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ABSTRACT
Progression of a Brazilian Political Sociology

By analytically reconstituting how the ideas of\¥@ira Vianna were received in later research by
Victor Nunes Leal, Maria Isaura Pereira de Queieor] Maria Sylvia de Carvalho Franco, the
article discusses the formation, from the 1920th&01970s, of a watershed in Brazilian political
sociology oriented towards the investigation offtiohbetween the private and public orders in
the specific configuration of political dominatiamBrazil.
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RESUME
Suites d'une Sociologie Politique Brésilienne

Reprenant analytiquement I'accueil des idées deelia Oliveira Vianna dans des travaux de
recherche de Victor Nunes Leal, Maria Isaura Paré& Queiroz et Maria Sylvia de Carvalho
Franco, on examine dans cet article la formatiatredes années 1920 et 1970, d'un courant de la
sociologie politique brésilienne orienté vers leherche du conflit entre les ordres privé et public
dans la configuration particuliere de la dominapcktique au Brésil.

Mots-clé: sociologie brésilienne; public et privé; dominapoditique

"What | would expect for Brazil would be a supplettey activity to this
pleasant toil of our social philosophers. It wobk] to those who relish
investigation, a more frequent appeal to the sfiemhethods of research, a
more systematic preoccupation with objective proise

(Francisco José de Oliveira Vianna, 1991)

"In general, the connection between scientific kismlge and the philosophy that
supports it does not matter to the specialist wdmlbst this memory in the labyrinths of his
training”.

(Maria Sylvia de Carvalho Franco, 1970)

One of the most tenacious intellectual construdtionBrazilian social thought is the entanglement
between the public and the private, viewed as octkers and as distinct principles of orientation
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of conduct, as a marker of the political culturegisty, and state present in Brazil since Portugues
colonization. And as one of the main guidelinescliheither permanently or intermittently,
connects it to the social science produced afsengtitutionalization, especially in the traditio
which emphasizes research into the social baseatmhal political life, its rural roots, and its

lasting influence on the urban life which was tleaem\ergingl. Populacdes Meridionais do Brasil
([Southern Populations of Brazil] 1920), by OliveWNianna, is paradigmatic in the sense that it
proved to be capable of cognitively questioningedse later studies, even though many of these
differed radically from its original political mearg. These questionings may be identified on both
the theoretical-methodological and substantive gdaifhe former because, while manifesting a
wider critique of thestatus quaof the First Republic regarding the lack of cortr@tbetween
“transplanted” liberal institutions and the “uniugrazilian reality, Oliveira Vianna’s first essay
advocates the thesis that the bases and dynampedit€al institutions can be found in social life
Thus, in addition to his conviction of the need d&or“objective” and “scientific” knowledge of the
social (Bastos, 1993; Bresciani, 2005), therese &is consistent but controversial defence of the
logical precedence of sociology over politics ohofno sociologicusverhomo politicugWerneck
Vianna, 1993:373; Brandédo, 2001). And, substantjMe¢cause his thesis on the peculiarity of the
relationship between the public and the privatepading to which the excessive growth of the
private order and its historical supremacy overghklic order are not only central elements of the
rural constitution of Brazilian society but als@resent persistent predicaments for its
modernization, found distinct forms in later ingégltual production.

This article deals precisely with the receptiorQtilveira Vianna’s ideas in the production of the
social sciences as institutionalized in universiturses since the 1930’s, or more precisely irpits

in the constitution of the “intellectual context’ ‘bexicon” of one of its traditioné.PopuIagées
Meridionais do Brasiis considered a starting point for the creatioa ofsearch agenda which, more
than simply relating politics to society, attemmspecify the social bases and social dynamics of
politics deriving from the rural formation of Brdzand which precisely for this reason we are here

calling “political sociology”? Notwithstanding recent discussion on the role féda Vianna as
the “pioneer” of this tendency (Silva, 2002), sitiicis concerned with the constitution of an
“authoritarian ideology” of the state, its possiblygnitive influence in the social sciences (altjou
noted long ago by Santos, 1978) remained devoidaré consistent analytical treatmeni this
article, we shall try to show firstly th&toronelismo, Enxada e Vo[@oronelismé, Hoe, and Vote],
of 1949, by Victor Nunes LealPblitica, Ascensdo Social e Lideranca num Povoaaiari®)'
[Politics, Social Mobility, and Leadership in a BalVillage], of 1962, and® Mandonismo Local na
Vida Politica Brasileira e Outros Ensaifisocal Mandonisman Brazilian Politics and Other
Essays], of 1976, by Maria Isaura Pereira de Qaédifee latter collecting studies done since the
1950's); andHomens Livres na Ordem Escravocrffaee Men in the Slave Order], of 1964, by
Maria Sylvia de Carvalho Franco, are paradigmatithis regard; and, secondly, that when
considered together, from an analytical standptise studies create, in their dialogue with
Oliveira Vianna’'s essay, a tradition in Brazilianliical sociology.

For analytical purposes, one of the outstandingagbénPopulactes Meridionais do Bragitot
always emphasized, even though diverse aspedifiaveé been dealt wﬁhis the specific form in
which the constitution of society produced politidamination in Brazil. This was not directly
determined by the class struggle embedded in thialsarganization of production but, in the
absence of this specific form of gsocial solidatiynong us, it was determined in the conflict
between the public and the privatl other words, for Oliveira Vianna the key to $miological
understanding of political domination was in thaftict between public and private, inasmuch as
they were distinct social orders competing with anether and guided by their own principles of
orientation of conducts which were only indirecysociated with the economic relations, and
whose historical entanglement caused the direcsopel, and violent character of political
relations. The basis of this specific form of pohl domination in Brazil, reiterated throughoue th
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constitution of the society, was the historical éguity which makes us unique: the same
processes that made the relations of solidaritywéen the “seignorial aristocracy” and the “rural
populace’fragile, loose, unstabl@gndunnecessargn the economic plane (and secondarily on the
military or religious ones), nevertheless strengétethem for political purposes.

The origin of this ambiguity of Brazilian sociallgtarity was in the social forms of agrarian
landownership in Brazil since Portuguese colonaratit is worth mentioning that, in his essay,
Oliveira Vianna employs the notion in a normatiease (the capacity of free association) and in a
more descriptive sense (forms of intersubjectiantiication and interaction). Their enormous
magnitude, territorial dispersion, and autonomaaires moulded the great landed estates as the
gravitational center of colonial society, whosetdgetal force caused, on the one hand, the
simplification of the global social structure ofcgety, hindering the dynamism of commercial,
industrial, and urban centers, with their distimetsocial actors (especially an autonomous and
independent middle class, which was a crucial $beise for the associational vigor of Anglo-
Saxon societies and was used as a contrast tdiBrazocial constitution); and, on the other hand,
defined, together with slavery, the mild tropiclkhmate, and the abundance of privately controlled
land not directly associated with agrarian-exparimoduction based on slave labor, the very
guality of the relations of social solidarity withihe rural domains.

These same processes supposedly produced thezargamiof the diverse rural social groups that
were formally free and under the leadership ofgteat landowner in the “rural clan”; not only the
unity of society emerging since colonial times also, and for that very reason, the “motive
power” of all our political history and “the firseason for its dynamic and evolution” (Vianna,
1973:139). With no one contesting their power,rimal clans found spaces in the incipient public
domain of Brazilian society and formulated and poted programs that manifested their specific
interests. This is a mechanism called “white angrelmd it expresses the capacity of private
appropriation of public institutions which endsdiptorting and redefining its meaning, as shown
in the essay in relation to justice, military réement, and local corporations. In these conditjons
the fragility and partiality to which public ingtiions were subjected allowed diverse subaltern
social groups to take refuge under the “tutelarnywed of the rural clans. And it is exactly for this
reason that Oliveira Vianna argues that what 'ieither the territorial domain nor the economic
domain can create in a stable and similar mannehtd happens in the West, political patronage
ends up doing, that is, tlselidarity between the inferior classes and theatumobility. We saw

them disconnected; now we see them dependent amecied” [dem148, emphasis in the
original).

