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ABSTRACT

The present article analyzes the issue of the bdrdged upon a study of the experiences of the
Terena indigenous people in Mato Grosso do Suls faople lives in villages situated in an
international border region. | present a numbethebretical reflections on symbolic conflicts, the
border development process and its effects on @mdigs societies. The article contains two
analytic movements: 1. an analysis of the symbaiaflict permeating the legal processes, linked
to the territorial conflicts between the Terena andal producers, showing how the idea of the
border is activated in the construction of politiceechanisms for excluding and (de)legitimizing
ethnic groups; 2. an analysis of the State’s bopdécies, territorial dynamics and its confronbati
with indigenous symbolic policies in different ldcatuations along the border, which also form
part of the symbolic struggle for recognition ofethegitimacy of indigenous identities and
territories.
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RESUMO

Este artigo analisa a problemética da fronteiraréirpdo estudo da situacdo dos indios Terena no
Mato Grosso do Sul, localizados em aldeias de wy@e de fronteira internacional. Pretendemos
apresentar algumas reflexdes tedricas sobre estas $imbdlicas e também o processo de
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desenvolvimento da fronteira e seus efeitos sobrsoaiedades indigenas. Pretendemos realizar
dois movimentos analiticos: 1. a analise da lutabélica que perpassa 0s processos judiciais
desencadeados por conflitos territoriais entrend#o$ Terena e os produtores rurais, mostrando
como a ideia de fronteira € ativada na construg@onekcanismos politicos de exclusdo e
(des)legitimacdo de grupos étnicos; 2. a andlise miditicas de Estado para a fronteira, as
dindmicas territoriais e sua confrontacdo com dftigas simbdlicas indigenas nas diferentes
situacdes locais na fronteira, que igualmente marega luta simbdlica por identidades reconhecidas

como legitimas e territorios.

Palavras-chave:Fronteira, Identidade, indios Terena

The present article analyzes the situation of tBeeffa Indians of Mato Grosso do Sul, a
group which is settled in villages along an intéiovaal border. The Terena's situation and that of
the border create a situation which is different from othedigenous peoples, especially that of
Amazonian Indians, or even that of the Guarany etdvViGrosso do Sul itself. The Terena do not
circulate across the border, do not maintain magikahanges with local indigenous groups in other
countries and do not have bi-national identitidse Tegion in which the Terena live today has been
of strategic importance in shaping the formationthef Brazilian nation-state: centuries ago. In,fact
it was thestage for one of the principal territbiiéssputes of the Americas. Understanding the
history of the definition of the border in whatiew Mato Grosso do Sul and the immobilization of
ethnic and social groups in the™and 28' centuries are important factors today's interethni
situation in the state, an affirmation which candasily confirmed by a glance at the processes of
indigenous land identification and demarcation iatMGrosso do Sul. In the lawsuits mobilized
against the identification and demarcation of Tarésnds, political discourses are constructed
which seek to reactivate forms of exclusion andIsyln-discursive inferiority in which the border
appears as a centrally operative phenomenon. Hrese tjudicial processes we see two discursive
tactics emerge which seek to delegitimize indigsndemands for lands by annulling the thesis of
traditional occupation: that of questioning the€fex's national origin and that of questioning their
cultural authenticity and, consequently, their leggandition as Indians.

This article thus intends to present some thealetieflections regarding these symbolic
struggles and also the process of developmenteobdinder and its effects on indigenous societies.
Here, | intend to conduct two analytical movements:

1) Analyze the symbolic struggles which undelie théigial processes generated by the
territorial conflicts between the Terena Indiansl anral producers, showing how the border is an
active factor in the construction of political madisms of exclusion and (de)legitimization of
ethnic groups.

2) Analyze state border policies, territorial dynamiesd their confrontation with
indigenous symbolic policies in different localusitions along the border, which also include
symbolic struggles for identities and territoribattare recognized as legitimate.

