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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
As this report goes to print, communities across the world are struggling to recover from a year of unparalleled
climate catastrophes. We have witnessed wildfires in Siberia and Australia, historic flooding in the US Midwestern
region, worsening drought and storm risk around the world, as well as greed-driven deforestation and forest arson
in the Amazon. The intensity and frequency of environmental disasters has steadily increased — a glimpse of the
innumerable challenges we will face if we fail to implement a just and equitable transition to a post-carbon economy.
Prevailing scientific consensus says the world needs to keep two-thirds of proven fossil fuel reserves in the ground
to avoid reaching 2°C of warming and mitigate the most catastrophic societal and ecological effects of climate
change.1 Yet many governments and corporations continue to invest in fossil fuel exploration and extraction in the
very biomes that absorb carbon from our atmosphere and prevent extreme weather patterns from wreaking havoc
on our communities.
One such biome imperiled by the fossil fuel industry is the Amazon rainforest. If the fossil fuel industry continues to
expand into the Amazon rainforest and other fossil fuel frontiers, the world is projected to greatly overshoot the Paris
Agreement climate targets. The consequences will likely be more severe and far reaching than we can currently
imagine. Not only that, but the incredible ecological and cultural diversity of the Amazon will be pushed even closer
to extinction.
Yet at this moment when the world needs to be racing to protect the Amazon and other climate-stabilizing biomes,
a new oil boom has erupted near the headwaters of the mighty Amazon River in Ecuador and Peru — an area
known as the Amazon Sacred Headwaters — as well as in the Colombian Amazon. Furthermore, much of this
fossil fuel activity directly overlaps the ancestral territories of indigenous peoples, subjecting them to devastating
environmental and cultural impacts and often violating their rights to free, prior, and informed consent and selfdetermination.2
Although fossil fuel companies do the drilling, they would not have the capital they need to finance this extraction
if it were not for global banks and asset managers. As such, financial actors are complicit in the human rights
violations and climate chaos inherent in oil extraction in the Amazon rainforest. Unless corporate rhetoric and
commitments to environmental and social responsibility turn into concrete actions, private financial institutions will
continue to bankroll the path to an unlivable and inequitable world.
This report examines the climate and indigenous rights implications of oil extraction activities in the Amazon
rainforest. It demonstrates how the lack of respect for indigenous rights and corruption in the region, along with
climate action imperatives, render corporate claims of sustainability and respect for indigenous rights wholly
incompatible with oil extraction operations and plans in the region. The report then illustrates the financial links of
dependence between U.S.-based financial firms and parts of the oil industry that currently hold licenses to explore
and/or drill on or near the territories of indigenous peoples, demonstrating those firms’ complicity in the impacts of
those extraction activities.
We conclude that the threat to climate stability, biodiversity, and indigenous rights posed by oil
extraction in the Amazon directly translates to serious legal, reputational, political, and financial
risks for fossil fuel operating companies and their financial backers. Failing to recognize and
act upon these risks means that these financial institutions — and ultimately their clients and
customers — will face significant financial and reputational consequences.
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RECOMMENDATIONS
As this report demonstrates, existing and planned oil operations in the western Amazon region are incompatible
with:
»

»

FPIC (Free, Prior and Informed Consultation and/or Consent), a set of principles enshrined in the United
Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples (UNDRIP) and the International Labor Organization’s
Indigenous and Tribal Peoples Convention 169 (ILO 169); and
Countries’ commitments to prevent catastrophic global warming, as established under the UN Paris Agreement
(2015).

National governments in the western Amazon region must:
»

Respect indigenous peoples’ right to autonomous control over ancestral territories and cultural
self-determination, as detailed in the UNDRIP.
This report also demonstrates that oil extraction in the Amazon is not a prudent business venture, given the
precedent of legal resistance and forceful intervention from indigenous communities. Furthermore, scientific
consensus has firmly established that the failure to achieve a rapid, just transition away from fossil fuels around
the globe will result in catastrophic social, political, economic, and ecological effects that will disproportionately
regress quality of life for future generations.

Fossil fuel companies must:
»

Immediately stop exploring for and producing new reserves of fossil fuels; and

»

Phase out all fossil fuel extraction on an explicit timeline that is aligned with limiting global warming to 1.5°C,
beginning in sensitive ecosystems with strong indigenous opposition like the Amazon Headwaters region in the
western Amazon.
This report demonstrates the significant risks inherent in Amazon crude investing, and the arguments against
financing or investing in any kind of fossil fuel extraction activity are well established by our colleagues at the
Institute for Energy Economics and Financial Analysis and at the Center for International Environmental Law.3

Banks must:
»

End all forms of financing for the expansion of fossil fuel extraction and infrastructure;

»

Commit to phase out all financing for existing fossil fuel extraction and infrastructure on an explicit timeline that
is aligned with limiting global warming to 1.5°C; and

»

Require that clients fully respect all human rights, particularly the rights of indigenous peoples, including the
rights to their water and territories through free, prior and informed consent (FPIC).

PHOTO: Ayse Gürsöz / RAN
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Investment firms and investment arms of banks must:
»
»
»
»
»

Prioritize the creation of more “climate safe” (i.e fossil fuel free and deforestation free) funds, and make climate
safe funds the default option for investment products, with a mandatory opt-in for non climate safe selections;
Commit to phase out from all fund offerings any fossil fuel company that does not have a clear and explicit
timeline to align with limiting global warming to 1.5°C;
Use shareholder power to move companies away from Amazon oil extraction and other fossil fuel expansion
activities, including by voting for Paris compliance shareholder resolutions;
Make any engagement with companies transparent, with clear deadlines and ambitious timelines for change;
and
Assure that all investee companies fully respect all human rights, particularly the rights of indigenous peoples,
including the rights to their water and territories through free, prior and informed consent (FPIC), as articulated
in the UNDRIP.
Individual and institutional clients and shareholders of financial firms also have an important role to play.

Customers and clients of financial institutions investing in Amazon crude oil companies
should:
»

Pressure the financial institutions with which they have relationships to effectively incorporate the full range of
legal, environmental, political, and financial risks of investing in fossil fuel companies into risk analyses;

»

Urge the financial institutions with which they have relationships to align their practices with their stated
values; and

»

Demand that the financial institutions with which they have relationships fully divest from Amazon crude.

»

If the financial institutions with which they have relationships do not make these changes, divest from them or
switch banks and let them know why.
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THE AMAZON IN FACTS AND FIGURES

»

This is the Amazon. All 2.4 million square miles of it.4

»

The Amazon is essential in mitigating climate change. It absorbs
approximately 2 billion tons of CO2 per year (5 percent of
global emissions).5

»

It covers only 4 percent of the Earth’s surface, but contains 33
percent of the world’s plant and animal biodiversity.6

»

The Amazon is a part of the Earth’s natural thermostat, driving
weather patterns and regulating global climate temperatures.7

»

The western region of the Amazon basin contains the
headwaters of the Amazon River, serving as the major source of
its freshwater, and plays an essential role in the ecological
health of the Amazon basin biome.8

»

The major western Amazon tributaries that drain into the
Amazon River include: Purús (Peru), Caquetá (Colombia), Juruá
(Peru), Río Negro (Colombia), Ucayali (Peru), Putumayo
(Colombia, Ecuador, Peru), Marañón (Peru), and many others.

THE AMAZON
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»

Making up 1/5 of the rainforest, the western Amazon
region spans Colombia, Ecuador and Peru, and is
home to almost 1/2 of the Amazon’s indigenous
peoples.9

»

Indigenous peoples protect this ecological
abundance, which boasts the highest concentration
of biodiversity found anywhere in the Amazon.

»

The western Amazon also contains oil and gas
deposits, many of which sit below ancestral
indigenous territories.

»

From 1964 to 1990, Texaco-Chevron oversaw one
of the world’s worst oil disasters, spilling over 17
million gallons of crude oil, and 16 billion gallons of
toxic wastewater into a vibrant Ecuadorian Amazon
rainforest, inhabited by five indigenous ethnic
groups. The human and ecological costs have been
catastrophic.10

»

This toxic legacy is bound to repeat itself if the
expansion of Amazon oil drilling is allowed. Right
now, tens of millions of acres of indigenous
Amazonian territories and untouched rainforest are
slated to be auctioned off for new oil drilling in
the western Amazon, threatening the most
biodiverse rainforest in the world and the survival of
its indigenous peoples.
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ENVIRONMENTAL AND HUMAN RIGHTS IMPACTS
OF OIL DRILLING IN THE AMAZON
The western Amazon is the best preserved region of the Amazon rainforest, largely due to the high density of
indigenous peoples that live in harmony with and protect the land. It is the heart of the Amazon, pumping nutrients
and water throughout the complex expanse of streams and rivers that support the incredible biodiversity found in
the Amazon Basin. Displacing indigenous communities and risking contamination from oil extraction in the western
Amazon could contribute to the ecological collapse of the entire Amazon as an ecological system and affect much
of the South American continent that relies on it as a climate moderator and source of freshwater.11
Decades of oil extraction in the western Amazon have left irrefutable evidence of devastation to indigenous peoples
and local ecosystems – destruction that will continue to worsen as long as drilling for Amazon crude oil is allowed
to continue.
For example, during Occidental Petroleum (OXY) operations in remote rainforest and indigenous territories in Peru
between1975 and 2000, the company dumped billions of gallons of toxic waste water and spilled millions of gallons
of crude oil on the forest floor and in Amazonian tributaries.12 Local Achuar communities brought suit against OXY
and forced it to settle for millions. But modern times did not bring modern practices to Peru’s oil patch: its northern
pipeline is an ongoing source of contamination for the region, with new spills occurring almost monthly.
The most egregious case of oil company malfeasance in the Amazon is that of Chevron-Texaco. Between 1964
and 1990, Texaco — purchased by Chevron in 2001 — illegally dumped more than 16 billion gallons of toxic
wastewater and 17 million gallons of crude oil, leaving hazardous waste in hundreds of dangerous open-air pits
throughout the Ecuadorian Amazon.13 The company drilled over 300 wells and carved hundreds of miles of roads,
pipelines, and an airport across a one million hectare oil field in the middle of rainforest and indigenous territories.14
Contamination of soil, groundwater, and surface streams caused a horrific public health epidemic. Indigenous and
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campesino15 communities in the oil-drilling region have experienced a notable surge in spontaneous miscarriages
and infants born with deformities, and cancer rates are significantly higher than in other areas of Ecuador. A 2001
epidemiological study in Ecuador found that risk of cancer for communities living in oil-producing areas were 30
times higher for larynx cancer, 18 times higher for gastro-intestinal cancer, 15 times higher for liver and skin cancer,
and 5 times higher for stomach cancer.16
Chevron acquired Texaco’s assets in 2001 but has never assumed full responsibility for the toxic mess it inherited
that continues to poison the region’s ecosystem. Yet courts have found that the illegal cost-cutting practices that
artificially propped up Texaco’s bottom line decades ago fall on the shoulders of Chevron: in 2011 Ecuadorian
courts found Chevron liable and ordered it to pay $9.5 billion in waste removal and reparations for communities,
such as clean drinking water and health care. Eight different appellate judges in Ecuador confirmed the validity of
the overwhelming evidence against the oil company.
Chevron has spent years attempting to evade the ruling, including closing operations in Ecuador and fighting
tooth and nail against the plaintiff’s efforts to enforce the judgement in other countries as far away as Canada and
Brazil. Though Chevron has thus far succeeded in evading justice and accountability, indigenous resistance and
climate movement mobilization are ushering in a new era of consequences for the industries that cause irreversible
environmental damage, and for the governments that allow it.
Chevron’s operations set off an oil boom of historic proportions in Ecuador’s northern Amazon. And while industry
standards and practices improved over the next decades, the impacts of drilling and lack of government oversight
continued. After Chevron closed up shop in Ecuador, Petroecuador, Petroecuador — Ecuador’s state run oil
company — took over Chevron’s built-to-spill operations and crumbling infrastructure. Since then it has created
its own legacy of pollution, as have a new wave of independent and state-run companies, which promised “best
practices” but have also led to spills and deforestation. At one point, according to Petroecuador’s own data,
the company was averaging two spills a week.17 Offshore and horizontal drilling methods have led to less road
construction, but helicopters and monorails used to bring in heavy machinery, construction materials, and pipelines
have had comparable impact on canopy and biodiversity loss.

“The equatorial region, in general, and the Amazon specifically, is
extremely important for the world’s climate. It’s a powerful engine.”

