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SUTROFOR 2014 – Summer School in French Guiana 
 

“Evaluation of the direct and indirect environmental consequences  
of opening a transnational bridge between French Guiana and Brazil” 

 
Background 
 
Amapá (Brazilian state) and French Guiana (French overseas district or département) are located in 
Amazonia and have a particularly well-preserved forest cover. They are separated by a 730 km long 
river (Oyapock) and land frontier.  
Their ecological characteristics are similar. They are mainly covered by equatorial forest but there 
are also savannahs and mangrove ecosystems in the coastal area. These ecosystems are considered to 
be very well preserved (UICN, 2003), especially close to the frontier where, until recently, there 
were very few human settlements. 
 

 

 
Fig. 1: Map of roads and main human settlements in French Guiana and Amapá 
 
In Amapá, the construction of the main road from Macapá (Amapa’s biggest city) to Oiapoque, the 
BR 156, started in the 1960s. It is still not fully paved and there remains 100 km of unpaved road 
between Calçoene and Oiapoque. It takes about 7 hours to travel from Macapá to Oiapoque by bus or 
by four wheel drive vehicle. 
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On the French side, the main road from Cayenne to Saint Georges was only completed in 2003. The 
first part (from Cayenne to Regina) was built in the 1970s, and the second part (from Régina to Saint 
Georges) was built in the 2000s. The 192 km long road is fully paved and it takes three hours to go 
from Cayenne to Saint Georges by car. 
 
A 378 m long bridge was recently built on the border between Amapa and French Guiana, linking 
Saint Georges and Oiapoque. It is scheduled to be opened soon, connecting the main roads in the two 
states. The reasons for building the bridge depend on the geographical scale considered. 
 
From an international point of view, the project is part of the IIRSA program that aims at 
interconnecting South American countries (van Dijck, 2003). In the context of the bilateral 
relationship between France and Brazil, it is a symbol of cooperation between the two countries (see 
picture below), marked by meetings in Saint Georges between President Chirac and President 
Cardoso in 1997 and President Sarkozy and President Lula da Silva in 2009. 
 
Locally, in Saint Georges (4159 inhabitants in 2009) and Oiapoque (20,509 inhabitants in 2010), the 
project is seen either as an opportunity to develop the area or as a constraint and a danger.  
Up to now, trade between Amapá and French Guiana has been very limited and the two states are 
unprepared for any increase in road traffic (Boudoux d’Hautefeuille, 2010 (3 documents); CEROM, 
2010). 
  

 
Fig. 2: Meeting between President Sarkozy and President Lula da Silva (left); The Oyabock River 
Bridge (right). 
 
In this situation, we should like to take a closer look at the environmental impact of constructing and 
opening the bridge. 
Although roads are often presented as necessary infrastructures for economic development, they also 
have direct and indirect environmental impacts.  
In Amazonia, constructing roads is considered to be one of the main factors leading to deforestation 
and degradation of the ecosystems, by exploiting forests and increasing the area of agricultural land 
(Fearnside, 2008; Fearnside et Graça, 2009). Only a few studies have been carried out in French 
Guiana and Amapá to determine the impact of new roads. Bens (2011) and Vinter (2011) described 
some of the main direct impacts of the RN2 and studied the mitigation measures implemented. 

 

(source : Agência Brasil)  

S. Nicolle
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The recent opening of the frontier region together with demographic growth have increased pressure 
on the area from various activities: urban development, agricultural development, forest exploitation 
(Guitet et al., 2012), hunting pressure (Richard-Hansen et Hansen, 2004), gold mining (Hammond et 
al., 2007), etc.  
It is expected that opening the bridge and connecting the two roads and the two countries, will have 
specific environmental impacts. 
It is hypothesized that, in addition to the direct environmental impacts, opening the bridge may have 
many secondary effects linked directly or indirectly to connecting the main roads. Some economic 
sectors on both sides of the frontier will be changed by this event and all it signifies. 
 
Research question: 
 
What environmental consequences can be foreseen from the opening of the Oyapock River 
Bridge between France and Brazil?  
 
 We expect a multi-scalar analysis of the direct and indirect environmental consequences of 
a bi-national road infrastructure in an Amazonian context. 
 
Organization: 
 
February and March: Preparation and bibliography  
 
March 2014: Field Work  
 
Interviews with local and regional organizations in French Guiana and in the border area (1 week) 
Data analysis, producing a report and oral presentation (1 week) 
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