Here, | will analyze how indigenous forms of soc@banization and symbolic-cultural
expression produce counter-discourses based uporagpropriation of symbols and strategies
derived from different state policies for the bard®eating new forms of interpretation for ethnic
identity.

ok Translators’ note: in Portuguese, the wordftler”, “frontier” and (oft-times) “boundary” ardl &xpressed
by the term fronteira’. The reader should thus be aware that all thesmg, as used in this article in English,
represent the same word in Portuguese which, aautier notes, is quite polysemic.



Today as in the past, the political demarcatiorbath national borders and the borders of
Indian lands presupposes the drawing of identangldys. In other words, the power to draw
territorial borders implies a concomitant act @fsdification and representation of social groups an
their borders, which is in turned at least pradiyd@unded upon the material fact of the border.

Borders, in their territorial, social and ethnicse, are constructed and deconstructed in the
midst of struggles regarding classifications; sffag which themselves are composed of a
combination of different historical and culturatfars. One fundamental factor in this processas th
history of colonization and state formation in #dsrritories, in which the application of diffeten
border policies — including policies regarding #@mEsimilation and nationalization of indigenous
peoples. Other important factors include the latigérsification of policy effects upon different
indigenous societies and the effects of appropmatreinterpretation and ressignification, which —
in turn — ensure that ethnic cultures and iderstitie not unilaterally undergo processes of change.

By analyzing a handful of topicdbdrders and classificatory struggles, the border as
laboratory for policies of control, borders and fiiters of economic expansion and identitye
seek to contribute to the theoretization of theadnisal development of the border through the
interpretation of the history of indigenous grolpsalized along it and the analysis of present-day
conflicts. These efforts can aid us in thinking atbather situations from a historical and procetura
perspective, based upon a few theoretical-histiopiciats.

The meanings of the border and the struggle for cksification

Here | shall analyze a few judicial processes imvg Terena Indians and rural land-owners,
in particular those involving the indigenous lamd<Cachoeirinha in the municipality of Miranda;
Limdo Verde in the municipality of Aquiduana; andrBi in the municipality of Dois Irméos de
Buriti. In all three cases, the processes of lai@ntification and demarcation began with the
formation of the Identification Work Groups of 19%hd 2000 and the resulting lawsuits
(undertaken by large and small landowners) whicttesied these processes.

In the case of the Indians of Buritis, the Fedgualge's decision sustained the lawsuit's
arguments, alleging that the lands in question wecker the jurisdiction of the criteria stipulated
Decision 650 of the Brazilian Supreme Court (S@a®b0 do STF). This decision was, in turn,
appealed by FUNAI (the Brazilian Indian adminigtratorgan), in which the content and objective
of the suit was clarified:

In the present declatory action, the plaintiffs énaasked for the partial elimination of
tutelage so that the labors undertaken by FUNAIhintge declared null and void and
thus that the lands now occupied by the plaintifight be understood as ‘lands not
traditionally occupied by Indians”. The plaintiffius seek to nullify the work
undertaken by FUNAI in areas which include the miéfs' lands, including the
anthropological report; they also seek to declarareonstitutional Decree #1.775/96 as
violating the letter of article 231, caput and gaw 1 and 2 of the Federal constitution
(Appeal of 11/11/2004, Declaratory Action, Suit #2050.00.003866-3 (Apelacdo de
11/11/2004, Acéo Declaratéria,

Processo n° 2001.60.00.003866-3)).

In the documents of the suit we find an order todpce the land analysis based upon
expert opinion. The questions raised by the suitmthie experts who produced this analysis
clarify the symbolic content of the suitors’ legahtegy:

5.1Can the expert inform the court where the Tered#rs resided in historical period
before 179772

5.2 Can the expert classify these Indians as Brazilaians in accordance with their
origins, customs, traditions and — in short — telture?