These are, in general, the social bases of pdldi@aination in Brazil for Oliveira Vianna. Theyear
the real governing “laws” of the constitution angi@nization of Brazilian societydem241), which
led to the difficulty or even impediment in creatimstances of free association between
individuals concerned for the public interest. they words, the role performed by the self-
sufficient great landed estate in the constitubbBrazilian society led to a restriction of
associational practices to the private, domestid,family-related sphere, decisively hindering the
constitution of collective actions around vastemawon interests, which Oliveira Vianna styled a

social “unsolidarity” [nsolidarismq (idem155).7 This occurred in such a way thradtion, classes,
political parties, corporations, unionand other social forms of association were “amasgither
mere artificial and exogenous entities or simplgtdoal aspirations, with no effective influence on
the subconscious psychology of the peopi@érfi242). Thus, because of the threat of fragmentation
of society deriving from the very process of sociahstitution, it became imperative to reorganize,
strengthen, and centralize the state as the oty segarded as capable of politically weakenirgg th
agrarian oligarchies and their corrupting effecpoblic freedoms and, in this way, correcting the
flaws of our social constitution and establishimgwinstitutional relations in society. It is, witlioa
doubt, a normative but also teleological propositias if the construction of the state were nothing
more than a necessary step in a developmentalgssign predetermined by social impasses arising
out of the constitution of Brazilian society.



Tackling phenomena likecbronelismd, “mandonismb, and “personal domination” from a more
defined historical and empirical perspective, stadily Victor Nunes Leal, Maria Isaura Pereira de
Queiroz, and Maria Sylvia de Carvalho Franco aratye political domination proposed by Oliveira
Vianna. To begin with, they return to the distantecent past of Brazilian society to show those
phenomena of political domination that, as alrealdserved irPopulacdes Meridionais do Brasil
seem to persist in the transition from a predontiganral social order to an urban one. Also, those
studies try both to relate acquisition, distribatiorganization, and exercise of power to the $ocia
structure on the theoretical-methodological plaithéugh from an empirical perspective proper to
sociology), as well as situate their analysesmseof the public-private conflict, and only indsthy

in terms of relations in the world of productiohus agreeing with the thesis that the entanglement
between those different principles of social coaation shapes the specificity of political
domination in Brazil. These studies, just as Olev&/ianna’s essay, see this as part of a “system o
asymmetrical reciprocities” that involves matedaald immaterial goods, control of public posts,
votes, financial resources, prestige, recognitiolegal or non-legal authority etc., based on direc

personal, and violent relations engendered betweedifferent social group83.

However, with empirical emphasis, theoretical suppmitical sense, and very different results,
studies made by Leal, Queiroz and Franco refuteonmative and teleological view of Oliveira
Vianna, which allows them to progressively modifig Wivisive contrast of the public-private
relationship in his interpretation of Brazil. Tagithe thesis of social bases for action, interastio
and political institutions to its ultimate conseques, and taking up the task of investigating what
exactly is the entanglement between public andapeivthey end up demonstrating the
unsuitableness of a dualistic concept of theseifft principles of social coordination in Brazil.
The same idea is not accepted for the same reastms different analyses, making it important to
observe the diversity of meanings given in eachysta Vianna’s thesis on the relations between
public and private in the social origins of Braailipolitical domination. This leads us, from a
theoretical point of view, to the different concepf society that each author assumes, which at the
same time tries to make the results of each stéigpldgical domination seem more likely. With the
objective of analyzing the heuristic theoreticainggproduced by this tradition in political
sociology, the current study explores the diveasenfilations of each work on the relation between
“action” and “structure” in their respective viewksociety — a duality that is largely formative in
sociological theory in general (Domingues, 2004)dAhe renewed view of the social bases and
dynamics of political life brought about by thedigs of institutionalized sociology in dialogue it
the tradition of social thought, is found to berimdtely associated with the new and diverse
analytical variables of society which each one amgstroducing and which allow it to reach
distinct results.

The absence of incisive conventional textual evigefsince the studies by Queiroz and Franco do
not even mention Oliveira Vianna, and Nunes Leasdoot give him the prominence that we do) is
insufficient reason to discourage the analyticabreposition of possible affinities among those
studies. Affinities that have actually been notdew discussing Oliveira Vianna, Leal, and Queiroz
(Carvalho, 1993; 1998), and the sociologists ofulnéversity of Sdo Paulo and the essayist from
Saquarema(Brand&o, 2005). | am reminded that plausibleaessor the systematic silence that has
fallen specifically on the work of this author wivas a legal consultant of the Ministry of Labor and
one of the main ideologues of the trade union aibs corporate policies of tHestado Novdave
already been persuasively pointed out, especialigidering that the main results in terms of
production of knowledge in institutionalized socaience began to emerge precisely around the
1950’s, when Brazil was being re-democratized (@b, 1993). Furthermore, as silence is always
eloquent, it must be observed not only that thaits of normative vocabulary available at any
given time will help to determine the ways in whigdrticular questions come to be singled out and
discussed”, but also that, in the field of knowledguthors do not limit themselves to expressly

" Translator’s note — generally understood as peisamd arbitrary command over the local population.
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endorsing and contesting each others’ ideas, battalcontroversially ignoring them (Skinner,
1999:10ff.).

The study of the cognitive profile of Brazilian imal sociology does not presume, however, that
the affinities identified between the differentdites imply any ideological affiliations; neitherao
it decide the issue of the intellectual sourcésats from, whether in the field of Brazilian sdcia

thought or in sociological theogr,yeven if it is worth exploring the wider hypotheshat Brazilian
social thought has represented a “sharp instruofenggulation of our internal market of ideas it
exchanges with the world market” (Brandao, 2005)2B8ually, this does not imply assuming that
studies from Leal, Queiroz, or Franco have beeremdormulated as an answer to Oliveira
Vianna'’s interpretation of Brazil, even though &swart of the intellectual debate and performed
crucial roles as political culture in the relatibipsbetween state and society in Brazil throughbet
20th century.

PUBLIC AND PRIVATE AS A“SYSTEM”

Coronelismo, Enxada e Voto. O Municipio e o Redrmgresentativo no BragiThe City and the
Representative Regime in Brazil), of 1949, origiynalppearing a year before as a thesis for
appointment to the chair of politics in the Facdeaacional de Filosofia of the Universidade do

Brasil, represents a fundamental step in the moatifoin of the public-private antinon%())/lts main
topic is the historical development of the relatb@iween local and national power in Brazil, in a
kind of dialectic between the lack of “legal automg@ of the municipalities and the wide “extra-
legal autonomy” given to pro-government local podt bosses (Leal, 1997:71). Leal’s analytical
emphasis is on the political system and althougH'¢broner is notable in these relations, the issue
of his political leadership and influence in runalinicipalities comes with the proviso that local
political bosses are not always “authentiotonéis(idem41). Thecoronelis actually the most

visible part of a more complex phenomenon. Hess gupart otoronelismoand not even the
strongest part at that. Tleeronel as the author clarified in later texts, "is pafrthe analysis

because he is part of the system; but my biggesttgst concern was the system, the structure, and
manner in which power relations developed fromrttumicipality, showing that in the First Republic
the figure of absolute master had disappeared cpip! (dem36).

