Rio de Janeiro, 31/03/2012
Introduction
Given the current energy crisis, as it approaches the so-called ''peak oil'', the trend of rising prices for fossil fuels is increasingly certain (McMICHAEL, 2009). On the other hand, the environmental issue is more present on political agendas, specially global warming and climate change, as effects of increasing concentrations of greenhouse gases (GHG) in the atmosphere, like CO2, CH4 and NO2.
In this context, biofuels are presented as ''a perfect solution'', classified as a renewable fuel and emitting less GHG´s, especially ethanol  produced from sugar cane  which also has a more favorable energy balance compared to others biofuels, its production is being encouraged by national and international demands, such as policies to reduce GHG emissions and the production of vehicles with engines that use gasoline and ethanol, called ‘’flex fuel’’, respectively (SZMERCSANYI & GONÇALVES, 2009).
Despite the great growth of the sugar cane sector in Brazil, encouraged and supported in a speech on behalf of Sustainable Development, contradictions in the literature are pointed out in the opposite direction to the common sense view in favor of ethanol. 
This study aims to compare the environmental and social impacts of agribusiness enterprises covered by the cane sugar with the controversies and impacts presented in the literature in general.

The impacts of agribusiness and controversies of cane sugar in the state of Sao Paulo 
The state of São Paulo, located in southeastern Brazil, is the largest producer of sugar cane in Brazil, accounting for probably about 60% of national production in 2006 CASTELI, 2011). Casteli (2011) analyzed the environmental impact studies (EIA) of 32 enterprises of this sector in São Paulo, and found considerable variation in topics covered by the studies, as in figure 1.
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FIGURE 1: Frequency of different topics in the 32 Environmental impact assessments.
SOURCE: CASTELI (2011).
The author herself points out that the socio-economic impacts are poorly addressed by the EIA's. No doubt these impacts are more difficult to measure or targeted, although this difficulty should not be a justification for the neglect of them, since the definition of environmental impact in Brazilian law provides for these impacts in the first two items of Article 1 of Resolution CONAMA 01/86. (BRAZIL, 1986):
''[Environmental impact is] any change in physical, chemical and biological environment, caused by any form of matter or energy resulting from human activities that directly or indirectly affect:
I - health, safety and welfare of the population;
II - the social and economic activities;
III - the biota;
IV - the aesthetic and sanitary conditions of the environment;
V - the quality of environmental resources.''
The question that draws the most attention is related to these two (among those who were adressed): GHG Emissions and food security (due to competition for land with food or its direct conversion, such as corn and soybeans)
Ridley and colleagues (2012) did an analysis involving more than 1600 articles published between 2000 and 2009, seeking to know what are the most widely discussed subjects in the scientific literature about the production of biofuels. Among the social and environmental impacts, the topic of greenhouse gases is the most discussed (35%), followed by water resources, land-use change, food security (23%), soil resources, air quality, biodiversity and human health (2%).
Therefore, the impact of greater relevance in the specific scientific literature (GHG Emissions) is rarely addressed by EIA's, which is unexpected given that this is precisely one of the main positive impacts which justify the political incentives for the production of biofuels as climate change mitigation.
Moreover, the issue of food security (the fourth most discussed in the literature) was second to last in attendance in the EIA's. It is worth noting that the issue of food security is a key issue for the production of biofuels is the biggest target of criticism in general (SCHAFFEL, 2010), and called by Jean Ziegler, a member of the United Nations Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) as a ‘’crime against humanity’’ (FAST, 2009). 
However, the impact assessment is a tool to assist in decision-making process of negotiation among social actors, predict, reduce, mitigate or compensate for impacts (SANCHEZ, 2008). Likewise, if the GHG Emissions and food security issues are seldom treated in these studies, or the different social actors do not see the relevance of these topics or EIA's are not being conducted democratically. From the data presented in this text, the second option seems to be more probable.
Following this hypothesis, which would explain the lower frequency of these impacts in the EIA's sugar and alcohol projects in the state of Sao Paulo? The first reason may be a possible conflict of interest present in the preparation or issuance of these studies, reducing the relevance of the negative impacts. This hypothesis is strengthened by the fact of the matter Jobs / Wages to be ubiquitous in the study, highlighting a certain positive social impact.



Discussion
Hence, it is necessary to be aware that the impact assessment in EIS's are not objective or ''neutral'', but have an intrinsic subjective component. There are individuals who perform the evaluation and who validate that. Although the methodology is, in theory, an objective methodology, the choice of which topics are considered, highlighted or discarded is not objective. It should be recognized that there are individuals who are in charge of analysis and data collection. There are also individuals who are in favor or against the project, which benefit or harm to profit or lose.
It is precisely this phenomenon that seems to occur according to the observed data, where the choice of categories to be considered apparently follows certain interests, or even different views on what is important or not - and so - exemplifies how subjectivity can influence the use of this methodology.
It is also important to remember that these biases in the categories which are chosen or not, may not necessarily be attributed to a conflict of interest or influence of certain subjects, but the importance of a non-specific impacts for those involved in conducting and validation of EIA's. However, as already mentioned, if this information is valid, indicates that the process is not democratic as it should be, in other words, if GHG Emissions and food security are of great relevance to a range of social actors, and if these two topics are scarce in the EIA's, suggests that these actors are not covered by the studies.
It should also be remembered that, supposedly, sustainable development has to occur without compromising future generations to meet their own needs, if you want a move towards sustainability. However, since the local socio-economic impacts tend to be less concerned (except the positives associated with income generation and employment) it is seen that even the present generation have not their needs considered appropriately.
In this sense, the impact assessment being possibly influenced by interests, it may be important to incorporate these issues to social impact assessments, in order to overcome this apparent ''environmental advocacy'' in terms of natural resources and moving towards a more fair society.
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