5.4 In relation to the information contained ingbelocuments, can it be said that these
Indians be said to have occupied the mountaingpéatdaus of the Maracaju since time
immemorial, according to the spirit and law of &l#i 231 of the Federal Constitution?
(Apelacdo de 11/11/2004, Acéo Declaratoria, Prares8 2001.60.00.003866-3)



This sort of questioning also came up in caseshumvg Limao Verde and Cachoeirinha, in
lawsuits of a different nature. When FUNAI sougbgdl remedy against an order to revert land
possession from the Cachoeirinha Indfatise arguments of the plaintiffs were clearly iEamto
those used in the Buritis case:

In principle, we'd like to bring up a point of utstdmportance with regards to the Guaua-
Txané, today's Terena, in that they should not dresidered Brazilian Indians as they
originate in the Chaco (Acdo Reintegracéo de Pé&sseesso n° 2005.60.00.010230-9).

The same theme of national origins was also broughtn the case of the Limdo Verde
Indians by the lawyers who represented the accymaniges:

Knwoing that the Terena Indians are not Braziliaeing originally from the Paraguayan
Chaco, and that they came into Brazil in th& t8ntury, where did they first establish
themselves...? Thus, the Terena Indians who segkotof the privately-owned lands of
the plaintiffs are not descended from Brazilianiamd but from Paraguayan Indians, a
fact which evidently removes them from the conditad primitive residents of Brazilian
regions, given that there is absolute certainty their ancestors are in the neighboring
country, Paraguay, in the region of the Paragu&aaco, where they should thus seek
lands, instead of in Brazil where they did not ovége. (Autos do Processo 98145-0).

In these legal battles, we encounter certain kofdgolitical-juridical discourses that affirm
that the Terena Indians “originate in Paraguay”“the other side” of the border and that their
occupation of the lands along the left bank of Baeaguay River (today Brazilian territory within
the Pantanal Region) cannot thus be understoodraditional” for precisely this reas@nThese
arguments suppose an entire analytical historyaandnstruction of political and legal categories
which underpin judicial actions.

As we can see from the above quotes, the judigatgss is established in two different
spheres: the struggle for land and the struggle légitimate representation regarding the
relationships between social groups and territoridse struggle for material interests is thus
transfixed by a specifically symbolical strugglgaeding the history of given groups, their origins,
their authenticity as ethnic groups. This seconaggfie seeks to dissolve the legitimacy of a subjec
(an indigenous society) which portrays itself aslearer of particular sort of history and oridin.
the same time, indigenous representations in the ff myth and ritual (as is the case with the
Terena) can invoke specific symbolic means in tleation of a counter discourse which takes in
this clash of classifications.

These are the two dimensions which | propose to exqlore.

From a theoretical point of view, we should indicahe symbolic forms that also express
relationships of power, both in material and idgatal terms. In this sense:

Struggles with regards to ethnic or regional idgntr in other words with regards to
properties (stigmas or emblems) linked to origlmeughplaces of origin and through
durable correlated signs, such as an accent, pagtiaular case in the struggle of
classifications, the struggles for a monopoly aeging and knowing, over giving
to know and making one recognize, imposing legitendivisions of the social

world and, through this, making and unmaking gro{igzsurdieu, 1989: 113).

In this way, the struggle for classifications camsaa search for the power to fix legitimate
identity and, by extension, the power to draw bogde social identity and the material basis for
this, thus creating a territory. As Bourdieu indess the etymology of the word “regionfe(io)
leads us to a principle of division based up thteohpower of theregere fines the act of drawing
borders and dividing within from without (Bourdiel©89: 114). Theegere finegproduces and is
the product of an act of power, or if we preferb® more direct, it adds symbolic force which
institutionalizes power relations in the plane otial representations, making these appear as if
they did not derive from power relations but fromture itself. This reifies a socially produced
situation, presenting it as givenpriori. The power to classify is the power to draw bosdghich
both found what is real and also a given representaf what is real. In this sense, the process of
defining social identities and the political prosed defining territories are not simply analogous:
they are ultimately derived from the same strudwfepower, given that:



Regionalism (or nationalism) is just one particutase of symbolic struggles in which
agents involve themselves, either in a dispersa@ str collectively and in an organized
state, and seek to conserve or transform the aaktof symbolic forces and their
correlated advantages, both economic and symbdBourdieu, 1989: 124)

In this fashion the “border” — understood as atpmali reality which is imposed upon the
relationships of people and nations with territgyier as a metaphor for the interpretation of the
processes of definition of social identities —he fruit of a similar type of process: one basednup
the power to create and legitimize classificatidnsgefine the limits between the interior and the
exterior.

