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Ah, you who make iniquitous decrees, who write oppressive statutes, to turn aside the needy from 

justice and to rob the poor of my people of their right… (Isaiah 10:1-2a)  

 

On the federal intervention of military nature in Rio de Janeiro  

 

We are following closely the unfolding of the federal intervention of a military nature decreed in Rio 

de Janeiro, issued on February 16, 2018. 

We understand that it is the task of the Brazilian State and its leaders to be concerned with public 

policies aimed at reducing violence, which presents alarming figures in the country. 

The fight against corruption in the police and the effort to overcome it is another legitimate 

intentionality of the Brazilian State. 

However, what concerns us and provokes questions is the unplanned and non-dialogued way in 

which this intervention was enacted. 

The Technical Note of the Federal Public Ministry issued on the 20th of February of 2018, emphasizes 

that the intervention is a mechanism of federalism and has support in the Federal Constitution. 

Likewise, it points out that a federal intervention must be subjected, from its elaboration to its 

execution, to political, social and judicial control. This is not what is observed in Decree 9.288 / 2018. 

In addition to this, the measures and the way the intervention will occur are ambiguous and need to 

be further detailed. The Technical Note specifies that federal intervention in executive power in a 

state is, by constitutional definition, of a civil nature. It is not therefore appropriate to institute a 

military intervention by decree. 

Regardless of legal issues, what concerns us a great deal is the fact that military intervention is aimed 

at the favelas and peripheries of Rio de Janeiro, implying that organized crime, people in conflict with 

the law, and drug trafficking, are realities present only to the low-income population. Poverty is not a 

crime, nor does it induce crime. Organized crime is the result of webs that have large and complex 

variables. The owners of the traffic do not live in the favelas. In this way, constructing a strategy to 

confront violence and drug or arms trafficking, based on the geographical outline of poor 

communities, seems to us to be a dissimulation. Such a stratagem may create the impression of 

apparent and temporary security, but it does not solve the issue of violence, organized crime, 

trafficking, or police corruption. The intervention that solves the problem of violence in poor 

communities is social, since poverty is a result of the inefficiency of poverty reduction policies, lack of 

education and work, lack of investment in the urbanization of favelas and peripheral communities. 
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The geographical framework of federal military intervention in Rio de Janeiro reflects the 

institutional racism of the security organs. Black and poor population has been the target of violent 

police action. Result of racism never surpassed. Military intervention has primarily targeted black 

people, as if a person, by being black, is automatically involved in the world of crime. 

We know from historical experiences that authoritarian actions, without dialogue, do not lead to the 

resolution of the reality of violence. An economically unequal country with low levels of education, 

with poor access to health, among other issues, needs structural transformations, not criminalization 

of poverty. 

Civil society has long demanded from the State a National Plan for Public Security that considers, 

among other issues, demilitarization of the police, better training of public security professionals, 

better working conditions, reduction of inequalities, respect for and compliance with human rights, 

policy to reduce incarceration, disarmament of the civilian population, among other issues. We 

regret that this Plan is ignored and that civil society has not been called upon to dialogue about 

violence and its resolutions. 

On the contrary, the proposals under way follow another itinerary. An example is the changes in the 

rules of control regarding possession of weapons at home, place of work, if the person carrying the 

weapon owns the emporium, or in rural properties. These changes are contradictory to actions 

aimed at reducing violence, as is the case of the Disarmament Statute, which is defended by civil 

society. 

We must point out the doubts regarding the risk of other states suffering military intervention, 

considering that until now Brazilian population has not been properly informed of the real intentions 

of this Plan. No less important are the high costs of an operation of this nature, in a period when 

resources for education and health have been cut, as well as other relevant public policies to 

guarantee a minimum of dignity for the low-income population. 

In this time of Lent it is difficult not to bring the image that best characterizes this intervention: 

armed soldiers searching the backpacks of poor and black children at the doors of schools. 

What to expect from the future? 

  

 

 

 

 