— Antonio Donato Nobre
B RA Z I L’S N AT I O NA L I N ST IT U TE O F AM A Z O N I AN R E S E AR C H
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Health and Survival for Indigenous Peoples Threatened by Amazon Crude
The survival of indigenous peoples in the western Amazon has hinged for thousands of years upon the health of the
rivers and forests. Yet the oil industry’s disregard for public health and environmental safety standards in its areas of
operation has resulted in toxic contamination of the soil and water that communities rely upon for bathing, drinking,
cultivating crops, hunting, and fishing. Common toxic waste elements found in the water and food systems of the
Amazon near oil operations include cadmium, mercury, PAHs (polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons), lead, chromate,
barite, potassium chloride, nickel, and copper.18 In the Corrientes river basin in northeastern Peru, a 2006 study by
Peru’s health ministry found that 90% of Achuar indigenous men, women, and children had levels of toxic-heavy
metals in their bloodstream well above safe norms.19
Most indigenous peoples have been in contact with the outside world since the 20th century, but there are still
indigenous peoples in the Amazon living in voluntary isolation. The cultural identities and traditional way of life of
these peoples are extremely fragile, and oil operations put them at extreme risk. The threat of disease through
outside contact is significant. For example, in the 1980s Shell oil workers came in contact with the isolated Nahua
peoples in the Peruvian Amazon, resulting in an epidemic of infectious diseases that wiped out over 50 percent of
the indigenous population.20 Additionally, the reduction in size of protected areas to make way for oil operations has
forced nomadic indigenous peoples into smaller and smaller spaces, negatively impacting their traditional ways of
life and pushing them into competition with each other for ever-scarcer resources.
Ecuador’s Yasuní National Park provides a clear example. The park was established in 1989, and deemed a Man
and Biosphere Reserve by UNESCO that same year in recognition of its world-renowned biodiversity. But the
state maintains subsurface mineral rights, and there are currently eight oil concessions that overlap the park. Yasuní
is the traditional territory of the Waorani indigenous nation, along with their nomadic family clans the Tagaeri and
Taromenane — the two last known indigenous groups living in voluntary isolation in Ecuador, who live within a
190 square-mile restricted area inside of the park’s 3,800 square-mile territory. Historically both the Tagaeri and
Taromenane used the park’s full area to meet their needs.21 But expanded oil drilling inside the park, along with oilrelated road building and illegal logging, have surrounded them, restricting access to their traditional hunting areas
and leading to inter-ethnic conflicts and violent encounters with outsiders.22 The Inter-American Commission on
Human Rights (IACHR) of the Organization of American States granted precautionary measures for the Tagaeri and
Taromenane in 2006, but the state’s continued failure to adopt effective mechanisms to protect them is a genocidal
threat.23

Toxic oil drilling waters deliberately dumped by Chevron-Texaco.
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The Right to Choose: How Companies Use FPIC to Undermine Indigenous Self-Determination
Collective land titles to ancestral territory are a key tool for indigenous peoples in the western Amazon to defend
their rights and survival. Under international and national laws, collective titles afford indigenous peoples additional
legal protections, including the right to “informed consultation” and/or “informed consent” — commonly known as
FPIC (Free Prior and Informed Consultation/Consent).
At the same time, constitutions in western Amazon countries award subsurface mineral rights to the state, and, as in
Ecuador, also give the state the rights to above ground environmental services. Beneath many indigenous territories
in the western Amazon lie vast oil deposits, some only recently discovered. Regional governments, many of which
rely on fossil fuel extraction for revenue, face strong incentives to facilitate oil industry operations on indigenous
territories and in protected state parks. In Ecuador, crude oil makes up more than 50 percent of the country’s export
earnings and contributes to 25 percent of public sector revenues.24
In theory, informed consent requires a clearly deliberate approval by indigenous communities for companies to
operate on their territories. However, in Colombia, Ecuador, and Peru, laws only require prior consultation with the
indigenous inhabitants of a potential project site.25 If interpreted narrowly, consultation is merely the communication
of project plans to members of the community, regardless of their consent to such plans.
Because regional governments heavily depend on oil exports to finance government programs, an inherent conflict
of interest exists that complicates the role of the state as a fair arbitrator of justice. Though charged with conducting
the process, western Amazon countries lack regulation and explicit policies that govern how these “consultations”
should take place. With no criteria or binding guidelines, the process routinely deployed runs contrary to the UN
Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples andInternational Labor Organization (ILO) Convention 169,
and is rarely free, nor prior, nor involves informed consent. Companies frequently lay the groundwork before a
“consultation” process, employing “divide and conquer” strategies in order to break opposition and develop a
relationship of dependency between communities and companies, offering indigenous communities jobs, fuel,
and food products in exchange for permission to operate.26 As reliance upon outsiders increases, social cohesion
weakens, traditional means of survival become impossible, and public health epidemics can occur.

Indigenous Women Defenders of the Amazon march in defense of their rights and territories in Ecuador.
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This lack of an “enabling political environment” in Ecuador was clearly identified by Victoria Tauli-Corpuz, the UN
Special Rapporteur on the rights of indigenous peoples, who spent two weeks in Ecuador in November 2018 to
assess the situation for the UN Human Rights Office of the High Commissioner.27 In her analysis of the state of free,
prior, and informed consultation in Ecuador, she wrote:

“The collective right to consultation cannot be reduced to socialisation and information meetings,
disregarding indigenous peoples’ own procedures for decision-making and indigenous authorities.
The current situation seems to indicate a systematic violation of this right. Moreover, effective
consultation processes have allegedly led to division and confrontations among indigenous
communities...According to the information received, there are no adequate enabling mechanisms
or processes which allow indigenous peoples to exercise this right.” 28

In other words, FPIC procedures employed in western Amazon countries have not been effective in enabling
indigenous peoples to exercise their rights. Thus, a critical lesson that oil companies and their financiers
must draw from the cases presented throughout this report is that if indigenous peoples make clear
their opposition to extraction on their territories, even the attempt to “consult” with them about a
particular project is an affront to their right to self-determination.

Community members protest the sale of new oil leases in the Ecuadorian Amazon.
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Global Climate Implications of Amazon Oil Drilling
In Ecuador and Peru, oil and gas blocks cover at least two-thirds of the rainforest.29 Many of these blocks are
in very remote areas, meaning that oil drilling requires building new roads deep into the rainforest. This causes
immediate deforestation and paves the way for further rainforest destruction from illegal logging, illegal mining, new
settlements, and pipeline spillage.
According to the International Energy Agency (IEA), at least 80 percent of the oil deposits currently underground
— including those beneath the Amazon rainforest — must remain unburned to keep global temperature increases
from reaching 2°C.30 This carbon budget is incompatible with an expansion of unconventional crude sources,
development of existing reserves in key ecosystems, and new exploration anywhere, let alone in a biome as
culturally and ecologically diverse as the Amazon.
And yet, new analysis by the UN Environment Program (UNEP) reports that at present, many governments are
on track to exceed the 2030 carbon budget limits – emitting 50 percent more emissions than permissible under
a 2°C global warming scenario, and 120 percent more emissions than permissible under a 1.5°C global warming
scenario.31 The report underscores the urgent need for supply-side constraints on fossil fuel production, not just
demand-side regulations on consumers and small businesses.
The UNEP study is the latest to confirm that in order to meet The Paris Agreement climate goals, the world
must initiate an urgent phase out of fossil fuel production, beginning with commitments to no new expansion or
exploration of fossil fuel reserves.
It is estimated that oil reserves in the western Amazon region contain 5.5 billion barrels of crude, nearly an entire
year’s worth of US oil consumption.32 While it is true that the carbon footprint from burned oil in the Amazon is
smaller than other carbon bombs like the Canadian Tar Sands or the Permian Basin, oil drilling in the Amazon
rainforest poses a triple threat to the climate:
1. Increased carbon dioxide emissions from forest fires and the decay of organic matter as ecosystems
are razed and paved for road, pipeline, and oil-platform construction projects. Roads for oil expansion
become massive gateways for even more destructive industries like commercial logging, wildcat mining, and
agribusiness.33
2. Up to 5 percent net-increase in annual emissions, as forest-loss degrades the Amazon’s functional
capacity for CO2 capture and storage as a carbon sink.34
3. Emissions from extracted fossil fuel combustion, which would amount to more than 636 million metric
tons of carbon.35
Between fossil fuels and stored biomass, the western Amazon region holds over 4.4 billion metric tons of carbon at
high risk of being dumped into the atmosphere, turning the Amazon from a carbon sink to a carbon source.36
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The Inextricable Link Between Indigenous Rights and Climate Protection
The primary reason much of the western Amazon region remains largely free of industrial extraction — with the
exception of areas like those first opened up by Chevron/Texaco — is due to the successful efforts of indigenous
peoples to protect and defend their territories. Indigenous peoples have stopped industrial waterways, dams, roads,
and drilling plans by companies including Chevron, ConocoPhillips, ARCO, Andes Petroleum, ENI, Petrobras,
CGC, and Talisman Energy, among others. These efforts have halted extraction and bolstered indigenous rights
throughout the region and beyond.
Indeed, time and time again, scientific research proves that when indigenous peoples are able to control and
manage their own territories, they are by far the best protectors of forests. In a review of 80 forests in ten tropical
countries, researchers at the University of Illinois and the University of Michigan showed that indigenous and
local communities effectively conserve forest resources over the long term when they hold title to their ancestral
forest territories.37 Even the World Bank recognizes the key role indigenous peoples play in forest and biodiversity
preservation, finding that indigenous and local communities manage and care for 80 percent of the planet’s
biodiversity.38 And a 2020 study in the Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences demonstrates that
indigenous territories and protected natural areas in the Amazon act as a “buffer” against degradation and carbon
emissions in other parts of the forest.39

With fires scorching the Brazilian and Bolivian Amazon, combined with ongoing industrial threats, scientists warn
of a nightmare scenario — that the Amazon will reach a tipping point where it will no longer be able to sustain its
ecological cycles and functions. Some scientists consider this dieback scenario to be imminent. Deforestation from
roads, fires, logging, extractive industries, and large-scale agribusiness — all exacerbated by climate change — clears
the way for invasive grass, turning dense moist rainforest into savannah.40

Fires burn the Brazilian Amazon during Summer 2019.
PHOTO: Victor Moriyama / Greenpeace
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When the region dries out, the forest’s natural ability to produce a substantial portion of its own annual precipitation
decreases – intensifying the desertification process and setting off a negative feedback loop. This feedback loop
leads to greater disruption of the global climate, which in turn leads to further decline of the ecological functions of
the tropical rainforest, causing the ecosystem to self-destruct. With the hydrologic and carbon cycles failing, further
heating and drying of the planet occurs, disrupting the Earth’s thermostat. Resulting alterations in rain patterns
could create or worsen catastrophic droughts or floods across the Western Hemisphere, setting off what could
amount to a chain reaction of ecological collapses. It is nearly impossible to imagine a viable future for the
planet if dieback of the Amazon occurs.
Expanding oil exploration and extraction in this vital ecosystem will continue a history of oppression and cultural
devastation against the 1.3 million indigenous peoples who live in the Amazon, and will contribute to the rainforest’s
ecological collapse.41

Oil rig in the Northern Ecuadorian Amazon

15

THE OIL INDUSTRY AND INDIGENOUS RESISTANCE
IN THE WESTERN AMAZON
Despite the threats to climate stability, biodiversity, and indigenous rights posed by oil extraction in the Amazon, the
governments of Ecuador, Peru, and Colombia are ramping up plans to expand Amazon crude oil exploration and
production by creating, auctioning, and selling new oil leases in the Amazon forest to both foreign and domestic oil
companies.
As of this report’s publication, numerous national and international oil companies currently operate — or have plans
to operate — in the western Amazon region. For the purpose of this report we shine a light on four companies whose
operations in the Amazon clearly demonstrate both the impacts of drilling expansion and the extent of indigenous
resistance there.

CASE STUDY 1:

Andes Petroleum (Ecuador)

CASE STUDY 2:

Frontera (Colombia, Ecuador, Peru)

CASE STUDY 3:

Amerisur (Colombia)

CASE STUDY 4:

GeoPark (Colombia, Ecuador, Peru)

We have chosen to focus on publicly-traded oil companies in order to have full access to financial data, but note
that private oil companies also operate in the Amazon, including Pluspetrol, along with state-owned companies like
PetroPerú (Peru), Ecopetrol (Colombia), Petroecuador (Ecuador), and ENAP (Chile).

Ongoing Indigenous Resistance to Oil Operations
Indigenous peoples of the Peruvian, Ecuadorian and Colombian Amazon have organized resistance against
powerful government and corporate oil industry entities for decades. In Peru, indigenous peoples have successfully
litigated against oil companies that did not operate with informed consent.42 Similarly in Ecuador, the Waorani
indigenous nation took the government to court in 2018 over the lack of proper informed consent over the creation
and planned lease of a 200,000 hectare oil block on their titled territory. The courts sided with the Waorani,
upholding their right to autonomy, and found their right to consultation had been violated. The case exposed the
state’s lack of legislation or enabling environment to adequately conduct an FPIC consent process, calling into
question all of the leases handed out to oil and mining companies on indigenous territories. But indigenous peoples
are also using the court of public opinion, and continue to shut down oil production, infrastructure construction, and
new exploration into frontier forests. Massive protests erupted in October 2019 as indigenous peoples opposed
International Monetary Fund-backed austerity measures and called for no new oil and mining concessions. The
protests shuttered industry production and paralyzed the country. Similarly, indigenous communities from the
southern Colombian Amazon have participated in popular protests in Bogotá, rejecting drilling and exploration in the
oil-rich rainforest region.43
In the most recent example of the success of indigenous resistance to oil drilling in the Amazon, in January 2020
a Peruvian judge ordered the suspension of three Amazonian oil blocks, previously authorized by the Ministry of
Energy and Mines for development by PetroPerú, following litigation by a local federation of indigenous peoples.44

Sarayaku Free of Petroleum” reads a banner during the International Womens Day March in Ecuador on March 8, 2016.
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CASE STUDY 1:

Andes Petroleum (Ecuador)

Andes Petroleum Ecuador is a petroleum exploration and production partnership of two Chinese state-owned
companies, China National Petroleum Corporation (CNPC, 55 percent) and China Petrochemical Corporation
(Sinopec, 45 percent). Sinopec and CNPC are ranked second and fourth place, globally, on the list of highest
revenue generating companies.45 All Andes Petroleum operations are based in the Ecuadorian Amazon: it operates
in the “Tarapoa Block”, and has a transfer and storage station in Lago Agrio in Succumbíos province.
Its subsidiary, PetroOriental, operates in Block 14 and Block 17 in Orellana and Pastaza provinces, respectively.
In 2016, Andes Petroleum signed an $80 million USD oil exploration and production contract with the Ecuadorian
government for Block 79 and Block 83 in Pastaza Province.46
Along with PetroChina, Andes Petroleum is a principal actor in the Chinese drive to expand the oil frontier in the
western Amazon region. Starting in 2009, Ecuador and China signed a number of “oil-for-loans” deals, meaning
repayments must be made through the sale of oil or fuel. As reported by Reuters, China now has “near monopoly
control of crude exports” from Ecuador.47 Nearly all of Ecuador’s known reserves are in its portion of the western
Amazon region.