To go beyond appearances and reach a systematcstanading of the problem of political control
in Brazil, the chosen research material and thenmiaim which it is treated are essential. Nunes
Leal uses many different materials, among thenrpnétations of other authors and especially
censuses, constitutions, and legislations of devgypes, such as the qualification requirements of
electors and political representatives, the digtidn of taxes, and the organization of the judicia
and political powers. Going through all this andking comparisons between historical periods,
above all, between colonial times and the Firstuép, the latter being the specific period of his
study, Leal has two main interrelated objectivasstly to establish the significant interconnectson
of the Brazilian political process stemming frone tiunicipality, and secondly to evaluate just
how much the legislation over time created favagalsl unfavorable conditions for the
municipalities. This is because, in the reasoniglgitd Coronelismo, Enxada e Votthe greater
the decentralization and the increase in legigaijiwdiciary, and tributary power of the
municipalities, the more conditions there woulddeombatoronelismaoand its client-patron
structure idem70-74). This goes directly against Oliveira Viaramal his defense of the
centralization and strengthening of the state @siaal condition for the political weakening okth
local power of great agrarian landowners.

Based on the analysis of this material, Nunes testhes two fundamental conclusions which
(showing the complexity of the political phenomeraom its social bases) greatly contradicted the
widespread ideas regardingronelismo Firstly, that this was based on a wide networgalitical
relations and pacts at different levels, from theal to the federal, passing through the statewide
domain, the whole of which was constituted by remipl favors and compromises between its
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different parts. In this “system of reciprocity’s ae calls it, there is the prestige of toeonéisas
such, whose social roots are in the agrarian strecif the country, and the prestige “which their
public power loaned them”, both of them “mutualbpgndent” on each other and functioning “at
the same time as determinant and determinddim64).

Beside this characterization of the “system ofpeagity”, already noted by Oliveira Vianna
regarding the relations between the “clan chiefd ars “clientele” (Vianna, 1973:148-149), the
second conclusion of Nunes Leal’s analysis is¢batnelismds essentially a superposition of
distinct political regimes: one based on the posfehe coroneland the other of political
representation based on individual voting (LeaB7:20). Also here, the historical-sociological
sensibilityof the politics professor is essential, becausthird a way of explaining that
institutional innovations of the liberal-oligarchidrst Republic, especially the representative
electoral regime that considerably extended thesroésoters in relation to its number throughout
the Empire, did not occur in a social vacuum. Whase innovations found was an already formed
society within which there were social, economid @olitical structures and relations which they
were forced to interact with — an interaction tleat to the Brazilian political life of the period
having its own dynamic.

After all, what society is this? For Nunes Leasagiety formed through the colonial experience
based on the supremacy of a hypertrophied privaeepbased on large landholdings, over
governmental power and, even at the time of wrjtrgsed on relations of social inequality,
violence, and poverty deriving from the agrarianucture of the country. An explanatory structure
of the “hegemony” of landholders in relation “tamte dependent on their property, which are their
quota ofvotos de cabresto (idem75, emphasis in the original). However, contradigprevalent
expectations probably based on the vulgarizatioDlnfeira Vianna's ideas, it is not the power or
might of the great landed estate that explam®nelisme but rather its weakness and fragility. Leal
argues thatoronelismowas based on “two weaknesses: the weakness tarttlewner, who is
enamored with the prestige of power obtained thhqualitical submission; and the neglected and
disillusioned weakness of the almost subhuman ksetimat go through life working on his
properties” {[dem78).

Neither the practically uncontestable power ofdheat rural masters remained unscathed, nor the
always fragile public order. In the rural to urdaansition, the great landed estates, decadent but
still with enough residual power, and promisingtitogional and economic innovations which are
still feeble, find, mix, and redefine one anotHers thus a historically circumscribed phenomenon
that became possible in a very special conditiattiBally, it was marked by the substitution of
imperial centralization for federalism and the engian of the base of the representative regime of
the Republic; economically, by the decadence ofahdowners, whose political power was more
and more dependent on the state (Carvalho, 1998).

Even though it supports Oliveira Vianna'’s claimtttiee sociological intelligibility of political
control could be found in the relations betweenligudnd private Coronelismo, Enxada e Voto
ends up, in this sense, turning the thesiBagulacdes Meridionais do Brasipside down. And this
occurred even after remembering that, first of@llyeira Vianna had a relatively clear idea ofthi
process, which he discussed in terms of an indaedtprogressive “weakening” of private power in
relation to the centralization of public authoritycurring during the Empire (Vianna, 1973:167-
262); and, secondly, that his notion of “white amg’” (idem139) attempted to explain how the
rural clan extended incipient public order in Bii@zi society under its own tutelary power. In
relation to the first point, Nunes Leal peremptpdlaims that one cannot “reducedronelismad‘to
the ordinary abnormal claim of private power. lalso this, but not only this” (Leal, 1997:276). As
a political system it essentially involves a “redaship of engagement between decadent private
power and strengthened public powebidem. As for the issue of private appropriation of ficib

" Translator’s note - the traditional system of coltitng political power through the purchase of \®wfeom the
poor and ignorant in poorer regions of the country.



institutions, unlike what is suggested by the weiclional notion of “white anarchy”, that is, that
private modifies public, Nunes Leal emphasizesnberdependence between these spheres, which
causes the dynamic of political life. In suooronelismas an “exchange of benefits between the
progressively stronger public power, and the decasecial influence of local bosses, especially
big landowners" (Leal, 1997:40).

Analytically, however, instead of remaining at arpasse, irCoronelismo, Enxada e Votpublic

and private mutually influence each other deterngrthe scope of possible actions in politics.
Public and private are therefore in a relationgtiijterdependence, in the sense that neithereshth
can acquire a decisive role in the political preces its own, that is, neither can determine ithen
basis of its specific values or interests. In #e@ase, Nunes Leal’s study opens new perspectives fo
political sociology, insofar as it suggests thas ithe particular forms of historical connection
between public and private that should guide amalyispolitical life. However, the reception of his
analytical emphasis on the structure of politiaanthation, based on theto de cabrestovould

find different views in studies carried out by Matsaura Pereira de Queiroz.

SOCIAL “AGENCY” BETWEEN THE PUBLIC AND THE PRIVATE

Among the authors studied in this article, Mariaula Pereira de Queiroz is the only one to

. . . . 11
purposefully formulate a program for political sology as a research field in BraZilPresented at
thel Congresso Brasileiro de Sociologi@d Conference of Brazilian Sociology) of tBeciedade
Brasileira de SociologigBrazilian Society of Sociology) - SBS, at the Wbmsity of Sdo Paulo (USP)
between 2% and 27 June 1954, herContribuicéo para o Estudo da Sociologia PoliticaBrasil’
(Contribution to the Study of Political Sociology Brazil) introduces and details a set of taskxfal
them fulfilled by her over 20 years or so of stsddarried out at USP. The first one consisted of
historically oriented sociological studies of theaBilian political past, to provide “a backgrourat f
studies about the present, allowing a vision ofdtetinuities or transformations which have
occurred in politics” (Queiroz, 1976:17). In thense, Queiroz denies the validity of previous
studies with the argument that, “in accordance withliberal point of view” adopted by them, they
were merely “histories of political ideas”; emplmsg that there was still a lack of a “history of
political facts from a sociological standpointvihich they are seen as products of group life”
(idem18). As already commented, Queiroz does not mer@ioveira Vianna but amongst previous
studies she merely emphasifslugéo Politica do Bras{[[Political Evolution of Brazil] 1933), by
Caio Prado Jr. as an “attempt” at interpretingpmlitical past. An unsuccessful attempt, from her
point of view, since the historian from Sao Pawanot follow the first sociological precept which
is to observe before interpreting: he went to tllel forearmed with an interpretation in terms lafss
struggle and tried to impose it to Brazilian fastben it is only now that Brazil has awoken to sach
struggle" (Queiroz, 1976:18). This is, in fact,amluation with which Oliveira Vianna would
probably agree, from both a theoretical-method@algand a substantive viewpoint (Vianna,

1973:157)"

It is in this context that, in the debates atlti@ongressmf the SBS, Queiroz also criticizes the
lecture given by Alberto Guerreiro Ramos, sincegngposal would mean “the study of Brazilian
politics through ideas, not through reality itsdlfhais, 1955:340). A criticism that Guerreiro
Ramos responds to by observing that he “tried ¢ovsin his lecture how ideas are related to a
particular social situation that exerts pressur¢hem” (dem342), an assertion that he takes up
again when debating Queiroz’s lecture in the atiemsession of June ®6Records show
Guerreiro Ramos’ suggestion that the constitutiba ‘hational market of goods and ideas” would
be a decisive factor in altering “the direction daddency of Brazilian politics, with conflict
between the old powers defending their patronadjigsoand the new powers that try to express
themselves ideologically'idem 349).

