantations.