Indigenous Resistance to Andes Petroleum
Blocks 79 and 83 overlap with about half of Sapara territory and a smaller portion of the territory of the Kichwa
people of Sarayaku. These Blocks stand on the southern border of Yasuní National Park — widely considered to be
the most biodiverse place on the planet — and also overlap the nomadic territory of the last two known indigenous
groups living in voluntary isolation in Ecuador: the Taromenane and the Tagaeri. The Sapara nation was included
in the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity by UNESCO in 2001. This region, deep
in the Amazon rainforest and located near the Peruvian border, is also home to several crucial tributaries of the
Amazon River.
The Sapara and the Kichwa of Sarayaku have emphatically opposed the leasing of concessions to drill or explore
for oil on their land. In January 2015 the Sapara president, Manari Ushigua, and former Sarayaku president, Félix
Santi, together with the leaders of the neighboring Shiwiar nation and the presidents of the Amazonian and national
indigenous federations of Ecuador, sent a letter to the Ecuadorian Hydrocarbons Minister and the Executive
Director of Andes Petroleum to clearly express their rejection of oil drilling on their territory and the lack of prior
consultation about the sale of drilling concessions.
They wrote:
“By continuing with its practice of signing contracts with oil companies overlapping indigenous
territories in which it has not carried out the proper prior consultation processes stipulated
in international law, the Ecuadorian government not only demonstrates that it is remiss in its
international human rights obligations toward its own people, but puts at risk the investments of the
companies with which it signs said contracts.”
The leaders closed the letter by making known their decision not to allow entry to companies of any kind on their
territory, promising to carry out actions on the national and international levels to defend their territorial rights.
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The Sapara take this promise very seriously. In the words of the
Association of Women of the Sapara Indigenous Nation of the
Ecuadorian Amazon, its members “are ready to protect, defend, and
die for our forest, families, territory, and nation.”48 The Sapara have
taken their opposition to the United Nations. “We want to make it
crystal clear to the government and the oil companies that this is
our land, and they cannot enter unless we give them permission,”
said Juan Carlos Ruiz, an elected leader of the Sapara village of
Torimbo.49
For over twenty years, the Kichwa of Sarayaku have successfully fought back against oil drilling in their territory.
In 2003, they forced Argentine company CGC to abandon drilling plans on their lands after they successfully
protested the company’s seismic testing in their territory with the illegal protection of the Ecuadorian military. The
community brought a landmark lawsuit before the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights (IACHR) against
the Ecuadorian state for rights violations and abuses community members endured while their lands were militarized
to protect the oil project. The IACHR found in favor of Sarayaku, affirming its right to autonomy and FPIC, and
forcing the government to pay damages, publicly apologize, and remove hazardous explosives left in the territory
during the seismic testing phase. The IACHR decision is the only one of its kind recognizing collective rights in
Ecuador, and has set a new precedent that continues to aid subsequent cases from other indigenous groups.
While pursuing groundbreaking strategies to hold the government to account, Sarayaku is also making bold moves
to permanently protect its territory. Its Kawsak Sacha, or “Living Forest,” proposal seeks to establish a new category
of protected area that recognizes and enshrines the role and relationship indigenous people have in protecting
standing forests. The proposal has been formally presented to the International Union for Conservation of Nature,
United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change, and national and subnational jurisdictions as an
indigenous solution that both keeps fossil fuels in the ground and protects above ground biodiversity and sacred
places.
“We know that the [Ecuadorian] government has signed new deals with Chinese companies, and then it tries to
claim we’re not affected, but it’s our territory!” said Sarayaku community member Narcisa Viteri on the day of the
Inter-American Court of Human Rights’ ratification of its ruling against the Ecuadorian government in the Sarayaku
case.50

Indigenous Success Against Andes Petroleum
In October 2019, Ecuador’s government announced it had accepted Andes Petroleum’s request for a declaration
of force majeure in Blocks 79 and 83, citing “resistance and social and political opposition” of Sapara and Kichwa
indigenous peoples potentially affected by the project.51
Opposition from the Sapara and Kichwa (including protests at jungle airstrips which prevented planes from
accessing the remote areas), particularly in Block 79, along with legal action and pressure on Chinese embassies,
effectively prevented the company from advancing its operations.
The pressure remains, however, as the Ecuadorian government continues to lease indigenous territories for
exploration and drilling. But the Sapara and Sarayaku will not give up: “The declaration by the government of force
majeure in Block 79 is a result of our fight, and it was forced to recognize that these territories are ours, we live
there. We are asking the government to remove all oil concessions from our territories. We will remain vigilant,” said
Yanda Montahuano, a leader of the Sapara Nation.52

Protestors call for an end to oil drilling in Blocks 79 and 83 on Sapara territory.

19

CASE STUDY 2:

Frontera (Peru)

Frontera Energy Corp (FECCF), formerly “Pacific Exploration & Production,” is a Canadian oil and gas company with
leases for 40 production blocks in Colombia, Ecuador, Guayana and Peru. The company changed its name in 2017
following a bankruptcy restructuring caused by the trend of decreasing oil prices.53
The company’s operations have been controversial in several parts of the Peruvian Amazon. For years it was subject
to Peruvian indigenous and international pressure campaigns to leave Block 135, which overlaps the territories of
uncontacted Matsés indigenous peoples. In early 2017, the company announced its departure. And in 2017, Peru’s
Fourth Constitutional Court declared the contract for Block 116, in which Frontera was an operator, to be invalid
due to lack of consultation and consent of local indigenous peoples.54 The case is being appealed.

Indigenous Resistance to Frontera
Frontera’s main asset in the Peruvian Amazon is Block 192, close to the border with Ecuador. This oil concession,
formerly known as “Lot 1-AB”, is the largest oil field in Peru and at one point produced 10,000 barrels of crude per
day.
The block is infamous for its antiquated, leaky pipeline infrastructure, and since 2006 has seen recurrent protests
by Achuar and other indigenous communities objecting to the ongoing health and environmental impacts of oil
operations.55
Indeed, local indigenous federations have documented “lagoons with oil, contaminated animals, dead fish, cultural
knowledge loss, social disorder and the mistreatment of men, women and children” related to the industry’s legacy
practice of dumping billions of gallons of toxic waste water and inadequately preventing hundreds of pipeline
oil spills.56 An independent analysis estimates that it will cost $1 billion USD to clean up legacy pollution left by
Occidental in Block 192 and Pluspetrol in the neighboring “Lot 8.”57
The persistent spills and protests have led Frontera to shut down operations on multiple occasions in recent
years.58 On September 18, 2017, for example, community members mobilized to seize oil wells around Block 192,
effectively halting production of over 5,000 barrels (approximately $100,000 USD) per day. Local indigenous
federations lodged official complaints calling for an appropriate consultation process for any upcoming negotiations
about the next multi-decade contract for the concession, overdue environmental remediation, and urgent
implementation of social development plans that incorporate urgent health and water sanitation needs. After 43
days, the government agreed to the federation’s demands of consultation before new oil contracts, cleanup of
oil spills, and the provision of emergency health care, and ordered Frontera to participate in dialogue with the
federations.

Oil pipelines running through Yasuní National Park in the Ecuadorian Amazon.
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However, Frontera and the Peruvian government continue to renege on commitments made to indigenous
communities over the course of regular dialogues. In response, on September 10th, 2019, indigenous communities
took control of a small airport and oil pumping station in Andoas, halting production at Block 192.59 Protesters
demanded that the government complete unfulfilled commitments to build health clinics and clean up pollution
caused by oil operations.
In a communique issued on January 12th, 2020, the Four Basins indigenous federations stated, “Currently, the
company Frontera Energy continues operating in Block 192 but its contract should end within the next 6 months.
Our federations are concerned given that the company has not presented an abandonment plan that establishes
and assures the resources for remediation of all the sites that have been contaminated through the more than
70 environmental emergencies reported by OEFA [Peru’s Environmental oversight and enforcement agency].
During just November and December of 2019, four oil spills were registered in Block 192 for which Frontera must
respond.”60
Though Frontera’s most recent service contract for Block 192 expired in March 2020, the Peruvian government
approved a six month extension and a request for force majeure given continued protests.61
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CASE STUDY 3:

Amerisur (Colombia)

Amerisur (AMER) is a British petroleum exploration and production company operating in Colombia and Paraguay.
Of its twelve production blocks in Colombia, eleven are in the western Amazon (southern Putumayo basin)
bordering Ecuador and Peru, and one is located in the northern Llanos basin. Amerisur has strategic partnerships
with Occidental Petroleum (OXY) and Oil and Natural Gas Corporation (ONGC), meaning that they split ownership
of operations for risk mitigation purposes.62
During the past five years, the company has faced a 72 percent decline in stock value.63 On November 15th, 2019,
it was announced that Amerisur had accepted an acquisition bid by GeoPark for a total cash consideration of about
$315 million USD, and that the transaction was financed by Citigroup in the form of a $315 million bridge-loan.64
On January 16th, 2020, GeoPark announced the successful acquisition of Amerisur, as well as a $350 million bond
issuance, also underwritten by Citigroup.65

Indigenous and Campesino Resistance to Amerisur
The Siona are an indigenous Amazonian people that have traditionally occupied the territories surrounding the
Putumayo River — a major tributary to the Amazon River — where northern Ecuador meets Colombia. Today the
Siona population is approximately 2,600, and in 2009 the Colombian Constitutional Court declared the Siona at
risk of “extermination” due to exposure to armed conflict between guerilla groups and the military. Siona territory is
comprised of six protected areas, the largest of which is Buenavista, located on the Colombian side of the border.
Buenavista is home to approximately 600 Siona and spans 4,500 hectares of Amazon rainforest. The Pinuna
Blanco River is the main source of water for multiple Buenavista villages, and connects downstream with the
Putumayo River.66
The Siona of Buenavista have denounced Amerisur both for alleged contamination of their water sources
from activities in the Platanillo oil block, and for attempts to carry out new oil exploration in the block known as
Putumayo-12.
In 2009, Amerisur began extracting oil in the Platanillo block, at a site less than 2 miles west of Buenavista.67 That
same year, the company was granted permission to dump production wastewater into the Mansoya stream by
Colombia’s Ministry of Environment. Amerisur claims that it stopped dumping in 2012, and in 2014 it was granted
permission by the Ministry to reinject wastewater underground instead. According to an August 2017 report,
multiple government organizations tested samples from Platanillo ground storage sites and found high levels
of petrochemical particulate matter from untreated wastewater to have contaminated local wetlands and rivers,
including the Mansoya, Singuiya, and Peneya. The Siona, who have bathed in the waters for generations, report a
dramatic increase in skin welts and rashes following contact with the river over the last decade. They believe that
the water has become contaminated by Amerisur’s upstream operations.68
More recently Amerisur set its sight on Block Putumayo-12 (PUT-12), adjacent to Platanillo and fully overlapping
Buenavista as well as approximately half of a 52,000 hectare territorial expansion for which the Siona have filed an
application for collective title under an official government land restitution program.69
In order for Amerisur to conduct seismic surveys on Siona territory, the company is legally required to carry out
an informed consultation with the Buenavista reserve.70 Under Colombian law, if no agreement is reached during
consultation, the government decides if the project goes ahead or not. Until 2014, the Siona had not agreed to
Amerisur’s terms during a consultation for consent. As a result, Amerisur employed tactics of manipulation, such as
deceit and intimidation, to circumvent due process for consent.71
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The Siona arrived at a 2015 agreement for “facilitating and cooperating” with Amerisur, but under the false
pretense that the Colombian government had previously approved the project. Upon realizing the deception, Siona
unequivocally rejected the project, a position they maintain to this day.72
In August of 2019, the Siona reported that preparations for the proposed exploration in Putumayo-12 had begun
in both the reserve and the potentially expanded area, without their consent, with crews from Amerisur and a
subcontractor clearing rainforest and building roads. As a result, the Putumayo court handling the expansion of the
reserve ordered Amerisur to “immediately abstain” from any operations connected to seismic testing in Buenavista
and the possible expansion area until the legal process is finished. Amerisur has gone to court with the original
consent document, and awaits confirmation that informed consent has been approved. The Siona have reported
that Amerisur has ceased operating in the meantime, and maintain that their consent agreement was based on a
campaign of deceit and coercion.73
In December 2019, the Siona of Buenavista issued a statement to GeoPark in relation to its acquisition of Amerisur.
They warned GeoPark, “the business acquisition includes the obligations and liabilities for serious violations of
human rights, socio-environmental damages and other impacts pending restitution for the Siona people that were
caused by Amerisur.” 74
In addition to the Siona’s explicit opposition to oil operations, a collective of campesino communities filed a lawsuit
against the company in British courts in early December 2019, claiming water source contamination and damage
to the flora and fauna in the area. Just days before GeoPark’s closure of the Amerisur acquisition deal, a judge’s
injunction froze £3.2 million pounds sterling of Amerisur’s assets pending a final decision in the case, which is
expected in March 2020.75 Yet as recently as late January, local human rights groups reported intimidation of
community member plaintiffs by company representatives.76

A stream runs through the Ecuadorian Amazon.
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CASE STUDY 4:

GeoPark (Peru and Ecuador)

GeoPark (GPRK) is a Chile-based petroleum and gas explorer, operator, and consolidator with projects in
Argentina, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, and Peru. The company is the third-largest oil and gas operator in Colombia
and the largest private oil and gas producer in Chile. It also has a non-operating working interest in one of the
largest non-associated gas fields in Brazil. As detailed below, GeoPark has attempted to bring Peru’s Block 64
into production since 2014, and in November 2019 GeoPark announced plans to operate in Ecuador, stating that
Ecuador would be “central to [GeoPark’s] medium and long-term strategy.” 77
As mentioned in the above section on Amerisur, in November 2019 GeoPark announced its planned acquisition
of Amerisur for $315 million USD in an all-cash buyout, financed by Citigroup in the form of a $315 million bridgeloan.78 The acquisition was finalized in January 2020, as was a $350 million bond issuance, also underwritten by
Citigroup.79 As detailed above, Amerisur owned major oil drilling assets in the nearby Colombian Amazon region,
including controversial concessions in Putumayo opposed by Siona indigenous communities and organized
campesino communities. In its purchase of Amerisur, GeoPark has assumed all of Amerisur’s risks and liabilities.