In his own lecture, Esfor¢cos de Teorizacdo da Realidade Nacional Ralitiente Orientados, de
1870 aos Nossos DiafPolitically Oriented Attempts to Theorize the tiaal Reality, from 1870
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until Today), later published in his 1957 wdriktroducéo Critica a Sociologia BrasileirgCritical
Introduction to Brazilian Sociology), Guerreiro Rasnuses Oliveira Vianna's criticism of the
“utopian idealism” of Brazilian elites, consideriiigthe most objective sociological study which
has so far arisen from our midst” (Ramos, 1995:A@)did however point to the limitations of
Oliveira Vianna's stance, which supposedly did petceive that the utopian-idealistic conduct of
the elites “was often less a result of voluntarjtation than an obligatory pragmatic expedient for
rationalizing or justifying interests and demandsf groups and factions linked to tendencies in
national society which were not always illegitinfatelem80). A claim that Paula Beiguelman
agreed with, as the Conference records show, engugsthe need to overcome Oliveira Vianna
[...] not so much his work as such but his conduasj which are often different from his premises”
(Anais 1955:341). An observation that was fully backpdy Guerreiro Ramos, who also observed
that “Oliveira Vianna neglected the historicity®fazilian socioeconomic development by using a
psychological comprehension of the social procési€in343).

Thus, although Oliveira Vianna was not part of @o®Es program for the constitution of a political
sociology in Brazil, he was present in a far fromrginal way in the context in which her program
was originally presented and debated by the academmnmunity in the 1950'’s in tHeCongresso
Brasileiro de Sociologialn addition, and even more importantly, it is gib&e to point to a first and
decisive affinity between Queiroz’s program andv@ilia Vianna's theoretical-methodological
proposals. The Sao Paulo sociologist’s proposal‘gaditical facts” should be treated as “products
of group life” (Queiroz, 1976:18), is very similar Vianna’'s defence of the originality of his
method of analysis iRopulac@es Meridionais do Brasifter all, Vianna had already stressed that
(as Queiroz would later say in relation to Caiod®rdr.) using “political doctrines” as the starting
point for understanding politics could only end'@mtirely false” conclusions, which is why he had
tried to make a “concrete, objective, realistiaidst of political institutions ih loco, as practiced by
the people in their daily lives” (Vianna, 1973:298)

In any case, in her future work, especially @ Mandonismo Local na Vida Politica Brasileiraf
1969, and “O Coronelismo numa Interpretacdo Sogio&3 (A Sociological Interpretation of
Coronelismd of 1975, Queiroz would try to make up for thigpious absence of sociological
analyses of political facts. In these studies, shactures her investigation of political dominatio
around “kinship relations” rather than around agaty of “class” or any other broad form of
social solidarity. For her, kinship relations watehe genesis of the structure of Brazilian pcditi
domination, involving forms of personal sociabiliponduct, and solidarity in an extensive and
spatially dispersed nucleus of individuals unitgdblood ties, spiritual relationsgmpadriq or
alliances (matrimony), economic and political riglag, as well as rivalries and conflicts (Queiroz,
1976:181 e ss.). “Kinship relations” and “kin salitty”, however, are also concepts used by
Oliveira Vianna precisely to circumscribe, togettth “rural clan”, the “only militant form of
social solidarity in our people” (Vianna, 1973:14%he essayist from Rio de Janeiro emphasizes
that “kinship solidarity” is “as powerful today nural areas” as in the padiflerm). Queiroz herself
was also able to observe that in her field worBamta Brigida, a district of the city of Jeremoaho,
the state of Bahia in the 1950’s.

The second necessary task for the constitutiorolifigal sociology as a field of research in Brazil
according to Maria Isaura Pereira de Queiroz inldeture at thé Congresso Brasileiro de
Sociologia was the production of “concrete” studies of thesent time which, when confronted
with sociological analyses of the past, could giveew of what was still the same and what had
changed in politics (Queiroz, 1976:17). To achithie second task, she actually did some field
work in Santa Brigida, between 1954 and 1959, phbig her main conclusions 8ociologia e
Folclore: A Danca de S. Gongalo num Povoado Baiguxiology and Folklore: St. Gongalo’s Dance
in a Bahia Village), of 1958, and ifrbdlitica, Ascensdo Social e Lideranca num Povoagiaid',
originally a lecture presented at theCongresso Brasileiro de Sociologia1962. They were also
republished in O Coronelismo numa Interpretacdo Sociolégiea a counterpoint to the thesis of
Vitor Nunes Leal on theoto de cabrestand a way of demonstrating her argument thahen t
sphere otoronelismgvoting was part of a wider and more complex nekwad reciprocities



founded on the possession and scarcity of wealtivhich political bargaining became possible
(idem168).

The characterization of the relations of politidamination as a network of asymmetrical
reciprocities had already been formulatedPopulacdes Meridionais do BragVianna, 1973:148 e
ss.) and adopted by Nunes Leal to defiopnelismaoas a “system” (Leal, 1997:64). But in the
studies of Maria Isaura this problem attains a sewological form with the introduction of the
dimension of “agency”, or simply, social actiona@tia Villas Bdas (2006) suggests that Queiroz’s
political sociology is marked precisely by the atfg to show that it is in associational life thato
can comprehend the relations afidndd and “obedience”, a concept that tries to demmastthe
“rationality of Brazilian politics”. That is why hbelieves that the “lived experience” of specific
groups is more important than the tendency to etalthem only through theoretical models and
interpretations of global society, not to menti@ar Bmphasis on the active character of human
conduct as a counterpoint to the tendency to censiocial relations as forces alien to social agtor

whose significance escapes their comprehensioraen their control’

Like Oliveira Vianna (and also Leal), Queiroz laespolitical domination in public-private
relations. And also like her predecessors (Viad8a3:229-243; Leal, 1997), she recognizes the
need to research the relations of political domomastemming from the municipalities, where “the
political phenomenon is more violent and affect®#ier aspects of group life” (Queiroz, 1976:30).
However, when trying to tackle the relations ofifpchl domination from the perspective of the
social actors living in it, and not (as Leal) fréine “social system” they supposedly form, Queiroz
introduces a series of analytical and historicatidctions that allow her to emphasize the variety
and multiplicity of levels in which those relatioimgeract with diverse social, economic, and
agrarian structures — aspects which, accordingtphiad been underestimated by Victor Nunes Leal
(idem165). A paradigmatic example of these analyticappsitions can be found irPblitica,
Ascensdo Social e Lideran¢ca hum Povoado Bdiano

Queiroz’s decision to choose the small rural comitguof Santa Brigida was, in fact, guided by two
main sociological reasons already present in hB4 I®ogram. Firstly, contradicting what she
identified as the tendency to analyze political dwtion only in coastal areas dependent on
monocultural exports, she tried to reveal the diltgrof political behaviors according to differesce
“within the country itself, constituting differegeographical, economic, and social zones”
(idem30). Her arguments about "the vote as a posséssiapposition to thevoto de cabresto
were based precisely on empirical research inzbiag¢ of small farmers: the social structure tended
to be more “egalitarian” there, in contrast witle tones of monocultural export or of large-scale
ranching, based on a more defined and rigid setiatification, where the political domination of
the coronelwas more direct and even more violedeMm176). In cases in which political
bargaining became possibleabos eleitorais were essential as an intermediate level of
stratification and political domination linking tleeronelto his electoratedem166). And secondly,
it is from the perspective of tleabos eleitoraighat the study is conducted, trying to understied
possibilities of promotion to political leadershgppromotion that was considered a form of “social
mobility” in less stratified communities.