We have thus arrived at the crucial element inldgal struggles to demarcate indigenous
lands. The “nationalist” discourse which createsopposition between “national owners” versus
“foreign Paraguayan Indians” is a form of this syibstruggle. The national borders appear as an
element used to disqualify the indigenous subjeithimv this struggle. However, this symbolic
disqualification through the evocation of the iddanationality in opposition to the idea of ethiyci
is more specifically linked to the problem of prdpetitles and the very foundations of the
legitimization of the notion of private property asright of occupation and workThe idea of
nationality thus serves to attest to the occupabibgiven territories as private property, but also
raises two further questions:

1) Where were the Indians before they crossed themaltborders?

2) How and why did the Indians come to be found intéwgtories they currently occupy?

The classification struggle involves not only thteuggle for legitimate representations of
“origins” and “social identity”: it also involvesie power to conserve or transform local sections of
a given agrarian structure. Both classificationsl #me symbolic-cognitive structure which has
given partial and contradictory support to the @eb and processes which allowed the agrarian
structure to define itself in a particular mann&ng the border are thus in play here. In other
words, the struggle over classifications does ¢ An economic conflict or material interestss it
itself a struggle for the power to legitimately iog@ representations; for the maintenance or
destruction of hegemonic or dominant representatiwhich themselves express forces and add
symbolic power and, vis this, add to the matenastence of the subjects which produce them and
are produced by them. Thus the search for an igesefined within the bounds of the nation-state
and which can be used as a criterion for legititmza for in this way the power to classify is take
from the groups themselves and is given over tdStiage. “Nationalism” is thus best seen here as a
strategy or a symbolic mechanism activated in or@eonserve a certain correlation of forces and a
given distribution of lands within an agrarian sture — a structure which cannot itself be
comprehended without first understanding the mepafrthe border within national society.

We should thus clearly characterize the situatiotihe border which we are dealing with here
in order to point out all the additional theoretiaad political questions that are associated with
A border may first and foremost be understood asréisult of a political act that delimits lines of
territorial division. But borders also have anoth&wciological, meaning that is employed as a
descriptive operator of social realities in whielritory occupies a central position. The border is
not just a line demarcating a territory and showtimg limits of a nation-state's sovereignty: it is
first and foremost an object of social dynamics aexdtions which constantly (re)define it.

We should thus point out that the political-jur@iconcept of the border/frontier expresses
only one possible dimension or use, to which wehinagd others such as “agricultural frontier”,
“forest extraction frontier” and etc. These differenotions of the frontier or border are not
exclusive and, in fact, are intertwined. Here, wdearstand border or frontier as a particular type o
social organization of space in which conflict ottee power to define said space prevails. Borders
may be defined as open or closed. The open frdobieter can be defined as a “non-structured
space / space which is being incorporated into agnfiented global space” in which “the
appropriation of land é undertaken on an ever-gngwicale and rhythm, but which is not, however,
total, uniform or irreversible” (Becker 1990:16-1Axide from this, it is possible to assume that in
the region of an open border “diversified forms afanization of production coexist” (idem,
ibidem).



The concept of the border is in this sense a thieatetool that can be used to delimit a
concrete region in which thinly populated terriegri(in relation to surrounding national societies)
whose local populations have different cultures &mahs of organization are being integrated
(Léna & Oliveira, 1991:9). In this wider sociologicsense, the border is where the policies and
processes of internal colonialism set ethnicalfffedéntiated groups on collision course3he
border is thus different from a “frontier of expams, which is an empirical object that involved se
types of activity, a concrete combination of pradwecforces an relations of production which are
introduced into a frontier area. (Idem, ibidem).