Indigenous Resistance to GeoPark in the Peruvian Amazon
The oil field known as Block 64 is located in the Peruvian amazon province of Loreto, in the heart of a region where
Achuar, Wampis, and Kichwa indigenous peoples have historically resisted the oil industry. Throughout the region
they have opposed new activities, protesting existing operations by occupying wells, and demanded compensation
for decades of contamination (as referenced in the prior section on Frontera Energy). Since Block 64’s creation in
1995, multiple oil companies — including ARCO, Occidental, and Talisman — have purchased leases, and all have
subsequently withdrawn due to fierce opposition from local community members.80
Despite this history, in 2014 GeoPark announced it would enter Peru via a partnership with the Peruvian state-run
oil company PetroPerú to develop Block 64 (denominated the “Morona Block” by GeoPark).81 In late 2016 GeoPark
obtained final regulatory approval for its lease purchase of the Block.82 The Federation of the Achuar Nationality of
Peru (FENAP) — which represents 45 Achuar communities, many of which are found within Block 64 — responded
to this development by reiterating its determination to prevent any extractive activity within Achuar ancestral
territory.83
FENAP also filed a legal complaint calling on the Peruvian government to nullify Block 64, arguing it was created
without any consultation or consent of impacted indigenous peoples. The case is currently before Peru’s
Constitutional Court. The Achuar’s suit is not the only such complaint filed by indigenous peoples in Peru; as
of 2019, indigenous communities from the Peruvian Amazon and Andes have filed eight lawsuits against the
government, alleging breach of the “informed prior consultation” law established in 2011. So far, Peruvian judges
have sided with indigenous plaintiffs in all six lawsuits in which a decision has been issued, setting a precedent for
future decisions — including the still-pending Achuar case.84
GeoPark’s determination to explore and drill in Block 64 has apparently led it to resort to the divide and conquer
tactics sometimes used by the industry to induce community compliance. An exhaustive study of the use of these
tactics in Block 64 by Peruvian human rights organization Perú Equidad identified GeoPark as responsible for
dangerous divide-and-conquer strategies.85
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Specific tactics Perú Equidad attributed to GeoPark and consortium partner PetroPerú as recently as January
2019 include: supporting “phantom” indigenous federations to offer the appearance that GeoPark has the “social
license” to operate; providing legal services to facilitate the expansion of community land titles into contested areas
claimed by neighboring indigenous communities; and contracting a consulting firm specializing in “creation of
new leadership structures within social groups that are aligned with the interests of the client,” i.e. manipulation to
impose company-friendly indigenous leaders.
As of this writing, GeoPark’s plans for Block 64 are mired in the environmental impact study (EIS) process.
GeoPark’s original EIS, submitted in July 2018, was heavily criticized by indigenous federations and human rights
groups. A year later, GeoPark withdrew its permit request, citing a desire to incorporate more information into its
environmental plan.86 Shortly thereafter, in June 2019, Achuar and Wampis community leaders traveled to Chile to
confront GeoPark CEO James Park during the company’s annual shareholder meeting, stating in no uncertain terms
that they would never allow GeoPark or any company to enter their territories. 87
Though GeoPark has yet to send an official response to FENAP and the Wampis Nation, as promised during the
meeting, it has evidently maintained its efforts to demonstrate a social license to operate in the region. An attempted
but failed strategy was to engage with the USAID-funded “Amazon Best Social and Environmental Practices”
initiative (more on this below).88 A related strategy has been to attempt to organize nominally pro-oil communities
along the Morona River (mostly outside of Block 64, but down river from the proposed well site), as evidenced in a
press release issued by the Peruvian Ministry of Energy and Mines in September 2019.89
Yet rather than allow these divide and conquer tactics to defeat them, the Achuar People of the Pastaza, the
Wampis Nation, and the Siona of Putumayo have plans to strengthen their collective resistance to GeoPark in
2020.

LEFT: Achuar and Wampis leaders protest GeoPark outside its 2019 shareholder meeting in Chile;
RIGHT: Achuar communities demonstrate their rejection of GeoPark’s plans in Block 64.
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Region-wide Indigenous Resistance Thwarts U.S. Government Support for
Oil Industry Operations in the Western Amazon
In addition to encouragement from national governments, at least two of the oil companies profiled here received
support from the United States government for their attempts to advance operations against the wishes of local
communities. In late 2018, the United States Agency for International Development (USAID) awarded $24.5
million in funding for a project called “Amazon Best Social and Environmental Management Practices.” Best Social
and Environmental Management Practices” (Amazon BMP). The project was set to work in three conflict-ridden
regions of the Amazon: northern Peru, the Putumayo region of Colombia, and along the Tapajós River in Brazil. The
project identified several oil companies operating in the Amazon headwaters, including Amerisur and GeoPark, as
prospective “industry champions” of best management practices.90
Over the course of 2019, it became clear to directly impacted indigenous communities that the “best practices”
promoted by USAID and the companies did not include respect for indigenous rights, in particular the rights to free,
prior and informed consultation and consent. For example, without the knowledge of local indigenous peoples and
federations, the Amazon BMP project partnered with the implementers of a series of highly controversial extractive
projects, including Peru’s Block 64, Colombia’s Platanillo Block in Putumayo, and the Jatobá dam, among others,
each of which has a long and public history of indigenous opposition to extractive projects and social conflict
generated by those projects.

Indigenous Resistance to Amazon BMP
Upon learning about the collaboration between Amazon BMP and GeoPark, the Achuar People of the Pastaza
and the Wampis Nation issued official letters to USAID making clear they would neither permit oil operations
nor the social base-line study proposed to be implemented by Amazon BMP in Block 64. Representatives of
the Siona community of Buenavista and the Munduruku of the Tapajós River region of Brazil, respectively, issued
similar rejections in September and early October of 2019.

USAID Terminates Amazon BMP
Without prior warning, USAID quietly terminated the Amazon BMP initiative in December 2019, at the
beginning of its second year. According to an official in the USAID Lima office, “USAID terminated the Best
Management Practices activity. This activity was terminated for the convenience of the U.S. Government. During
site-level consultations and further engagement with Indigenous Peoples organizations, private companies
and governments, USAID determined that a different approach was necessary to better address social and
environmental practices in the infrastructure and extractives sectors.”91
This project illustrates the risks inherent to oil operations and other mega-projects being planned for indigenous
territories in the Amazon without true consent from directly impacted communities.

CLOCKWISE FROM TOP LEFT: International Womens Day March in Ecuador, March 8, 2016; Peoples
Climate March street art, San Francisco, September 20, 2019; A Sarayaku woman walks through her ancestral Amazon
territory; “Block 64: Not consulted is void,” reads a sign held by an Achuar man outside GeoPark’s 2019 shareholder meeting.
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WALL STREET MONEY STEEPED IN AMAZON CRUDE
Although Amazon oil companies do the drilling, they would not be able to expand their operations into rainforests
and indigenous territories without the investment dollars of Wall Street financiers. Financing from these firms not
only makes it possible for crude oil companies to spend on new infrastructure, it also sends a message to the
business world that endangering rainforests, indigenous peoples, and the climate is acceptable corporate behavior.
Wall Street money fueling the extraction of Amazon crude is usually delivered in several forms: stocks (equity
investment), bonds (debt finance), and loans. Asset managers, or the asset management arms of big banks, then
repackage those financial instruments into investment products like index funds. One increasingly popular type
of index fund is the exchange-traded fund (ETF). See the Glossary of Financial Terminology (page 46) for further
explanation of these financial products.

The Five Dirtiest Financiers
In researching the financing of Amazon crude, we identified five of the world’s largest financial institutions that are
deeply involved in supporting the four previously mentioned oil companies operating in the region. In the case of the
banks listed here, many hold multiple roles with companies – as creditor, underwriter, and shareholder.
In the past three years alone, these five financial firms have poured billions of dollars worth of debt and equity
financing into companies like GeoPark, Amerisur, Frontera, and Andes Petroleum, whose operations are in the
western Amazon. Most of these companies’ oil operations exist in conflict with indigenous ancestral territories, many
of which have been victim to manipulative tactics for consent or have explicitly rejected the presence of oil drilling
on their land, as detailed above. Although many of these financiers have have made public corporate responsibility
commitments and supported climate initiatives like the Paris Agreement, they continue to finance the destruction of
the western Amazon region and the violation of indigenous territorial rights. These rights violations, along with the
possible collapse of the Amazon rainforest ecosystem and the threat to climate stability, directly translate to serious
legal, reputational, political, and financial risks for companies carrying out oil drilling operations and their financial
supporters.
The following five financiers deserve particular scrutiny for their remarkable contributions in support of drilling for oil
in the western Amazon region:
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1:

Citigroup (Bank)

2:

JPMorgan Chase (Bank)

3:

Goldman Sachs (Bank)

4:

HSBC (Bank)

5:

BlackRock (Asset Manager)

1:

Citigroup

Citigroup (C), also known as “Citi”, is the third largest bank in the United States, alongside JPMorgan Chase, Bank
of America, and Wells Fargo. 92
In 2015, Citigroup’s CEO Michael Corbat announced a $100 billion commitment to finance sustainable growth
through 2025. As Corbat stated at the time:
“Citi has demonstrated its deep commitment to not only taking environmental consequences into
account, but also finding innovative ways to finance projects that lead to sustainable growth…
Incorporating the principles of sustainability into everything we do improves our own operations,
enhances our clients’ work, and contributes to a better world.”
Despite Citi’s stated commitment to sustainability, the company has continued to be a top financier behind Amazon
crude oil. Amazon Watch research found that between (Q3)2017-(Q4)2019, Citi contributed $827 million in
debt financing to enable regional expansion of Amazon crude oil operations for Geopark, Frontera
Energy, and Andes Petroleum.
Citi’s most recent debt financing deal affecting the Amazon was a $315 million bridge loan to help GeoPark acquire
Amerisur; as detailed above, both companies have faced extensive resistance from indigenous groups for their
drilling on indigenous Amazonian territories. This financing deal runs contrary to Citi’s 2018 Statement on Human
Rights, which states, “One of our Areas of High Caution and salient human rights issues is potential impacts to
Indigenous Peoples… Citi will treat transactions with extra caution and conduct enhanced due diligence…when the
company’s assets may pose adverse effects to: an area used or traditionally claimed by an indigenous community;
the community’s self-preservation based on traditional ways of life; or their use or enjoyment of critical cultural
heritage that is essential to their identity and/or the cultural, ceremonial or spiritual aspects of their lives”.93
Citi claims that it expects project sponsors to engage in meaningful consultation with indigenous peoples affected
by proposed projects, “with the goal of achieving Free Prior and Informed Consent (FPIC).”94 And yet, as explained
above, in Peru, Ecuador, and Colombia, laws only require consultation not consent. Furthermore, though Citi’s
policy only specifically applies the consent standard to project financing, this same approach is not mirrored in the
ethical standards of its corporate financing policy. This is problematic, since capital given to oil companies through
corporate financing is typically used to fund “general operations”, which in the case of harmful companies is still
enabling environmental and indigenous human rights abuses – seemingly out of line with the spirit of Citi’s human
rights policy.
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2:

JPMorgan Chase

JPMorgan Chase (JPM) is the largest bank in the U.S. and the sixth largest in the world.95 CEO Jamie Dimon
has made clear his belief that he and JPMorgan Chase should “do the right thing”, in guiding all aspects of the
business.96 He has, essentially, called banks the moral compass of the global financial system, saying in a 2016
interview that banking is a “relationship” and indicating his belief that banks’ activities should be guided by a higher
purpose.97
JPMorgan Chase has also made specific commitments and statements of support in the environmental realm. As
the bank states in its current environmental and social policy, “Protecting the natural systems which all life depends
on while lifting people out of poverty and advancing economic development are among the greatest challenges
confronting humanity. We recognize that the policies and practices we adopt today will shape not only our lives but
also those of future generations.”98
The bank has committed to use 100 percent renewables in its direct-operations by the end of 2020, and to provide
$200 billion in “clean financing” through 2025.99 It has signed letters in support of the Paris Agreement, and it is a
member of the Equator Principles Association, a group of 91 financial institutions that have committed to voluntary
standards governing their investments in large infrastructure projects.100 Encouragingly, JPMorgan Chase has
recognized, in part, its role in funding climate change by committing to reduce its exposure to coal mining.101 In
February of 2020, the bank revealed new restrictions on its lending and underwriting of coal and Arctic oil and gas,
as well as the first climate commitments from its asset management arm, and a strengthening of its clean financing
target.
And yet, Amazon Watch research found that as of (Q4)2019, JPMorgan Chase holds $401 million of stocks
and bonds in Geopark, Frontera Energy, and Andes Petroleum, and that between (Q3)2017-(Q4)2019 the bank
contributed $490 million in debt financing to enable regional expansion of these companies’ operations, bringing
its total contribution to Amazon crude oil extraction to over $890 million.