Analyzing the trajectories of threabos eleitoraisn Santa Brigida, Queiroz concludes that if
personal prestige can take one to a leadershiptrislécharisma” which in a community with few
internal differences seems to constitute a “reahciel of social mobility” (Queiroz, 1976a:116).
Such is the case of the devout Pedro Batistapa eleitoralwho was the link between pilgrims
from the state of Alagoas who had settled in SBnigida and the localoronelwho had attracted
them. The pilgrims submitted “entirely” to the dewanan who they called “godfather” due to the
material and immaterial benefits they received uinileleadership, in the belief that he had

" Translator’s note — A person who enlists votesafoandidate.



“supernatural gifts” proven by his “therapeutic poiv(idem110). In the pilgrims’ godfather there is
an interweaving of two distinct principles for lggiizing domination (Weber, 1992): the
"traditional” principle in his personal authoritgnd the “charismatic” principle, a belief in his
extraordinary qualities that allowed his relaticipshith the electors even to “dispense with the
model of giving and receiving” (Queiroz, 1976a:111)

In this way, if voting was part of a “system” ofciprocal exchanges in areas with small autonomous
producers, the relations betwemronéis cabos eleitoraisand electors would be very contingent,
because “leadership” did not imply a position aigeriority” nor was it in itself a sufficient
guarantee of “social mobility” in these small rucaimmunities. Therefore, with a reconstitution of
the trajectories of theabos eleitoraisQueiroz tries to specify the social conditionsttuide
individual conducts and, in this way, analyze tiffecent responses of agents submitted to the
relations ofcoronelismo’spolitical domination — a perspective through whighlike the

possibilities of a “systemic” investigation, it lsene possible for her to identify the dynamic
character of the relations of political dominatiarBrazilian society. The social life described in
Santa Brigida through her study is, thereforelaatiation of the contingency in private-public
relations and the possibilities and limitationsotial mobility in contexts of personal dominatian,
point that will be retrieved by Maria Sylvia de @atho Franco at the same time as she questions
the possibilities of the “common people” denyinggmnal political domination in general.

PUBLIC AND PRIVATE AS A CONTRADICTORY UNITY

The first significant affinity betweeHomens Livres na Ordem EscravocratadPopulacdes
Meridionais do Brasils the refusal to treat slavery as a “mode of potidn” that had structured
Brazilian society and was determinant in all futcih@nges. For Franco, slavery was part of a wider
socioeconomic system, “a part in which one can,firgither more nor lesthan in any other

system, social relations which lead to the unifaabf different and contradictory elements”
(Franco, 1997:13, emphasis in the original). Jash&liveira Vianna, the analytical emphasis falls
back on the social forms brought about by the grgedrian property in Brazil, especially in its
almostautarchic character, and in the existence ofadéas, from the point of view of export-led
economically profitable agricultural production tinn the great landed estatédefrn14). This
socioeconomic structure has its origins in colotimkes and created a specific social group between

master and slaves, the latter being directly resipéenfor agrarian-export productié‘h.

Oliveira Vianna calls them the “rural populace” aht social group, whose origin and destiny was
supposedly directly associated to the social foofregrarian property, was linked to the rural
masters, as we have seen, in a “feeble” way, ecamati;mspeaking, and in a “militant” way
politically. The paradox of this situation is exjplead by “white anarchy”, that is, the ability thithe
“rural clans” demonstrate in appropriating for themtves the existing public institutions for the
attainment of their private interests, employingétessary extremely violent resources in this
process (Vianna, 1973:139 e ss.). In Franco’s tetimey are “free men”, at once “deprived of the
property of the means of production, yet still guging it, and which were not fully submitted to the
economic pressures deriving from this conditiongsithe weight of production, which is significant
for the system as a whole, does not fall back eir #houlders” (Franco, 1997:14). Through the
double expropriation to which this social groupimjected, Maria Sylvia de Carvalho Franco talks
of “disposable men who were not part of the esaéptbcesses of society”, since “commercial
agriculture based on slavery would simultaneousiygothe opportunity for their existence yet
leave them without a reason for beindjiden) — an aspect that was also discussed in Oliveira
Vianna (1973:127 e ss.). In both cases, there diffieulties stemming from the social dynamic
formed through the existence of this contingemadr and free men, for the constitution of a class
society in Brazil (Vianna, 1973:157; Franco, 199372

However, unlike Oliveira Vianna, Maria Sylvia der€alho Franco peremptorily refuses any idea
of “ambiguity” or “duality” to explain the sociatmscture produced by the great landed estate and
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the paradoxical situation of poor and free mendliyeassociated to them. Actually, she uses her
historical and theoretical research preciselyyatrd oppose this idea, and that is the main
difference ofHomens Livres na Ordem Escravocrataelation toPopulacdes Meridionais do
Brasil. For Franco, in Brazil, unlike what happened imenthistorical contexts, the simultaneity of
both “modes of production” — for subsistence andlie market — not only showed that they were
“interdependent” practices, since they found “theason for being in commercial activities”, but
also that they were “constitutive” of one anotherafco, 1997:11). They were a “synthesis” or
“contradictory unity” which, emerging in the beging of the colonial system, guided with their
ambiguities and tensions most of Brazilian histdigiden). That is why, in a passage that seems
directed at Oliveira Vianna, she argues that “titernal organization of large establishmepts, se
is insufficient to characterize them and make tations within them intelligible” (Franco,
1997:197); and emphasizes that “reference to tiésnal organization attains explanatory content
when associated with the capitalist mode of pradaavhich controlled the world markets”

(ibidem).™

Maria Sylvia de Carvalho Franco’s research refethi¢ “old coffee civilization” of the Vale do
Paraiba region in Rio de Janeiro and S&o Pauleidd century. Its empirical circumscription to
the county of Guaratinguetd, ‘the poorest areadof Baulo”, was made with the intention of
capturing the “connections of recurrence betweahiliy and social change”, since
“transformations stemming from coffee were felaimilder way, conserving previous
characteristics” (Franco, 1997:17). The primaryeegsh material was basically records,
correspondence, and criminal lawsuits in the Guagaeté parliament, from 1830 to 1899. From
these, she highlights the criminal lawsuits, arid éspecially through the analysis of reports
contained in these depositions to the police thah€o tries to retrieve the “lived situations”
(idem18) of poor free men.

Just like the other studies dealt with in thisdetiin which all follow Oliveira Vianna’'s essay,
Franco also believes that the poor free men gaiiokmical intelligibility in the sphere of control
marked by direct, personal, and violent relatidra tonstitute a network of payment of all sorts of
services rendered and favors received. In thisrdedeweverHomens Livres na Ordem
Escravocratapresents invaluable contributions. First of dlghiows how the violence prominent in
relations of personal domination is also constieutf the relations of social solidarity within Hee
groups, as can be seen through a paradigmaticsimalymutirdes as a cooperative way of working
among the ¢aipiras’™ (idem21 e ss.). Maria Isaura Pereira de Queiroz, jkstQliveira Vianna

and Victor Nunes Leal, when considering this pagmbphasizes for example the violence in political
relations between different social groups, or a&slts it between one “half’ and the other “rather
than within those groups”, even though she recagn{and refers tdlomens Livres na Ordem
Escravocratdor this point) that violence was not absent witgroups as well (Queiroz, 1976:179).