The socio-spatial characteristics discussed abevmipus to look at the border/frontier as a
region that is characterized by unstable relatlmgtsveen social groups and territories, by multiple
forms of appropriation, structuring and the utiliea of productive territories and resources,
Another important element of the border has to @b labor relations:

The alternative hypothesis is that the border gapized as mobile labor, that is with both
salaried laborers — both temporary and permanamid-small producers who sell their labor in
rural or urban activities. The formation of thi®odés market implies a process of migration and
mobility which is induced through domination (BeckE90: 19).

The frontier or border is thus a region in whiclpaticular type of social organization of
space is in vigor, in which internal colonialismtli® central operator and in which different forms
of use and appropriation of territory exist whicdonsequently, lead different representations of
territory and social identity. At the same time,ryiag forms and demands relative to the
exploration of labor are put into action along therder. The mobility of the labor force is an
important point to which we'll return later. On théher hand, the closing of the frontier/border
implies a structuring of spatial and social relasi@and the establishment of a dominant pattern of
relationships among social groups and their relsattories and spaces.

The idea of the border or frontier thus has adripleaning: political border as the boundary
between two territorial units, social or identitdérgrder between groups and an economic frontier as
a space being incorporated into the market and mmhirelations of production. In the case under
consideration here, the three meanings are deegggoven.

Mato Grosso do Sul can be understood as a closeléheegion, different from open border
regions when we look at it in the economic seng® FPantanal, the area in which the territorial
conflicts detailed above are taking place, is,f@ndther hand, a border region in the sense tiat it
divided between two different nation-states.

The conflicts mentioned above employ classificatdigcourses that constitute mechanisms
which define the identity boundaries between soara ethnic groups. In this sense, “border”
cannot be understood in the case at hand to meaplysa demarcating line or a legal-political
frontier. It must be understood in its full socigical sense as indicating different possibilitiés o
territorial and natural resource integration withioontext of social and symbolic struggles.

This means that the territories that are todayodthject of legal conflicts in Mato Grosso do
Sul have been integrated into greater nationalesystvia processes of internal colonialism. In
terms of State and indigenous actions, the demancaf indigenous lands and other forms of
territorialization such as land occupations anduésipns seek to question localized aspects of the
agrarian structure produced by the evolution offtbetier up until the moment of its closure.

This agrarian structure was also constituted utdjzdifferent representations of the Indian
and his place in the world, understood as an atgig space and as the Indian's rightful place. The
search to redefine the limits of indigenous landéth the consequent questioning of their
historically constituted boundaries, is an effand @ development of the process of the structuring
of space and of its integration within the politicader. Its ultimate effect is to also question
representations about the Indian and his “riglgfate”.

Defining Mato Gross do Sul as a closed frontieraegequires us to thus analyze the history
of the processes by which non-structured spacdiigregion was turned into structured space
integrated within the Brazilian nation-state and world system, as well as within other correlated
processes such as the development and expanstapitdlism in agriculture. This process involves
forms of organization of labor and production, iterralization and cultural change. These



processes of integration/structuring are the lacgatexts within which the current relationships of
social and indigenous groups with territories wiemened and the social bases (agrarian structure,
power relations) of the current social conflictsl atruggles over classification were created.

The frontier as a laboratory for policies of contrd

In the 19" century, the Terena Indians occupied Brazil's nmgortant border region — the
south of what is now Mato Grosso do Sul state -ufadjmg territories that ran up along the frontier
with Paraguay. These territories were the resftila @omplex process of colonization which
involved Spanish and Portuguese colonial agentshanterous indigenous societies. The processes
of colonial conquest and the formation of the nattate took center stage in the second half of the
19" century when, after the war with Paraguay, theziBem State took definitive control of the
border region and drew the national boundaries hwhie evident today. As part of this conquest,
Brazil appropriated the territories of several gefious groups, which were subsequently
fragmented and put under State management, elimjnéte potential threat posed by the Republic
of Paraguay. This specific border situation brougligenous peoples, their localization and social
organization to light as a “problem” to be confrhiand managed by the Brazilian state. As we can
see in the report below, written by the militarficdr responsible for Fort Miranda:

These marriages also serve as an obstacle to Isdilement as many are undertaken
with members of different and distant tribes. Thalijans] of Albuquerque and Miranda
marry amongst each other constantly and also withQadiuéos and even other bands
neighbors of the Spanish, from which also come imeth women here to join in like
alliances, which are ordinarily of short duratiand as the men always move to the
women's residences, practicing the same sort of thith their so-called captives, who
follow their lords with a similar motive and alsorfaffection, the result of this vague
practice is an inconstant circle of change whenmetn one ever establishes a set
residence....