Indigenous leaders from the Amazon and across the U.S. protest outside of JPMorgan Chase’s 2018 annual shareholder meeting.
PHOTO: Jake Conroy / RAN
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3:

Goldman Sachs

Goldman Sachs (GS) is one of the largest investment banking institutions in the world. On the issue of climate
change, Goldman’s CEO, David Solomon, recently wrote a Financial Times op-ed on his firm’s decision to place a
greater strategic emphasis on “sustainable investment”, saying, “There is not only an urgent need to act, but also a
powerful business and investing case to do so.” 102
Just three years ago, albeit under different executive leadership, Goldman Sachs facilitated GeoPark’s aggressive
plans to increase Amazon crude oil drilling by underwriting a $425 million corporate bond in 2017 when the oil
company was worth only $480 million, directly enabling GeoPark to make strategic investments in Amazon crude.103
Encouragingly, Goldman Sachs announced an “overhaul” of its environmental policies in 2019 in the form of a
pledge to finance $750 billion in sustainable focused investments through 2030, and a commitment to ban direct
financing for new Arctic oil drilling and coal power generation.104
Additionally, the bank lists indigenous rights and well being as important criteria in its decision-making with regard
to doing business, and expects its clients to “demonstrate alignment with the objectives and requirements of IFC
Performance Standard 7 on Indigenous Peoples, including free, prior and informed consent.”105
Despite these important reforms, Amazon Watch research found that between (Q3)2017-(Q4)2019, Goldman
Sachs contributed $998 million in debt financing to enable regional expansion of Amazon crude oil operations
for Andes Petroleum and GeoPark, and that as of (Q4)2019 holds $25 million of stocks and bonds in the two
companies, bringing its total financing of Amazon crude oil to a grand total of over $1 billion.

The remains of a dead cow lay fallen in front of one of numerous oil pipelines that run through the Amazon in northern Ecuador.
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4:

HSBC

HSBC Holdings (HSBC) is one of the largest banking and financial services organizations in the world, with
operations in 65 countries and territories. It is a multinational corporation operating in the Americas, Asia, Europe
and the Middle East, with the principal holding company, HSBC Holdings plc, listed as a public limited company
incorporated in England.
The bank prides itself on “helping people, businesses and communities to thrive”106 and pledges to minimize its
impact on the environment and to “help the global transition to a low-carbon economy” on its website.107 Daniel
Klier, Global Head of Sustainable Finance at HSBC, states: “Sustainable finance is key to our long-term strategy.
We are at the start of a journey and are committed to being the leading bank in financing the transition to a
sustainable, low-carbon economy. We will continue to support our customers’ investments and growth in this
area.”108
HSBC touts itself as a leader in sustainable finance, and in 2019 received an award from Euromoney magazine
for “World’s Best Bank for Sustainable Finance,” supposedly for its work in providing “green loans” and supporting
“sustainable supply chain financing.”109
Yet Amazon Watch research found that as of (Q4)2019, HSBC holds $595,000,000 in stocks and bonds in
GeoPark and Andes Petroleum, and that between (Q3)2017-(Q4)2019 contributed $648 million in debt financing
to enable regional expansion of these companies’ oil operations. This brings HSBC’s total contribution to
Amazon crude oil extraction to over $1.2 billion.

5:

BlackRock

Asset manager BlackRock (BLK) is the world’s biggest investment manager, managing over $7.4 trillion in assets
and with 135 teams in 30 countries.110 During the 2008 financial collapse, the U.S. government handed it multiple
contracts, making it “the leading manager of Washington’s bailout of Wall Street.”111 Its asset management business
handles around $2.2 trillion in pension funds for millions of people in the U.S. and around the world, as well as the
investments of dozens of state and local governments, college endowments, and sovereign-wealth funds.112 This
kind of reach means that the company holds immense influence over world financial markets.
BlackRock announced in January 2020 its decision to join Climate Action 100+, the world’s largest group
of investors by assets, pressuring companies to act on climate change.113 Later the same month, CEO Larry
Fink announced that BlackRock would exclude major coal producers from many of its funds, would double its
“environmental, social, and governance” (ESG) ETF offerings, and would take a more aggressive approach to
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voting “against management teams that are not making progress on sustainability” and press companies to disclose
plans “for operating under a scenario where the Paris Agreement’s goal of limiting global warming to less than two
degrees is fully realized.”114
Indeed, massive capital shifts away from fossil fuels and deforestation-risk commodities are necessary to mitigate
the worst of the climate crisis and set the world on a path toward sustainability. As the world’s largest asset
manager, BlackRock must play a leading role in, as Larry Fink put it, “fundamentally reshaping finance to deal with
climate change.”
BlackRock’s announced sustainability strategy begins that reshaping, but it is not enough.
As of this writing, BlackRock has made no explicit commitment to shift capital from all of its climate-destabilizing
investments, including oil, gas and deforestation-risk soft commodity companies. Nor has it committed to any
indigenous rights policy that would hold the companies it invests in accountable to respecting and upholding
internationally-recognized indigenous rights to self-determination.
Indeed, BlackRock’s investments in Amazon crude oil continue to carry extensive levels of risk for the climate,
biodiversity, and indigenous peoples, not to mention BlackRock clients. As of (Q4)2019, BlackRock holds $2.5
billion of stocks and bonds in GeoPark, Frontera Energy, and Andes Petroleum. BlackRock previously
held a position in Amerisur as of (Q2)2018, but sold it in late 2018.

Marketed sustainable funds should be exactly that: sustainable. One of BlackRock’s new climate
commitments is to mainstream sustainable funds. In order for funds to be truly sustainable, they must
not include any companies expanding fossil fuel extraction operations or contributing to deforestation.
It is especially important that such activities not take place on indigenous territories or in precious
biomes like the Amazon.

Advocates deliver over 120,000 petitions to BlackRock,
calling on it to stop investing in Amazon destruction.
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TOTAL EQUITY & DEBT PROVIDED FOR AMAZON CRUDE
Total Q4 2019 Stock and Bond Ownership and Q3 2017- Q4 2019 Loan and Bond Underwriting

2.5

$2.47 B

2.0

1.5

$1.24 B
$1.02 B

$890.5 M

1.0

$827 M

0.5

0.0

VALUE OF EQUITY HOLDINGS IN AMAZON CRUDE
Q4 2019 Stock Ownership

2.5
$2.06 B
2.0

1.5

1.0

0.5

$377 M

$358 M
$24 M

0.0
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VALUE OF DEBT FINANCING OF AMAZON CRUDE
Q4 2019 Bond Ownership and Q3 2017-Q4 2019 Loan and Bond Underwriting
$998.7 M
1.0
$865.8 M

$827 M

0.8

0.6

$532.5 M
$408 M

0.4

0.2

0.0

Q4 2019 Bond Ownership and
Q3 2017-Q4 2019 Bond Underwriting

Q3 2017-Q4 2019 Loan Underwriting

$998.7 M
1000

$76.7 M

80

$855.8 M
$750.4 M

800

600

64

48

$522.5 M
$408 M

400

32

200

16

0

0

$10 M

$10 M

12

Total Value of Credit Made Available
to the companies in this report due to
underwriting from the following banks:

$10.77 B USD
$10.38 B USD

10

8

(For more information on financial
terminology used here, see the Glossary.)
6

$8.1 B USD

$6.85 B USD
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A Note on Private Equity
In addition to these publicly-traded financial firms, private equity firms play a significant role in Amazon crude oil
operations. For example, our research found that as of (Q4)2019 Compass Group holds an approximate
8.3% stake in GeoPark, a 3% increase from (Q3)2019.
There is a dangerous possibility that institutional investors could shield themselves from scrutiny by moving dirty
investments into private equity firms — or their own private equity arms — which are far less regulated and have
extremely opaque reporting requirements. Additionally, these and other private equity firms could potentially mop-up
shares dumped by institutional investors if public companies changed their policies on indigenous rights or climaterelated investment. Though it is outside the scope of this report to further examine the role of private equity in
Amazon oil drilling, we encourage other organizations to take up this important and necessary research.

Methodology
1. Underlying Research Data:
»

»

»

»

Equity financing data and debt financing data for (Q2)2017 - (Q3)2019 was collected through the
Bloomberg Terminal. (Q4)2019 data was provided by Profundo, using the Refinitiv database. See the
Appendix for a breakdown of the data.
In the case of Andes Petroleum, which is a partnership between two Chinese firms (Sinopec and CNPC),
we investigated and included equity data from both firms. While Sinopec holds a 45% share in Andes
and CNPC a 55% share, the opacity of corporate funding, particularly for state-owned companies, and
the fungibility of money, means that we cannot accurately calculate the percentage of corporate funding to
each entity that makes its way to Andes. Furthermore, any outside financing dedicated to operating expense
frees up additional corporate funds that can be invested in joint ventures. Therefore, our calculations
account for the full amount of each financial firm’s investments in Sinopec and CNPC.
Also with regard to Andes Petroleum, the largest debt financiers were Chinese state-run and semi-owned
banks. Since the scope of our research is limited to the role of publicly-traded financial institutions on
Amazon crude oil operations, we chose to omit these actors from the body of our report. Nonetheless, we
note that our research showed financing from ICBC, Bank of China, China Minsheng Banking Corp,
Agricultural Bank of China, and Bank of Communications.
In sharing our research data in charts and graphs on pages 34 and 35, we rounded figures in the billions
to the nearest ten million, and figures in the millions to the nearest hundred thousand. For example, a figure
of $998,689,853 becomes 998.7 M, and a figure of $10,772,020,000 becomes 10.77 B.

2. Debt Financing Calculations:
»
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In measuring each bank’s contribution on deals to companies drilling for oil in the western Amazon region,
we aggregated each bank’s leading role — as either the deal’s joint bookrunner or co-manager — but for the
purpose of this analysis did not include values attached to any alternate relationship the banks may have had
in the deal, such as: bondholder, securities broker, etc. Had we included those alternative roles, the total
dollar-value of influence on Amazon crude oil business would presumably be substantially higher.

ORGANIZED RESISTANCE TO OIL DRILLING IN THE AMAZON

Resistance to Crude Oil Projects and Companies
As should be clear from the case studies detailed above, indigenous communities in the Amazon will continue to
oppose the expansion of oil extraction activities – both specific projects like Block 64 and activities enabling oil
industry expansion in the Amazon region as a whole. This will lead to direct confrontation with oil companies’ current
expansion plans, like GeoPark’s plans to expand operations into Ecuador.115
As Nelton Yankur, President of Achuar federation FENAP said to GeoPark CEO Jim Park in July 2019:

“As the Achuar People, along with the Wampis Nation, we completely reject the entry of GeoPark
into our territory. You all are aware of human rights and environmental law, yet you still insist on
polluting our lands. Understand that no matter how much you insist on entering our
territory, we are never going to allow oil companies to come in.”116

Resistance to National Governments
Despite clear opposition from indigenous peoples across the Amazon, the urgent need to prevent the rainforest
from reaching a tipping point of no return, and the clear scientific mandate for the world to rapidly transition away
from fossil fuels, national governments continue to pursue expansion of the oil industry in the Amazon.
Ecuador has announced plans to leave OPEC by 2020 to boost production, and has reformed its hydrocarbon
contract structure to attract new investment; among other plans, it hopes to auction new leases in the eastern part
of the Ecuadorian Amazon.117 Peru hopes to pass hydrocarbon reform in 2020 to expedite drilling. And since the
signing of the Peace Accords with the FARC, Colombia has promoted the expansion of extractive industries in the
Amazon.

Above: Achuar women in their ancestral territory in the Peruvian Amazon.
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Achuar protest against oil drilling in their territory at a GeoPark 2019 shareholder meeting held in Chile.

Indigenous peoples and their allies, recognizing that oil companies would be unable to operate without the legal
administration and auctioning of state-owned oil concessions, are organizing to prevent further government auctions
of oil leases and permanently protect the region from future extraction activities.
To that end, the Amazon Sacred Headwaters Initiative is building a shared vision among indigenous peoples,
NGOs, the philanthropic community, social entrepreneurs, and governments to establish a binational protected
region off limits to industrial-scale resource extraction and governed in accordance with traditional indigenous
principles of cooperation and harmony that foster a mutually enhancing human-Earth relationship. The Initiative is
led by Amazonian indigenous federations CONFENIAE (Ecuador), AIDESEP (Peru), ORPIO (Peru), and COICA
(regional), in partnership with Pachamama Alliance, Amazon Watch, Fundación Pachamama, and STAND.earth. In
a January 2020 win for the Initiative, indigenous groups living in the Sierra del Divisor National Park won a lawsuit
against the Peruvian government, preventing the ministry of energy and mines and PetroPerú from developing oil
zones on territory inhabited by uncontacted indigenous Amazonians that had been recognized by the government in
2018 and 2019.118

“Enough is enough. For decades we have made it clear that we don’t want
drilling and mining in our territories. Now western science shows that it is
not just fossil fuel emissions, but also the forest destruction that comes with
it. With less than a decade to stop climate change, we need to draw a line
and decide: What is the price we are willing to pay for a few barrels of oil?”