Secondly, Maria Sylvia de Carvalho Franco’s analysiys special attention to the sociological
meaning of the intersubjective social componengsgnt in the personal relations of political
domination. “Personal domination” dependent onrthations of payment for a service, is
“personal”, she argues, precisely because it inded in an identification between those who
participate in them as “people”, a category thaties an appearance of social indistinction
confirmed still by the simple “lifestyle” of the géon since the beginning of the 19th century, when
the situation of scarcity of material conditionssy@actically universal (Franco, 1997:115-119).
That is why relations of dependence are more adlifiation of wills in the same direction, like
harmony, and not an imposition of the will of theoager over the weaker, as a struggle.
Consequently, tensions within these relations aséopndly concealed, with scarce possibilities of
emerging within the conscience of those being adlenl” (idem95). Religious sponsorship

" Translator’s note — Help that members of a commyugiite to each other.
" Translator’s note - Understood here as rural peajitelittle or no formal education.
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(compadrig, for example, is a paradigmatic relation of peedalomination because it allows, or
even demands, an apparent rupture of social hteesrdetween those who, through baptism, are
ritually united in “divine kinship” {dem84-86). This appearance of “equality” given by the
category “people” to poor free men, unlike slavdsvare seen as “property” or a “thing”, is
essential because their relations with their mastee not experienced straightforwardly as a
relation of domination. Not only between small fans and large landholders, but also between
the latter and their hangers-on, or even with otfoeial categories usually less dependent on
them, like muleteers and grocers, all subordinatiaé same web of relations of personal loyalty
(idem65-114). Once more, just as the social bases ldafgad domination were discussed in
Oliveira Vianna (1973:127 e ss.), even though Foahke Queiroz, points to the possibility of sdcia
mobility in strictly individual terms in those udlyaless dependent social groups (Franco, 1997:65-
114).

Although Franco, differing from Oliveira Vianna, &®not see in political control a counterpoint to
the fragility of socioeconomic ties that link rutahdowners to the vast contingent of poor and free
men, she also considers politics a privileged toazbserve the relations of the “dependency” of
big landowners to their “smaller neighborgdgm90). More than this, she talks about the vital
importance politics has in this relative submissibthe landowner, leading to a series of obligatio
on his part, which is the main reason why theraukhnot be a characterization of personal
domination in terms of a “typical patrimonial” rétan as defined by Max Webedém91).

However, just as Oliveira Vianna, for whom “the uvat of social solidarity produced by political
patronage is defined by its asymmetry” (Wernecknwie, 1993:377), Franco also emphasizes the
inequality of power involved in relations of perabdomination, also claiming that this type of
situation is not a very “favorable [social base]tlee rational orientation of action” (Franco,
1997:29).

Here, Franco distances herself from Queiroz andharacterization of “rationality” in politics.
Although Queiroz points out, when talking aboutingt that it is "conscious, but oriented in a
different way than the vote of a citizen from aatse and complex society”. In the first case, she
argues, “the vote is a commodity to be exchangiedhe second, “it is the personal assertion of an
opinion” (Queiroz, 1976:178). For Franco it is thgposite, where one of the main social effects of
personal domination is precisely the “asphyxiatdmpolitical consciousness” (Franco, 1997:89), a
situation in which the vote could not even find fiditions to be used as a commodity, nor could it be
the result of self-determination rooted in the @imssness of autonomous interestdema8s).
Approaching the characterization of elections pegubby Leal (1997), Franco emphasizes that,
more than the “manipulation of the electorate’ta tattraction of converts”, the techniques used to
conquer and maintain political power concentratedhe “procedure and the result of elections”
(Franco, 1997:87).

Although there are significant disagreements iatreh to some substantive issues, Franco’s study
so far shows important methodological affinitieshwihe political sociology program of Maria
Isaura Pereira de Queiroz, whether in the choidhefsocial group” as a starting point for anadysi
(chapter 1) and then analyzing its relationshighhie broader society (chapter 2), or in her
emphasis on the “lived” situations of common pedpltheir daily actions. From then on, however,
in an attempt to account for macrosociological peots, Franco demonstrates that “personal
domination” is incorporated in a constitutive manimepublic institutions (chapter 3), and in the
economic transformations necessary for the integratf Brazilian agricultural production in
international markets (chapter 4). | would emphasier argument that the dynamic of society
defined by “personal domination” creates and rex&® public institutions, through which the author
also approaches Oliveira Vianna’s concerns withitkgtutional dimension of political domination
and especially with the social mechanisms of pe\agipropriation of public institutions expressed in
the notion of “white anarchy” (Vianna, 1973:139se) sEven though, unlike Vianna, Franco’s
analysis of social processes “underlying” the ctumsdn and consolidation of the national State and
its bureaucratic apparatus in the 19th centurg@ndgrom the standpoint of how such processes were
“experienced by the common man” (Franco, 1997:165).
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As Werneck Vianna (1999:184) points out, using Mégber’s thesis on the uniqueness of modern
Western bureaucracy as the starting point, Frandenstands that the process of bureaucratic
organization of the Brazilian state in the firstfted the 19th century was “formally [founded] on
the bureaucratic principle of obedience to an alelir defined public power, which gains its
legitimacy from the expression of rationally crahtad legally ordained norms” (Franco,
1997:121). For the consent of public authority itbes the employment of physical force and war,
this meant concentrating the apparatus of taxati@n“group of agents trained for the methodical
and depersonalized exercise of public functioifstdén). But the bureaucratization of public
administration did not occur in a vacuum of soceéhtions, and moreover it met in those same
relations its own limitations. In its interactiontlvsociety, bureaucratization was rivaled by fasto
as powerful as the rational-legal principle thatrfally gave life to it. The municipal civil servaist

an example of the dispute that occurs for the taitean of conducts of individuals and social groups
between, on the one hand, that abstract and distatiple, and, on the other, the “strong intesest
and influences that enveloped its immediate lifbiden). In this dispute between social
solidarities, it is the pragmatism binding the tgérvant to his local society that wins.

There are two main reasons mentioned, based arskearch material compiled by Franco, for the
unclear demarcation between private and publiwitiets in the sphere of state institutions. Firfst o
all, the precariousness with which administrativéimances were established in “positive” terms,
and therefore their normative fragility for the ieatsociety, led the civil servant in his line afty

to continue orienting his daily conduct by estdidid customs (Franco, 1997:122-125). The other
decisive factor of the evolution of bureaucracyifblic administration, once again relying on Max
Weber and absent in Brazil in the 19th century, a@ording to Franco the process of
“expropriation of the material means of administnatfrom the civil servant, clearly separating
governmental resources from the bureaucrat’'s @ipassessionsidem130). An absence that was
due to the state’s poverty and aggravated by thgitefa financial policies, marked by extreme
concentration of public income&l€m128).

The poverty of public administration had led sid&34 to the reorganization of the fiscal apparatus
of the state and impeded this process from happgeénitypically rational-legal terms. Faced with
this paradoxical situation, the solution found wadslirect plea to the private patrimony of the
common citizen or the civil servantib{dem. This solution was not only totally different frothe
normal procedures of a rational-legal order, bsb akinforced personalized exercise of power and
personal control of state patrimony. Maria SylveaCharvalho Franco argued that, in these
conditions, instead of the civil servant progressibecoming an “executive who merely manages
the means of administration, he continued to alsteaintrol them autonomoushecause they
belonged to hirh(Franco, 1997:131, emphasis in the original).