As this chapter regarding the stability of thesgidns is perhaps the most fundamental
for to have some future hope of settling them ilages wherein they can be useful in
mining and agriculture and to the Portuguese pdionldin general], | must relate some
constant and recent facts at great extent (RicBrdive de Almeida Serra, “Continuacao
do Parecer sobre os indios Uaicurus e Guanas”)1803

External threats and territorial disputes with otBéates over the lands of Mato Grosso do
Sul, when combined with the social characterisbésthe frontier (low demographic density,
unstable settlement which could be either cyclarabccasional), made the social organization of
Native societies a “problem” for the State. Moredfically, the Guaicuru and Guana Indians had
certain socio-cultural traits which became the ob different State policies. In general, we can
speak of three major problems associated with armbgs societies from the point of view of the
Brazilian state:

1) Spatial mobility, given that Native social orgartiaa involved movements over large
swathes of lands and marriages between distantpgronhich could even cross international
borders;

2) Mixture and segmentation, given that the indigenguslitical systems were
characterized by the presence of numerous politeatiers and that the practices of marital
exchange and the capture and incorporation of eseemeant that any given indigenous societies
could, in fact, contain a great amount of ethnixtare (this was especially true among the
Guaicuru and Guana);

3) Ethno-cultural alterity and the fact that indigeaa@ocieties, in general, refused to be
passively incorporated into colonial societies asaamual labor force.

State policies between 1790 and 1850 were thusactaized by attempts to settle the Indians
in villages, with an eye to achieving several gaalsne fell swoop:

1) the breaking of the alliance between the Guaicurd the Guana, thus militarily
weakening the first group by ending the intermigtbetween these Indians;



2) Creating a defensive line for Brazilian territorgaanst the Spanish and, later, the
Paraguayans, with official Indian villages servagjthe social support network for the region'ssfort
and garrisons;

3) Determining more precisely the boundaries of ind@es groups, separating them from
their old social relations and creating the basiglie fusion of the Indians into the greater nass
the Brazilian population.

Thus, long before the State began to encourageureixdnd mobility along the border, it
sought to eradicate certain forms of mixture andbifitg. These policies led to the creation of fixed
nuclei of Indian settlement in those regions whigtre considered to be geopolitically strategic.
Albuquerque (today’s Corumbda) and Miranda wererntfan settlement areas. The Terena Indians
and other Guana subgroups were encouraged by dke tStoccupy these regions towards the end
of the 18" century. This border region, called thantanaesy the Portuguese, overlapped a set of
territories known as th€hacoby the Spanish. The Terenas called the same ré&giove!.

The belief in the Terena Indians’ Paraguayan osigitus stems from the presupposition that
the emigrated from “Paraguayan lands” into “Braxiliterritory” only after the I8 century had
begun. However, at that time, the territory undmmsideration wasn't yet identified as “Brazilian”.
To the contrary: it was an object of some dispugeveen the Portuguese and the Spanish. The
settling of allied Indians in certain areas whick today among the region’s major cities was the
fruit of State policy which sought to use precisilig sort of settlement to fix and define the lsord
Indigenous occupation of the region in fact stretchack to the f6century. The Terena presence
coalesced around commercial relations in the Kadiistrict, near Santiago de Xerez, where today
one finds the city of Aquidanarialhe region was conquered by the Guaicuru and Gdaridg the
same period.The supposed “shifting or migration of the Terem&razilian territory” was only one
population migration among many others which oaliin the territory occupied by the Guaicuru
and Guana. As documents of the Brazilian Army shibwyas a migration within territories
occupied by Indians and the Spanish.