- Marlon Vargas, P R E S I D E NT, C O N F E D E RATI O N O F I N D I G E N O U S
N ATI O N ALI T I E S O F T H E E C UAD O R I AN AM A Z O N ( CO N FE N IA E )
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Resistance to the Financial Industry
The global climate movement continues to urge financial institutions to end their support for the fossil fuel
industry and others like it that are causing climate change and violating indigenous people’s rights. These efforts
have already pushed the world’s largest asset manager, BlackRock, to announce that climate is now a core risk
consideration across its operations.
Though the BlackRock announcement was a crucial step, the climate movement will continue to expose and
undermine the financial mechanisms that enable billions of dollars of equity investment and debt finance to flow
into fossil fuel companies operating in the Amazon rainforest and in vulnerable communities around the world. The
climate movement — including the newly-formed Stop The Money Pipeline coalition — will not rest until financial
institutions — including those specifically named in this report — stop investing in Amazon crude and in fossil fuel
extraction around the world, and instead aggressively pursue policies that prioritize the protection of indigenous
rights and align with Paris Agreement decarbonization objectives.

“If you want to stop climate change, follow the money.”
- Bill McKibben and Rev. Lennox Yearwood Jr.

Advocates march in Oakland, CA calling on banks like JP Morgan Chase to stop bankrolling fossil fuels.
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CONCLUSION: THE LEGAL, POLITICAL, REPUTATIONAL,
FINANCIAL AND CLIMATE RISKS OF AMAZON CRUDE
The risks for the companies engaged in fossil fuel extraction and for the institutions providing them with capital are
both direct and indirect. They include legal, political, and reputational risks, several of which have been laid out in
this report. Given the additional legal protections enjoyed by indigenous peoples, such risks are particularly acute
when frontier fossil fuel extraction is done in indigenous territories, and even more so when indigenous peoples
have directly expressed their opposition to extraction.
The climate risks of fossil fuel frontier expansion into climate-stabilizing biomes like the Amazon lie both in the
severe impacts to the financial system that fossil-fuel driven climate change portends,119 and in the likelihood that
firms will be left stuck with “stranded assets” as the government and industry policy changes trigger a rapid repricing of fossil fuel assets.120
Failure to recognize and act on these risks means that these financial actors stand to lose real cash, not to mention
their consciences. Their investors, customers, and owners may ultimately decide to abandon institutions that insist
on financing projects are so harmful to their fellow humans and to the global climate.

The Bobonaza River, which cuts through the heart of Sarayaku territory.
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Protesters in San Francisco call on BlackRock to stop investing in the drivers of climate change.
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Above: Police, military and hotel security attempt to forcibly remove indigenous leaders and protesters from the front entrance of an oil
conference in Ecuador; Below: Activists protest BlackRock’s investment in Amazon destruction.
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APPENDIX: AMAZON CRUDE FINANCIAL DATA
Stock and Bond Ownership in Amazon Crude Companies

BLACKROCK (Q4 2019)

GOLDMAN SACHS (Q4 2019)

STOCKS

BONDS

TOTAL

GeoPark

$5,000,000

$4,000,000

$9,000,000

Frontera

$6,000,000

$14,000,000

$20,000,000

Sinopec
$1,156,000,000 $371,000,000 $1,527,000,000
(Andes Petroleum)
CNPC
(Andes Petroleum)
TOTAL:

$893,000,000

$19,000,000

STOCKS

BONDS

TOTAL

GeoPark

$1,000,000

$0

$1,000,000

Sinopec
(Andes Petroleum)

$12,000,000

$1,000,000

$13,000,000

CNPC
(Andes Petroleum)

$11,000,000

$0

$11,000,000

$24,000,000

$1,000,000

$25,000,000

$912,000,000

$2,060,000,000 $408,000,000 $2,468,000,000

TOTAL:

HSBC (Q4 2019)

JPMORGAN CHASE (Q4 2019)

STOCKS

BONDS

TOTAL

$1,000,000

$0

$1,000,000

Sinopec
(Andes Petroleum)

$192,000,000

$207,000,000

CNPC
(Andes Petroleum)

$184,000,000

$377,000,000

GeoPark

TOTAL:

STOCKS

BONDS

TOTAL

GeoPark

$1,000,000

$10,000,000

$11,000,000

$399,000,376

Frontera

$8,000,000

$0

$8,000,000

$11,000,000

$195,000,376

Sinopec
(Andes Petroleum)

$202,000,000

$33,000,000

$235,000,000

$218,000,000

$595,000,000

CNPC
(Andes Petroleum)

$147,000,000

$0

$147,000,000

$358,000,000

$43,000,000

$401,000,000

TOTAL:
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Lending and Underwriting for Select Amazon Crude Companies

GOLDMAN SACHS (Q3 2017-Q4 2019)

FIRM
Sinopec
(Andes
Petroleum)

YEAR

2017

2018

2019

CNPC
(Andes
Petroleum)

GeoPark

TOTAL:
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JPMORGAN CHASE (Q3 2017-Q4 2019)

NET DEAL GS CAPITAL
VALUE USD
USD

ASSET
CLASS

FIRM
Sinopec
(Andes
Petroleum)

YEAR

NET DEAL
VALUE USD

JPMC
CAPITAL
USD

ASSET
CLASS

2018

$750,000,000

$41,666,700

CORPORATE
BOND

$58,333,333

CORPORATE
BOND

$1,400,000,000 $116,666,667

CORPORATE
BOND

$400,000,000

$22,222,200

CORPORATE
BOND

$700,000,000

$750,000,000

$62,500,000

CORPORATE
BOND

$750,000,000

$41,666,700

CORPORATE
BOND

$400,000,000

$33,333,333

CORPORATE
BOND

$500,000,000

$27,777,800

CORPORATE
BOND

$750,000,000

$41,666,700

CORPORATE
BOND

$800,000,000

$57,142,857

CORPORATE
BOND

$400,000,000

$22,222,200

CORPORATE
BOND

$700,000,000

$50,000,000

CORPORATE
BOND

$750,000,000

$41,666,700

CORPORATE
BOND

$500,000,000

$35,714,286

CORPORATE
BOND

$500,000,000

$27,777,800

CORPORATE
BOND

$700,000,000

$46,666,667

CORPORATE
BOND

$700,000,000

$50,000,000

CORPORATE
BOND

$1,000,000,000 $66,666,667

CORPORATE
BOND

$500,000,000

$35,714,286

CORPORATE
BOND

$800,000,000

$57,142,857

CORPORATE
BOND

$700,000,000

$46,666,667

CORPORATE
BOND

$300,000,000

$20,000,000

CORPORATE
BOND

$1,000,000,000 $66,666,667

CORPORATE
BOND

2017*

$220,851,000

$36,808,500

CORPORATE
BOND

2018*

$476,169,000

$68,024,143

CORPORATE
BOND

2017

$425,000,000 $212,500,000

CORPORATE
BOND

$10,772,020,000

$997,689,853

2019

Frontera

TOTAL:

2018

$300,000,000

$20,000,000

CORPORATE
BOND

$100,000,000

$10,000,000

CORPORATE
LOAN

$350,000,000

$70,000,000

CORPORATE
BOND

$6,850,000,000

$489,523,877

* Converted from CNY to USD 1/17/2020 @1:0.15 exchange rate

CITIGROUP (Q3 2017-Q4 2019)

FIRM
Sinopec
(Andes
Petroleum)

YEAR

2017

2018

2019

Frontera

GeoPark

TOTAL:

2018

2019

HSBC (Q3 2017-Q4 2019)

NET DEAL CITI CAPITAL
VALUE USD
USD

ASSET
CLASS

FIRM
Sinopec
(Andes
Petroleum)

YEAR

NET DEAL
VALUE USD

HSBC
CAPITAL
USD

ASSET
CLASS

2017

$700,000,000

$58,333,333

CORPORATE
BOND

$1,400,000,000 $116,666,667

CORPORATE
BOND

$400,000,000

$33,333,333

CORPORATE
BOND

$700,000,000

$58,333,333

CORPORATE
BOND

$1,400,000,000 $116,666,667

CORPORATE
BOND

$750,000,000

$62,500,000

CORPORATE
BOND

$400,000,000

$33,333,333

CORPORATE
BOND

$750,000,000

$41,666,700

CORPORATE
BOND

$750,000,000

$62,500,000

CORPORATE
BOND

$750,000,000

$41,666,700

CORPORATE
BOND

$400,000,000

$22,222,200

CORPORATE
BOND

$750,000,000

$41,666,700

CORPORATE
BOND

$500,000,000

$27,777,800

CORPORATE
BOND

$500,000,000

$27,777,800

CORPORATE
BOND

$750,000,000

$41,666,700

CORPORATE
BOND

$400,000,000

$22,222,200

CORPORATE
BOND

$700,000,000

$50,000,000

CORPORATE
BOND

*

$21,601,350

$10,800,675

CORPORATE
BOND

$800,000,000

$57,142,857

CORPORATE
BOND

**

$19,894,212

$9,947,106

CORPORATE
BOND

$500,000,000

$35,714,286

CORPORATE
BOND

$800,000,000

$57,142,857

CORPORATE
BOND

$300,000,000

$20,000,000

CORPORATE
BOND

$700,000,000

$50,000,000

CORPORATE
BOND

$700,000,000

$46,666,667

CORPORATE
BOND

$500,000,000

$35,714,286

CORPORATE
BOND

$1,000,000,000 $66,666,667

CORPORATE
BOND

60,000,000

$10,000,000

CORPORATE
LOAN

$350,000,000

$70,000,000

CORPORATE
BOND

$60,000,000

$10,000,000

CORPORATE
LOAN

$350,000,000

$70,000,000

CORPORATE
BOND

$315,000,000

$66,666,667

BRIDGE LOAN

$10,375,000,000

$827,023,877

2018

2019

Frontera

TOTAL:

2018

$8,101,495,562

$647,771,657

* Converted from CNY to USD 1/17/2020 @1:0.15 exchange rate
** Converted from HKD to USD 1/17/2020 @1:0.13 exchange rate
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GLOSSARY OF FINANCIAL TERMINOLOGY

Stocks:
When an oil company “goes public” it sells shares of ownership (a.k.a. stocks) in an initial public offering (IPO).
These stocks are purchased and traded by investors hoping to make a profit on the company’s growth. Over time,
if the value of stocks increase, the company can issue additional stock – essentially raising new money. By holding
stock, investors are not only contributing to the continued operations of a harmful company, they can enable the
company to raise more funds in the form of future stock issuance, known as equity financing.

Bonds:
Debt financing with a bond is essentially a corporation taking out a loan from the public. To do this, oil companies
go to big banks and ask them to underwrite (buy) millions or billions of dollars in “I-Owe-You” bond guarantees. The
oil company immediately gets a cash injection to put into oil-drilling projects, and the big banks either hold on to the
“I-Owe-You” letters or sell them to investors in the bond market. Instead of getting partial ownership in the company,
bond-holders are guaranteed regular repayments of the amount “borrowed,” along with interest payments.
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Loans:
Also debt financing, loans are a common method of financing projects and corporations directly from creditor
institutions, and exist in both short term and long term maturities. They are often used during mergers and
acquisitions of corporations, specifically called “bridge loans,” in order to allow the deal to go through before issuing
a public bond, which corporations often prefer due to cost savings.

Index Funds and Exchange Traded Funds (ETFs):
Index funds are investment products that contain a mix of many stock (equity) and/or bond (debt) assets, based on
index lists that are constantly tracking stock and bond markets, like the S&P 500. Asset managers like BlackRock
combine the individual stock and bond assets into a “basket” product, which they divide into slices and sell to
investors like individuals, university endowments, and pension funds.
As an index-tied security, Exchange Traded Funds (ETFs) offer investors a diversified range of investments in small
increments, meaning that investors are less vulnerable to the loss of value in individual stocks and bonds. But
because the fund is tracking automatic index lists of companies that fit predetermined specifications, the asset
manager does not have to actively manage the individual ETF products, which is why ETFs are typically referred
to as passive investments. They are cheaper to maintain, and thus can turn stronger profits for investors. This has
made them extremely popular. As of 2019, more money is invested in passive equity investments than in actively
managed investments.121

How Oil Companies Typically Fundraise With Debt:
In general, Amazon crude oil companies follow a common fundraising practice to begin or expand drilling operations
in the western Amazon. They solicit one or more banks to raise investment funds, usually by issuing corporate
bonds. The banks buy all of the bonds from the company (“underwrite” the deal) and will often keep a portion of the
bonds for investment purposes and sell the rest to institutional investors in the retail market.
These “institutional investors” are giant investment managers that pool money from millions of individuals and
funds in order to efficiently invest large sums of capital. Oftentimes, the investors and investment managers do
not know — or choose to remain unaware of — the harm they are committing. And even if they do, asset managers
and bankers are not required to inform investors that their money is financing the Amazon rainforest’s destruction,
let alone present alternative investment options. And while many banks broadcast their commitment to “green” or
“sustainable” investment strategies, often times they still underwrite and invest in oil companies that are destroying
the Amazon.