Therefore, the connection between the materiailftag@f public power, the personal use of the
governmental apparatus and the personal techna@fudksmination led to a merging of the public
and the private. And this entanglement of distsuxtial spheres constitutes the condition for
personal domination as the more general principtegulation of social relations in Brazil. In
addition, the “contradictory unity” identified withthe great landed estate, conquering society
through personal domination, becomes part of tgamization of the state, necessarily merging
public and privateifen1240). In these conditions, how can one even tbirk rupture by some
subordinate social groups from the “personal dotien&to which they were subjected, if this
constituted the general principle of institutioonadjanization of society? The demonstration by
Franco that the dynamic of society recreates paliinstitutions, and that therefore public and
private also constitute a “contradictory unity” amat an “opposition” or “duality”, is also the
conclusion of this investigation.
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FINAL OBSERVATIONS

Through an analytical look at the research agemdaotitical domination in Brazil, from
Popula¢tes Meridionais do Brasd Homens Livres na Ordem Escravocrgtassing through
Coronelismo, Enxada e Vqtand diverse studies by Maria Isaura Pereira darQz, this article has
attempted to identify the main streams of cognitigatinuities and discontinuities in one tradition
within Brazilian political sociologen train de se fairbetween the 1920’s and the 1970’s. In
relation to the continuities, we have argued thatstudies first of all retain the central thedis o
Oliveira Vianna on the unique historical configumatof relations of political domination in Brazil,
founded on the conflict between the private andipusders and not directly reducible to a class
struggle rooted in the world of production; andmsetly, their theoretical-methodological tendency
to relate acquisition, distribution, organizatiand exercise of political power to the social stnoe
in order to identify the bases and dynamics oftpslin social life itself.

In relation to the first aspect of continuity betmethe studies mentioned and Oliveira Vianna’s
essay, one can say that the research agenda liagieaishere is substantively different from other
intellectual traditions that are also identified“pslitical sociology” in Brazilian social science.
Such as, for example, the one that began withhlae of Sociology | at the University of S&o
Paulo, which was strongly marked by the associdigtmween political domination and class
conflict, as well as by issues of Brazilian econoaépendency and development (Sallum Jr.,
2002). Undoubtedly, the analytical privilege (attggresent in Vianna) that Leal, Queiroz and
Franco attribute to relations of political domimetiin Brazil does not totally exclude a connection
with economic relations, although the delimitatafrthe economic in relation to other spheres of
society takes on different forms in each one. Adwaee seen, Leal relates the strengthening of the
public to the economic decadence of the great khedéate. Queiroz circumscribes her approach to
the relations of political domination on areas wfadl rural farmers, also considering their
differences in terms of socioeconomic configuraiionelation to areas of export monoculture. And
if Franco refuses to accept slavery as a modeagfymtion, her approach only becomes intelligible
through the suggestion of the simultaneous presevit@n the great landed estate, of production
for subsistence and for the market as practicds'thastitute” each other; an issue that she
develops theoretically in her thesisliofe-docéncia, O Moderno e suas Diferenc§dhe Modern

and its Differences] 1970), to the point of affingithat in Brazilian society “the non-economic
criteria of categorizing individuals in society aepeatedly disrupted by criteria of social
differentiation founded in economic condition” (A, 1970:177).

As for the second aspect of continuity in the tiiadi of political sociology analyzed here, one can
say that the studies converge in the theoreticahaumlogical sphere on a specifically sociological
approach to politics. This approach, in place ohatonomous institutional logic that mostly
characterizes the late demarcation of politicadisce as a subject in Brazil (Lamounier, 1982),
favors the investigation of the social bases oitips| its relations with the social structure, dhd
social conditions of prominence of the differenli@ctive actors. That is why there is heuristic
significance in this tradition in Brazilian socigipin its comprehension of the challenges of
democracy. After all, by relating the social sturetof the agrarian world to relations of political
domination, and by dealing with the interactionvitn the capacity of action of individuals and
groups and the conditioning of social structurealso ends up highlighting the problem of the
social bases of democracy, and retrieves a forthalahas become classical in political sociology
(Moore Jr., 1983).

On the other hand, in relation to the cognitivecdiginuities within the various studies in this
tradition in Brazilian political sociology, theywdirge above all in their concepts of society by
which they attempt to confer plausibility on thewls obtained in their studies of the constitution
organization, and reproduction of relations of ficdil domination. In the case of Oliveira Vianna,
his characterization remains dependent on a digaligtw of relations between public and private

" Translator’s note — a post-doctoral title.
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and, therefore, of society itself; a view whichthaugh not necessarily leadingdonsensu
detriment taconflict, ends up circumscribing the latter to the sphémelations between state and
society, thus including the inequality of power alihundergirds relations between different social
groups, which can be observed not only throughtehiphasis on the need for a new overarching
coordinating morality of social relations, which $&es happening in the strengthening and
centralization of the state, but also in his chemazation of “social unsolidarity” between
individuals and social groups beyond private csade one of the main consequences of the

entanglement between public and private in Bragzil.

However, as we have already seen, Victor Nunesd aahlysis otoronelismantroduces a notion
of "system" to show that the private is not enyjirgbove the public, nor are these different
principles of social coordination in a relationsbipopposition; as a form of domination,
coronelismoactually presumes a compromise between a decadegate power and a progressively
stronger public power, in a relation of interdepemek in the sense that neither of them can
determine the political process on the basis atifribeir own specific values and interests.
Although the notion of “system” formed by publicdaprivate is neither static nor independent of
the historical process, and also does not excluglsacial actors who are a part of it, it ends up
determining the scope of possible actions in thesp of political domination i€oronelismo,
Enxada e Voto

Maria Isaura Pereira de Queiroz tries to show, mor:voluntarist way and paying attention to
structural conditions and variables based aboverafield work, the possibilities and limitation o
individual action within the structure of politicdbmination ofcoronelismo even though she
repeatedly acknowledges that there were many difteypes. The possibilities of individual
socioeconomic mobility and of the use of the vadea “possession” for political bargaining in
coronelismoshows in her studies how relations of politicalrdnation, constituted between the
private and the public, may produce behaviors diviluals and social groups and not only restrict
and control the scope of their actions. Theordticéhe introduction of the problem of “agency”
allows her to emphasize the manifest capacity dividuals and social groups to act and, in this
way, react to the structures of domination theyimmersed in.

Finally, Maria Sylvia de Carvalho Franco shows thearsonal domination” as the general principle
of regulation of social relations is incorporatedai constitutive way to political institutions, whi

can be seen fundamentally in the “personalizedoes®iof power”. And since it is the dynamic of
society that creates and recreates political un#ins, she tries to end any doubts as to thetifatt

in Brazil, public and private merge to form a “c@dictory unity” and not an “oppaosition” or
“duality”. In Homens Livres na Ordem Escravocrata have maybe the most consistent attempt,
among the studies analyzed here, to connect thengions of “action” and “structure” in an
analytical movement that tries to take into accdagth the socialization of actors within personal
domination, and in its institutionalization. Evdmotigh she developed her sociological explanation of
the constitution of the state from the way it wagmosedly experienced by the “common man”, she
argued that that connection could be achieved kynguthe concept of “praxis” in the center of the
analysis of relations between the “objective wordt! “subjectivity”, in the attempt to overcome
“old ghosts such asdividual andsociety (Franco, 1997:16, emphasis in the original).

In short, regarding Oliveira Vianna's essay, thel&s by Victor Nunes Leal, Maria Isaura Pereira
de Queiroz, and Maria Sylvia de Carvalho Francmihice crucial discontinuities within the
analytical developments that they directly or iedity formulate. Although they start from the
thesis of the role of entanglement between pulritt @rivate in the constitution, organization, and
reproduction of the relations of political domiratj they end up rejecting (each in their own
way), the dualist perspective proposed by Olivéiianna as well as his assertion of “social
unsolidarity” as a Brazilian ethos, a perspectheg ted to the hypotheses of either an intrinsic
Brazilian incompatibility in relation to democraoy of the centrality of the role of the state im it
establishment and direction. Although they alsanfbdifferences regarding the restriction or
preponderance of social solidarity in the privgibeye, the studies by Leal, Queiroz and Franco do
not corroborate the thesis that this would formresurmountable impediment for the constitution
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of a public order in Brazil’ But neither do they allow the conclusion that¢méanglement and
tensions between public and private had no consegseor democracy. Without underestimating
them, they show that Brazilian society was not raould it be — left hanging and waiting for purely
institutional resolutions for its socially constitte tensions, therefore contributing to a reoidion

of analytical interest in political sociology tovasr historical, concrete, and dependent forms of
connection between public and private in Brazibaiety.