The territories of southern Mato Grosso do Sul wanly defined as Brazilian following the
war with Paraguay (1865-1870). This only occurred large measure due to the efficient
mobilization of the indigenous societies of theioagoy the nation-state. The lands are today under
the Brazilian flag and are represented in legaludments as having been Brazilian from time
immemorial. However, they were only taken underird@fe Brazilian control 140 years ago.
Before 1870, three different groups — the Portugu&panish and Indians — claimed them. Some
documents can show us the complexity of this natipation process and how the border which
separated Brazil from Paraguay and which impossaifitipon indigenous lands was successively
shifted until it came to occupy its current positidhe whole region which is today marked by
conflicts resulting from the struggle to demarcatdigenous lands was also occupied by the
Spaniards between the"1@nd the 17 centuries and was a matter of constant disputedast
them and the Indians.

Another policy would materialize in the “Regulamergcerca das Missbes de Catechese e
Civilizagcdo dos indios — decreto n° 426 de 24/0ZBI8Regulations regarding the missions to
catechize and Civilize the Indians). This legaltimsient sought to create a form of political
intervention and the organization of the “work a¥ilization” among the Indians — what U.S.
Americans of the same time period would perhapk“tted administration of Indian affairs”. The
backdrop for this project was formed by the specifonditions of the frontier in Mato Grosso,
which forced state agencies and even certain cd@aind military personnel to enacpolicy of
Indian administration based upon concessions tovdahterests

Article #1 of the Regulations contains 33 paragsapihich define the attributions of the
Indian Directorate. The first of these paragrap$tatdished the task of examining the state of the
settled villages. The second paragraph defines wsdurces are to be offered up to Native
agriculture and the third paragraph establishesptiwer to “remove” Indians from their lands,
recommending “peaceable” means for this task. Paphg#10 establishes the power to redistribute
the “objects” which are given to the Indians. Paapy #11 talks of the “demarcation” of the lands



set aside for the Natives. Paragraph #12 establi$lgelands to be used for “plantation” within the
villages and those which could be leased out. Paphg#16 indicates that the merchants who will
have access to the villages may either be “fixad*hwobile”. Paragraph #19 establishes the “legal
and peaceable methods shall be employed to altidiens to the villages and to promote marriages
between them and people of other races”. THe@8agraph declares that work contracts are to be
strictly overseen so that forced labor does noundearagraph #30 speaks about the need for strict
control over the villages’ production and leasemaly, Paragraph #32 institutes the Village
Director as a “commissioner” for the Indians in tfexe of the justice system and all other
authorities.

The Village Director would thus distribute “objett® the Indians and administrate their
plantations and other agricultural work. He wouldoacommand the military force that was
stationed in the village. Paragraph 13 of the Ragui’'s second article called for the military
enlistment of the Indians. Article 6 deals withigedus missionaries and sets them to administrate
the labor of “wandering Indians”.

The Regulations of 1845 thus contain some elemg&hish would be taken up again by the
Brazilian state’s tutelary regime for native peaspie the 20th century. The structures of power are
quite similar in both cases, but there are someormpt differences. In the first place, the
Regulations encourage the Indians to mix with “othraces”, a policy of state-directed
miscegenation. This differs from the indigenousagiés of the 20 century, where a policy of racial
segregation was the norm. The 1845 Regulations iatsoduce an emphasis on “demarcating
Indian lands”, agriculture, the “administration wmfdigenous labor” and the production of the
villages. It also establishes the Village Direcas a “Commissioner for Indian affairs”. In this
sense, the Regulations thus prefigured the tutetsgiyne of the 2B century.

The first attempts to create state-run Indian gék according to the Regulations occurred
between 1851 and 1860. They were to be built irdtbicts of Albouquerque and Miranda:

I have extracted the following information fromegport presented to me by the Director
General last April 28

The primary reason which must be indicated for wWie/people do not take advantage of
catechism is the insufficiency of the sums seteafnd the expenses which this entails...
[These] hardly meet the needs of the villages omBBonselho and Miranda and we
cannot, at the present, establish new villageshieitribes which would like to enter into
relations with us, nor even distribute a few priaesong all the Indians who have come
into this capital.