CLOCKWISE FROM TOP LEFT: Activists call on BlackRock to take climate action at a protest outside the firm’s New York
headquarters; an activist protests outside BlackRock’s San Francisco office; New Yorkers call on BlackRock to stop investing
in fossil fuels and deforestation during a global day of action for the Amazon in September 2019.

47

ENDNOTES
1 Oil Change International, “IEA Acknowledges Fossil Fuel Reserves Climate Crunch,”
November 12 (2012),
http://priceofoil. org/2012/11/12/iea-acknowledges-fossil-fuel-reserves-climate-crunch/
2 Amazon Sacred Headwaters, “Indigenous Peoples Declaration for the Amazon Sacred
Headwaters”, https://sacredheadwaters.org/declaration/
3 See, e.g.: Institute for Energy Economics and Financial Analysis, “Fossil Fuel
Investments: Looking Backwards May Prove Costly to Investors in Today’s Market
Money Managers Need to Recognize Poor Performance and Offer Fossil-Free Options”,
February (2019), https://ieefa.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/02/Divestment-Brief-February-2019.pdf; Institute for Energy Economics and Financial Analysis, “The Financial Case
for Fossil Fuel Divestment”, July (2018), https://ieefa.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/07/
Divestment-from-Fossil-Fuels_The-Financial-Case_July-2018.pdf; Center for International
Environmental Law, “Oil, Gas and Climate: An Analysis of Oil and Gas Industry Plans for
Expansion and Compatibility with Global Emission Limits”, December (2019), https://
www.ciel.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/12/oilGasClimateDec2019.pdf.
4 Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, “Amazon Basin”, (2015),
http://www.fao.org/nr/water/aquastat/basins/amazon/print1.stm
5 AP News, “AP Explains: Role of the Amazon in global climate change”, August 27
(2019), https://apnews.com/384fdb5ee7654667b53ddb49efce8023
6 Rainforest Foundation Norway, “The Amazon rainforest: the world’s most important
ecosystem”, https://www.regnskog.no/en/what-we-do/the-amazon
7 American Association for the Advancement of Science, “An extensive reef system
at the Amazon River mouth”, April 22 (2016), https://advances.sciencemag.org/content/2/4/e1501252
8 Encyclopedia Britannica, “Marañón River”, https://www.britannica.com/place/Maranon-River
9 Carlos Mazabanda, Amazon Watch, 2020, “Oil Drilling on Indigenous Territories in
the Western Amazon”. Compiled with 2017 information from RAISG (Red Amazónica de
Información Socioambiental Georreferenciada)

23 Oilwatch Latino América, “Caso Tagaeri y Taromenane en la Comisión Interamericana de Derechos Humanos,” November 1 (2015), http://www.oilwatchsudamerica.org/
petroleo-en-sudamerica/ecuador/5033-ecuador-caso-tagaeri-y-taromenane-en-la-cidh.
html
24 U.S. Energy Information Administration, “Country Analysis Brief: Ecuador”, October
5 (2017), https://www.eia.gov/beta/international/analysis_includes/countries_long/Ecuador/Ecuador.pdf
25 Columbia Human Rights Law Review, “Consenting to Dispossession: The problematic heritage and complex future of consultation and consent of indigenous peoples”,
(2018), http://hrlr.law.columbia.edu/files/2018/07/MarinaBrilmanConsentingto.pdf
26 See CASE STUDY 4: Amerisur (Colombia), below; and Intercontinental Cry, “For the
Achuar, Life Comes Before Oil,” May 27 (2019), https://intercontinentalcry.org/for-theachuar-life-comes-before-oil/
27 United Nations Development Programme, “Enabling Political Environment”, April 11
(2016), https://www.undp.org/content/undp/en/home/2030-agenda-for-sustainable-development/peace/rule-of-law--justice--security-and-human-rights/enabling-political-environment.html
28 United Nations Special Rapporteur on the rights of indigenous peoples, Visit to
Ecuador, Report of the Special Rapporteur on the rights of indigenous peoples, 4 July
2019, http://unsr.vtaulicorpuz.org/site/images/docs/country/2019-ecuador-a-hrc-42-37add1-en.pdf.
29 Finer M, Jenkins CN, Pimm SL, Keane B, Ross C (2008) Oil and Gas Projects in the
Western Amazon: Threats to Wilderness, Biodiversity, and Indigenous Peoples. PLoS
ONE 3(8): e2932. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0002932; Janeth Lessmann et.
al, “Large expansion of oil industry in the Ecuadorian Amazon: biodiversity vulnerability
and conservation alternatives,” Ecol Evol. Jul (2016) 6(14): 4997–5012, https://www.
ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4979723/.
30 The International Energy Agency, “Annual World Energy Outlook: 2012”, November
12 (2012), https://doi.org/10.1787/weo-2012-en.

10 BBC News, “Chevron wins Ecuador rainforest ‘oil dumping’ case”, September 8
(2018), https://www.bbc.com/news/world-latin-america-45455984

31 UN Environment Program et. al., Production Gap Report: 2019: “The discrepancy
between countries’ planned fossil fuel production and global production levels consistent
with limiting warming to 1.5°C or 2°C”, http://productiongap.org/2019report/

11 Dan Kedmey, TED Talk, “The largest river on Earth is invisible — and airborne”,
November 24 (2015), https://ideas.ted.com/this-airborne-river-may-be-the-largest-riveron-earth/

32 Society of Petroleum Engineers, “Reserve: The amount of crude oil that can be technically recovered at a cost that is financially feasible at the present price of oil”, https://
www.spe.org/en/industry/reserves/

12 The Guardian, “Peruvians sue oil giant over Amazon pollution”, May 10 (2007),
https://www.theguardian.com/business/2007/may/11/oil.pollution

33 Amazon Sacred Headwaters Initiative, “The Amazon Sacred Headwaters: Indigenous Rainforest ‘Territories for Life’ Under Threat”, (2020)

13 Chevron Toxico, “Environmental and Health Effects”, https://chevrontoxico.com/

34 Associated Press News, “AP Explains: Role of the Amazon in global climate change”,
August 27 (2019), https://apnews.com/384fdb5ee7654667b53ddb49efce8023

14 Ibid
15 Campesino: Spanish for small-scale family farmer.

35 See appendix table 1.2
36 Ibid

16 Inter Press Service, “High Cancer Rates Found near Ecuador Oil wells”, February 14
(2002), http://www.ipsnews.net/2002/02/health-environment-high-cancer-rates-foundnear-ecuador-oilwells/; International Journal of Epidemiology, “Geographical differences
in cancer incidence in the Amazon basin of Ecuador in relation to residence near oil
fields”, October 1 (2002), https://academic.oup.com/ije/article/31/5/1021/745815.
17 CNN, “Why oil drilling in Ecuador is ‘ticking time bomb’ for planet,” March 1 (2014),
https://www.cnn.com/2014/02/28/opinion/ecuador-rainforest-oil-exploration/index.html
18 Rainforest Foundation US, “Oil Drilling Effects”, https://rainforestfoundation.org/
oil-drilling-effects/
19 Government of Peru, Health Ministry, Análisis de Situación de Salud del Pueblo
Achuar 2006, (2006),
http://www.dge.gob.pe/publicaciones/pub_asis/asis20.pdf
20 The Guardian, “Pioneer gas project in Latin America fails indigenous peoples”, June
2 (2016), https://www.theguardian.com/environment/andes-to-the-amazon/2016/jun/02/
pioneer-gas-latin-america-indigenous-peoples
21 Mongabay News, “Ecuador’s isolated indigenous tribes: Stuck between oil and state
neglect”, May 24 (2019), https://news.mongabay.com/2019/05/ecuadors-isolated-indigenous-tribes-stuck-between-oil-and-state-neglect/
22 Survival International, “Ethnic conflict in Ecuador’s Yasuní National Park”, April 15
(2013), https://www.survivalinternational.org/news/9147

48

37 Ashwini Chhatre & Arun Agrawal, Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, “Trade-offs and synergies between carbon storage and livelihood benefits from forest
commons,” Oct (2009), https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0905308106
38 World Bank, The Role of Indigenous Peoples in Biodiversity Conservation, May
(2008) https://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTBIODIVERSITY/Resources/RoleofIndigenousPeoplesinBiodiversityConservation.pdf
39 Wayne S. Walker et. al., Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, “The
role of forest conversion, degradation, and disturbance in the carbon dynamics of
Amazon indigenous territories and protected areas, Jan (2020), https://www.pnas.org/
content/early/2020/01/21/1913321117.
40 David M. Lapola et. al., “Limiting the high impacts of Amazon forest dieback with
no-regrets science and policy action,” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, Nov (2018), 115 (46) 11671-11679; https://www.pnas.org/content/115/46/11671
41 The New York Times, “ ‘It’s Really Close’: How the Amazon Rainforest Could
Self-Destruct”, August 30 (2019), https://www.nytimes.com/2019/08/30/world/americas/amazon-rainforest-fires-climate.html
42 Reuters, “Indigenous groups in Peru are suing government over oil, mining plans
- and winning”, June 27 (2019), https://www.reuters.com/article/us-peru-indigenous/
indigenous-groups-in-peru-are-suing-government-over-oil-mining-plans-and-winningidUSKCN1TS240

ENDNOTES (cont’d)
43 The Guardian, “Indigenous Ecuadorians too strong to be ignored after deal to
end protests,” October 16 (2019), https://www.theguardian.com/world/2019/oct/16/
ecuador-indigenous-protesters-bittersweet-triumph; Forbes, “In Colombia, Indigenous
Protesters Decry Drilling On Reservations”, December 10 (2019), https://www.forbes.
com/sites/dylanbaddour/2019/12/10/in-colombia-indigenous-protesters-decry-drilling-on-reservations/#434b4be051c8
44 Reuters, “Peruvian indigenous group wins suit to block oil exploration in Amazonian
region”, January 22 (2020), https://www.reuters.com/article/us-peru-indigenous/peruvian-indigenous-group-wins-suit-to-block-oil-exploration-in-amazonian-region-idUSKBN1ZL2V7
45 Fortune, Global 500 (2019), https://fortune.com/global500/.
46 El Universo, “Andes Petroleum explorará dos campos del suroriente,” January 26
(2016), https://www.eluniverso.com/noticias/2016/01/26/nota/5368942/andes-petroleum-explorara-dos-campos-suroriente
47 Reuters, “Special Report: How China took control of an OPEC country’s oil”, November 6 (2013), https://www.reuters.com/article/us-china-ecuador-oil-special-report/special-report-how-china-took-control-of-an-opec-countrys-oil-idUSBRE9AP0HX20131126
48 Amazon Watch, “Statement of the Sápara Women’s Association on Oil Exploration
in Their Territory”, February 9 (2016), https://amazonwatch.org/news/2016/0209-statement-of-the-sapara-womens-association-on-oil-exploration-in-their-territory
49 Earth Island Journal, “Pachamama’s Blood”, (2017), https://www.earthisland.org/
journal/index.php/magazine/entry/pachamamas_blood/
50 Amazon Watch, “Sarayaku Fights on for Justice.” December 2 (2016), https://amazonwatch.org/news/2016/1202-sarayaku-still-awaiting-justice
51 Amazon Watch, “Indigenous Opposition Forces Andes Petroleum Out of Controversial Rainforest Oil Block”, November 6 (2019), https://amazonwatch.org/
news/2019/1106-indigenous-opposition-forces-andes-petroleum-out-of-controversial-rainforest-oil-block
52 Ibid.