Finally, with this article | hope to have suggedteat the comparative and cumulative analysis
between essay and sociological research as anraasigecialization may contribute effectively to
the continuity of the knowledge of social scientdrazil on a cognitive plain. It is undeniablettha
the interpretations of Victor Nunes Leal, MariausaPereira de Queiroz, and Maria Sylvia de
Carvalho Franco manifest and benefit from the aopierary international theoretical-
methodological progress of their discipline, bug #nalytical emphasis given to the critical
reception of Oliveira Vianna'’s ideas in their siegliallows us to see that, in the sphere of social
science, a “system of problems and contradictiovsS being constituted “which did not exclude
but rather filtered the international supply of sbtheories” (Schwarz, 1999:20). It is also true
that the comparison between essay and sociologisabrch does not necessarily lead to a
comprehension of this tradition in political sodgly merely in straightforward evolutionary terms.
Hence, | want to argue that all the studies in #hiicle have not only autonomy and independent
validity from each other, according to their diffet objectives and commitments, but they are also
part of an analytical grouping and as such mandastial heuristic cognitive conquests for
sociology, without invalidating the conflicting amdmpetitive character of their perspectives. The
analytical approach proposed in this study is tloeegjustified because, considering the tendency in
the construction of sociological knowledge to benalative but chronically non-consensual
(Giddens, 1998; Alexander, 1999; Domingues, 200w constant reexamination of its past
occurrences (also through the exegesis of texts)rtaae than a tangential role in the current peacti
of the discipline. This reexamination, which alakes into account that current challenges aredinke
to the sequence of historical development, may (pathphrasing Reinhard Bendix [1996:36]) to
“insights obtained in the past” not being “frivokly discarded”, as in the case of the political
sociology reconstituted here in relation to thetemporary social construction of democracy in
Brazil.

(Received for publication in December 2006)
(Definitive version in March 2007)

FOOTNOTES

1. Regarding work in Brazilian social science otiaral political life between 1945 and 1966, see
Villas Bboas (1992).

2. By “intellectual context”, | mean “the contexXtearlier writings and inherited assumptions about
political society, and of more ephemeral contempocantributions to social and political thought.
For it is evident that the nature and limits of tteemative vocabulary available at any given time
will also help to determine the ways in which pautar questions come to be singled out and
discussed” (Skinner, 1999:10-11).

3. The issue of the expression “political sociolbigyBrazil, and whether it should be a specialized
branch of sociology, or an independent subjecéven whether it is different (and in what way) to
political science, is controversial and non-cone@sThe many positions on this can be found in
Scherer-Warren and Benakouche (2002). For the gaspof this study, | use Elisa Reis’ suggestion
that it is not a problem of defining the subjedttaders, which are always more or less arbitrady an
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unstable, but that an investigation of its “resharadition”, including its relations with its
“classics”, opens effective possibilities of compgasion of political sociology and the specific
challenges it tries to answer (Reis, 1999).

4. As Elide Rugai Bastos suggests, "Oliviera Viastlinking can be seen, sometimes in new
forms, in studies of other social scientists”; laeminds us that “those who are critical of
Oliveira Vianna, regarding the interpretations gaddelines presented in his writings, are also
obliged to establish an open or implicit dialogugwhim” (Bastos, 1993:7).

5. See Santos (1978); the diverse studies gatlreRastos and Moraes (1993); and, for a systematic
analysis ofPopulacdes Meridionais do BrasBrandao (2001).

6. And “class struggle”, according to Oliveira Viem is not only one “of the biggest examples of
solidarity in western peoples, but also the belsbetfor their civic education and political cul&ir
(Vianna, 1973:157).

7. For a detailed analysis of the issue of Oliv¥fitanna’s restriction of social solidarity to the
private sphere, see Botelho and Brasil (2005).

8. Through this more extensive plan, other sigaificcognitive confluences may be identified in
this tradition in political sociology, such as hradces to collective action, the municipality as th
locus of politics, the centrality of the relatioofslocal power with the national state, violenceaas
social code and example of the difficulty of puldigthority maintaining control, appropriation of
public institutions for private ends, among others.

9. Regarding Brazilian social thought, it is im@ortto observe that, although it does not have the
same analytical place or political meaning from arterpretation to another, the thesis on the
entanglement between public and private is theshafghe analyses of the 1930s, especially in
Casa-Grande & Senzald933), by Gilberto FreyrdRaizes do Bras(1936), by Sergio Buarque de
Holanda, andd Ordem Privada e a Organizacao Politica Naciofi#139), by Nestor Duarte.

10. Which allows José Murilo de Carvalho to rightfclaim that the book is not directly part of the
“feudalist tradition” that has Oliveira Vianna aN@stor Duarte as its “most illustrious
representatives” and, among their followers, Mé&s&ura Pereira de Queiroz and Costa Pinto
(Carvalho, 1998:140). However, since the objeatif/the study is to sketch not only the continuities
but also the discontinuities in the research agendaain de se fairbetween the decades of 1920
and 1970, it does not seem inappropriate to hightige “dialogue” that, once again, does not mean
the agreement of Victor Nunes Leal wRlopulacbes Meridionais do Braskor a systematic

analysis ofCoronelismo, Enxada e Voteee Lamounier (1999).

11. For a systematic analysis of Maria Isaura P& Queiroz’s political sociology, see Villas
Bdas (2006).

12. Although she does suggest that the phenomdsabistactually “new” in Brazilian politics is the
“disappearance of family solidarity” in relation tiee recognition of “difference of interests in the
various strata of the population” - even thougls tieicognition could not be directly associatechto t
emergence of a “class solidarity” (Queiroz, 197%:2&ueiroz claims that the “line of internal
continuity in our politics” is evidenced today imetemergence of a new typeaaironelismo “urban
coronelismé (idem 1976:29).

13. One should observe Queiroz’s analytical aftvadio small rural producers, with the notion of
rusticity as the distinctive feature of these gmupe emphasis on fieldwork as a way of contrgllin
theoretical generalizations, and, above all, thel@acy to value the “self-contemplation” of the
groups being studied, as well as the sociologreaition ofOs Parceiros do Rio BonitgPartners

of Rio Bonito] 1954) by Antonio Candido (Jacksof02). Candido himself noted that, although it
does not refer to his work, it is a movement ofloeblogical and ethical dislocation/rotation
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operated by the sociology of the University of $@alo in relation to the “seignorial” perspective
that is so characteristic of Oliveira Vianna, witle introduction of the “common man” as the basis
of its analytical interest (Candido, 2004:233). Btiver aspects of Queiroz’'s work, see Kosminsky
(1999).

14. Without minimizing the importance that slavegs in the formation of the “free” population,
the analytical emphasis on the agrarian issue sivitibrings Franco’s study nearer to Oliveira
Vianna, also separates it from typical studieshefdo-called “S&o Paulo school of sociology”
which considers the relations between master anek ss the basis for explaining Brazilian social
constitution (Bastos, 2002).

15. In which Franco comes nearer to the interpoetadif Brazil in Caio Prado Jr. and the
sociological tradition of the Chair of SociologeflUSP. On the connection of the study of Brazilian
society to a world historical configuration in tisisciological tradition, see Bastos (2002).

16. Therein, it should be noted that the sociolalgibaracterization d?opulacées Meridionais do
Brasil from theprocessof constitution of society does not agree withdimeension of social action.
When, through the force of argument, it hints atstraints of different non-social orders that asé n
decisive to the characterization of the processy ttecome ingeniously employed to restrain its
effective possibilities.

17. For the debate on private and public relatioriee modernization of 20th century Brazilian
politics, see Gomes (1998).
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