63 Morningstar News, “Amerisur Resources Could Top Output Guidance As It
Meets With Suitors”, September 12 (2019), https://www.morningstar.co.uk/uk/news/
AN_1568277220452093200/amerisur-resources-could-top-output-guidance-as-itmeets-with-suitors.aspx
64 Businesswire, “GeoPark Announces All-cash Acquisition of Amerisur Resources”,
November 15 (2019), https://www.businesswire.com/news/home/20191114005969/
en/GeoPark-Announces-All-cash-Acquisition-Amerisur-Resources-London-Listed
65 Sky News, “Colombian tribe tries to thwart 240m Amerisur takeover”, January 7
(2020), https://news.sky.com/story/colombian-tribe-tries-to-thwart-240m-amerisur-takeover-11903326
66 The Guardian, “Colombian tribe calls for action on alleged effects of UK oil firm”,
February 22 (2019), https://www.theguardian.com/environment/andes-to-the-amazon/2019/feb/22/colombian-tribe-siona-calls-for-action-on-alleged-impacts-of-uk-oil-firmamerisur
67 Google Maps, Buenavista Reserve, https://www.google.com/maps/
place/Buenavista,+Quindio,+Colombia/@0.4570709,-76.2650667,5314m/
data=!3m1!1e3!4m5!3m4!1s0x8e38565b2e870a8d:0xa84e50a710c19832!8m2!3d4.
3526315!4d-75.7487779
68 The Guardian, “Colombian tribe calls for action on alleged effects of UK oil firm”,
February 22 (2019), https://www.theguardian.com/environment/andes-to-the-amazon/2019/feb/22/colombian-tribe-siona-calls-for-action-on-alleged-impacts-of-uk-oil-firmamerisur
69 Ibid
70 United Nations Human Rights: Office of the High Commissioner, “The Right to Free,
Prior, and Informed Consultation in Colombia: Advances and Setbacks”, (2018), https://
www.ohchr.org/Documents/Issues/IPeoples/EMRIP/FPIC/GaravitoAndDiaz.pdf
71 The Guardian, “‘Defending our existence’: Colombian tribe stands in way of oil exploration”, April 2 (2019), https://www.theguardian.com/world/andes-to-the-amazon/2019/
apr/02/colombia-siona-tribe-oil-exploration-territory-putumayo

53 Finance Colombia ,”Pacific Exploration Changes Its Name to Frontera Energy,” June
12 (2017), https://www.financecolombia.com/pacific-exploration-changes-name-frontera-energy-corporation-rubiales/

72 The Guardian, “Colombian tribe calls for action on alleged effects of UK oil firm”,
February 22 (2019), https://www.theguardian.com/environment/andes-to-the-amazon/2019/feb/22/colombian-tribe-siona-calls-for-action-on-alleged-impacts-of-uk-oil-firmamerisur

54 Catholic News Service, “Peruvian court: Indigenous communities must be consulted
before drilling” April 5 (2017) https://www.ncronline.org/blogs/world/eco-catholic/peruvian-court-indigenous-communities-must-be-consulted-drilling

73 The Guardian,”’Defending our existence’: Colombian tribe stands in way of oil exploration”, April 2 (2019), https://www.theguardian.com/world/andes-to-the-amazon/2019/
apr/02/colombia-siona-tribe-oil-exploration-territory-putumayo

55 The Guardian, “$1bn to clean up the oil in Peru’s northern Amazon”, August 3
(2017), https://www.theguardian.com/environment/andes-to-the-amazon/2017/aug/03/
us1-billion-oil-perus-amazon

74 Amazon Frontlines, “Public Statement of Warning to Oil Company GeoPark” December 18 (2019), https://www.amazonfrontlines.org/chronicles/public-statement-of-warning-to-oil-company-geopark/

56 Ibid.

75 Portafolio, “Alto tribunal británico congeló activos de Amerisur en Colombia”, January
13 (2020), https://www.portafolio.co/negocios/empresas/alto-tribunal-britanico-congelo-activos-de-amerisur-en-colombia-537091

57 Ibid.
58 Reuters, ”Frontera posts update on Block 192 in Peru”, October 27 (2017), https://
www.reuters.com/article/brief-frontera-posts-update-on-block-192-idAFASB0BPGS;
Hydrocarbons Technology, “Frontera Energy restarts production in Peru after pipeline
repairs”, August 1 (2019), https://www.hydrocarbons-technology.com/news/frontera-restarts-production-block192/; Hydrocarbons Technology, “Frontera pipeline rupture”,
December 5 (2018), https://www.hydrocarbons-technology.com/news/frontera-peru-pipeline-rupture/.

76 Comisón Intereclesial de Justicia y Paz, “Funcionarios de Amerisur presionan a
víctimas de sus operaciones,” January 31 (2020), https://www.justiciaypazcolombia.com/
funcionarios-de-amerisur-presionan-a-victimas-de-sus-operaciones/

59 Reuters, “Indigenous protests in Peru halt output at Frontera oil block”, September
10 (2019), https://www.reuters.com/article/us-peru-frontera-energy-oil/indigenous-protests-in-peru-halt-output-at-frontera-oil-block-idUSKCN1VV2GO

78 Business Wire, “GeoPark Announces All-cash Acquisition of Amerisur Resources”,
November 15 (2019), https://www.businesswire.com/news/home/20191114005969/
en/GeoPark-Announces-All-cash-Acquisition-Amerisur-Resources-London-Listed

60 Puinamudt, “Pronunciamiento Frente Al Anuncio de Paralización del Circuito
Petrolero” 12 January (2020), https://observatoriopetrolero.org/pronunciamiento-frenteal-anuncio-de-paralizacion-del-circuito-petrolero/

79 Oil & Gas 360, “GeoPark Announces Closing of Amerisur Acquisition,” Jan 16
(2020), https://www.oilandgas360.com/geopark-announces-closing-of-amerisur-acquisition/

61 Frontera Energy Corporation, “Frontera Announces an Update on Block 192 in Peru,”
March (2020), https://www.prnewswire.com/news-releases/frontera-announces-an-update-on-block-192-in-peru-301019465.html

80 Mongabay News, “Perú: Denuncian que pasivos ambientales no son remediados en
lote petrolero de Loreto”, October 12 (2016), https://es.mongabay.com/2016/10/contaminacion-petroleo-pueblosindigenas/

62 RIGZONE, “Amerisur Signs Farm Out Deal with Occidental”, November 23
(2018), https://www.rigzone.com/news/amerisur_signs_farm_out_deal_with_occidental-23-nov-2018-157552-article/; Investopedia, “Farm Out”, March 2 (2018), https://
www.investopedia.com/terms/f/farmout.asp.

81 GeoPark, “GeoPark Announces Entry Into Peru With Acquisition Of The Morona
Block”, October 1 (2014)
https://www.prnewswire.com/news-releases/geopark-announces-entry-into-peru-with-acquisition-of-the-morona-block-277868301.html

77 World Oil News, “Ecuador’s oil expansion plans halted by protests, sabotage”,
November 5 (2019), https://www.worldoil.com/news/2019/11/5/ecuador-s-oil-expansion-plans-halted-by-protests-sabotage

49

ENDNOTES (cont’d)
82 GeoPark, “GeoPark Announces Morona Block Approval in Peru” December 1
(2016) https://www.businesswire.com/news/home/20161201006337/en/GeoPark-Announces-Morona-Block-Approval-Peru

103 Holland Knight, “Holland Knight Advises GeoPark on 425 Million Securities Offering”, September 25 (2017), https://www.hklaw.com/es/news/pressreleases/2017/09/
holland--knight-advises-geopark-on-425-million-sec

83 Reuters, “Amazonian tribe in Peru says it will block new oil drilling plans” December
9 (2016) https://www.reuters.com/article/us-peru-oil/amazonian-tribe-in-peru-says-it-willblock-new-oil-drilling-plans-idUSKBN13Y1X2

104 CNBC News, “Goldman Sachs Targets $750 billion For Climate Transition Project”, December 16 (2019), https://www.cnbc.com/2019/12/16/goldman-sachs-targets750-billion-for-climate-transition-projects.html

84 Reuters, “Indigenous groups in Peru are suing government over oil, mining plans
- and winning”, June 27 (2019), https://www.reuters.com/article/us-peru-indigenous/
indigenous-groups-in-peru-are-suing-government-over-oil-mining-plans-and-winningidUSKCN1TS240

105 Goldman Sachs, “Human Rights and Indigenous Peoples”, November (2015),
https://www.goldmansachs.com/citizenship/environmental-stewardship/environmental-and-social-risk-management/sector-guidelines/

85 Equidad Peru, “El Lote 64, un mundo de conflictos,” February (2019) https://docs.
wixstatic.com/ugd/6f0244_e1d79872475644e2bf472a5a294fbbb7.pdf
86 Reuters “GeoPark withdraws request for key permit to drill for crude in Peru”, June
20 (2019), https://www.reuters.com/article/us-peru-energy-geopark/geopark-withdrawsrequest-for-key-permit-to-drill-for-crude-in-peru-idUSKCN1TL330
87 Amazon Watch “An Earthquake Rocks GeoPark” July 2 (2019) https://amwt.ch/4446
88 See previous section, “U.S. Government Support for Oil Operations in the western
Amazon region”
89 Revista Energiminas, “Queremos la inversión privada»: comunidades del Morona
exigen desarrollo de Lote 64,” September 18 (2019) https://www.energiminas.com/
queremos-la-inversion-privada-comunidades-del-morona-exigen-desarrollo-de-lote-64/
90 AECOM, “AECOM awarded five-year, US$23.5 million USAID Amazon Promotion
of Best Social and Environmental Management Practices project,” November 1 (2018)
https://www.aecom.com/press-releases/aecom-awarded-five-year-us23-5-million-usaid-amazon-promotion-best-social-environmental-management-practices-project/
91 USAID email to Amazon Watch, January 9 (2020).
92 The Balance, “The Biggest Banks in the United States”, November 20 (2019),
https://www.thebalance.com/the-big-4-us-banks-315130
93 CitiGroup, “Statement on Human Rights“, November (2018), Page 8, https://www.
citigroup.com/citi/citizen/data/citi_statement_on_human_rights.pdf
94 Ibid.
95 SNL Financial, “Data Dispatch: The World’s 100 Largest Banks”, April 7 (2017),
http://www.snl.com/web/ client?auth=inherit#news/article?id=40223698&cdid=A-40223698-11568.
96 The New York Times, “Jamie Dimon: America’s Least-Hated Banker”, December 1
(2010), https://www.nytimes.com/2010/12/05/magazine/05Dimon-t.html
97 Bloomberg Markets, “Jamie Dimon on Finance: ‘Who Owns the Future?’ ”, March 1
(2016), https://www.bloomberg.com/features/2016-jamie-dimon-interview/.
98 JPMorgan Chase, “Environmental and Social Policy Framework”, April (2014),
https://www.jpmorganchase.com/corporate/Corporate-Responsibility/document/jpmc-environmental-and-social-policy-framework.pdf
99 JPMorgan Chase, “Corporate Responsibility”, (2018), https://www.jpmorganchase.
com/corporate/Corporate-Responsibility/environment.htm
100 Harvard Business Review, “U.S. Business Leaders Want to Stay in the Paris
Climate Accord”, May 31 (2017), https://hbr. org/2017/05/u-s-business-leaders-want-tostay-in-the-paris-climate-accord
101 Bloomberg Markets, “JPMorgan Won’t Back New Coal Mines to Combat Climate
Change”, March 7 (2016), https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2016-03-07/jpmorgan-won-t-finance-new-coal-mines-that-worsen-climate-change
102 The Financial Times, “Goldman Sachs’ commercially driven plan for sustainability”,
December 15 (2019), https://www.ft.com/content/ffd794c8-183a-11ea-b869-0971bffac109

50

106 HSBC Group, “How we do business”, (2020), https://www.hsbc.com/our-approach/how-we-do-business
107 HSBC Group, “Who We Are”, (2020), https://www.hsbc.com/who-we-are
108 HSBC Group, “HSBC Named Best for Sustainable Finance”, July (2019) https://
www.hsbc.com/news-and-insight/2019/hsbc-named-best-for-sustainable-finance
109 Euromoney, “World’s best bank for sustainable finance 2019: HSBC”, July 10
(2019), https://www.euromoney.com/article/b1fmn2yljqs0v2/world39s-best-bank-forsustainable-finance-2019-hsbc
110 BlackRock, “About Us”, https://www.blackrock. com/corporate/en-us/about-us
111 Vanity Fair, “Larry Fink’s $12 Trillion Shadow”, April (2010), https://www.vanityfair.
com/news/2010/04/fink-201004.
112 BlackRock Inc, 2018 10K filing, (2019), https://d18rn0p25nwr6d.cloudfront.net/
CIK-0001364742/191c2e59-974a-45a5-b1b0-8dea487b6ca5.pdf.
113 The Wall Street Journal, “Blackrock Joins Worlds Largest Investor Group on Climate Change”, January 9 (2020), https://www.wsj.com/articles/blackrock-joins-worldslargest-investor-group-on-climate-change-11578594349
114 The New York Times, “BlackRock C.E.O. Larry Fink Says Climate Crisis to Reshape Finance”, January 14 (2020), https://www.nytimes.com/2020/01/14/business/
dealbook/larry-fink-blackrock-climate-change.html
115 Nasdaq, “GeoPark Ltd (GPRK) Q3 2019 Earnings Call Transcript”, November 7
(2019), https://www.nasdaq.com/articles/geopark-ltd-gprk-q3-2019-earnings-call-transcript-2019-11-07
116 Amazon Watch, “An Earthquake Rocks GeoPark,” July 2 (2019), https://amazonwatch.org/news/2019/0702-an-earthquake-rocks-geopark.
117 Reuters, “Ecuador to quit OPEC in 2020 in search of bigger export,” October 1
(2019), https://www.reuters.com/article/us-ecuador-opec/ecuador-to-quit-opec-in-2020in-search-of-bigger-export-revenue-idUSKBN1WG4KB
118 Reuters, “Peruvian indigenous group wins suit to block oil exploration in Amazonian
region”, January 22 (2020), https://www.reuters.com/article/us-peru-indigenous/peruvian-indigenous-group-wins-suit-to-block-oil-exploration-in-amazonian-region-idUSKBN1ZL2V7https://www.reuters.com/article/us-peru-indigenous/peruvian-indigenous-groupwins-suit-to-block-oil-exploration-in-amazonian-region-idUSKBN1ZL2V7
119 Center For American Progress, “Climate Change Threatens the Stability
of the Financial System”, (2019), https://cdn.americanprogress.org/content/uploads/2019/11/20072438/Climate-Change-Financial-Stability-brief.pdf
120 The Sunrise Project, “The Passives Problem and Paris Goals: How Index Investing
Trends Threaten Climate Action”, (2019),
https://sunriseproject.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/The-Passives-Problem-TheSunrise-Project-Report.pdf
121 The Wall Street Journal, “Index Funds are the New Kings of Wall Street”, September 18 (2019), https://www.wsj.com/articles/index-funds-are-the-new-kings-of-wallstreet-11568799004

51

MAIN OFFICE

520 3rd Street, Suite 108
Oakland, CA 94607
T: +1.510.281.9020
F: +1.510.281.9021

WASHINGTON, DC

1101 15th St NW, 11th Floor,
Washington, DC 20005
+1.202.423.4828

Protecting the rainforest and our climate
by supporting indigenous peoples

amazonwatch.org