Having exhausted the initial allocation of fundss Wwave been forced to suspend the
building of the chapels and brickworks in the tviteges mentioned, as well as dismiss
the music, brick making and tailoring masters wheravemployed. Their absence has
been keenly felt, especially in the village of B&@vonselho where, it should be noted,
some intellectual development of the Kinikinao bt has taken place...

These Indians, of excellent temperament, have dlrgaven many services to society as
maids on the farms and ranches and as paddletsedootits which connect the ports of
the Lower Paraguay to the capital. The villagedasspectable musical orchestra and the
Indian children, aside from being well along inrtldag their letters, are learning the
trades of the tailor, blacksmith and brick makeiravida village, which was ordered
founded by the provincial government in April 1860der the direction of the tireless
missionary, Father Mariano de Bagnaia, who has ngimauch tireless service to
catechism, now finds itself in an embryonic state tb the motives described above. A
large number of Indians have been attracted toviltege by the same missionary and,
around the village there lies dispersed anothegelgropulation of Indians who will
probably come to incorporate themselves in thegdl The prosperity of the village is of
interest to all who live in the municipality becaube Terena and Laiana which inhabit it
not only work in the same jobs as those who hatiedein Bom Conselho, but also
supply the village with the fruits and vegetabldsioh they cultivate (Relat6rio 1862:
117-118).



The villages of Bom Conselho (Quiniquinau) and Mda (Terena and LAiana) were thus the
first villages of the Mato Grosso Province, withilfage” understood here as a territorial and
administrative unit created by the State to loeaknd settle Indians. The document quote above
clearly sets apart those Indians who are in tHagek from those who “lie dispersed” around the
villages and who are, in fact, the local Indian caumnities which have escaped State management.
The project of catechizing and civilizing the Int$was thus well developed during the period
immediately prior to the Paraguayan War. Miranth@, province’s second village, was created in
1860.

It is interesting to note that the bureau of puldicds was created in 1858 (decree #2092 of
30/01/1858) in obedience to the 1850 Land Law, tviiegan operation the following year. This
means that the process of measuring lands andirdgfimoperties (of establishing land control, in
other words) was being established during thisogear, at the very least, projected. In the same
year, the Provincial President affirmed that “Muddis been done to make of Miranda a regular
village and | order the Commander of Arms to sest this was done. He encountered some
difficulties, however, the principal of which wdsetlack of a permanent priest who could attract the
Indians to the village in a benevolent and insisteanner” (Relatério da Provincia de Mato Grosso
1859:36). In other words, the spread of the viltageas parallel to the expansion of controlling
mechanisms over the land. The village of Mirandelfiy began to be constructed the following
year.

Between 1800 and 1860, the social and demogragmpasition of the province began to
change in significant ways which would deeply dfftae social dynamics and subsequent history of
the region. We can see these changes in the foltptable:

Table 1 — Population of Mato Grosso Province, 1862

Condition Number

Free 30,846

Slave 7,052

Indigenous 10 to 15 thousand
Total 52,538

When compared to the data from 1850, one findsttigprovincial population grew by 20%,
but that the number of slaves diminished by 30%ewttie number of freemen increased by 50%.
The data referring to the province’s indigenousypaiion is presented separately and is not divided
by county, but shows a certain stability given tmatl849, the number of Indians living in the
province was estimated to be between 15 and 20s#mol At the same time, the Provincial
President notes that:

What we can confirm, seeing as how it’s visible aad contestable, is that the Capital, Villa
Maria, Villa de Sant'anna do Paranahyba and thdessint of Albuquerque (today more
commonly known by the name of Corumba) are thegsan the province which have most
grown in population and commerce in recent timesReldtorio da Provincia de Mato Grosso
1862:36).

In the Paraguay Valley resides almost the entioétthe civilized population of this Province.
More than 4/5ths of the occupation around the @af# situated in] a space of, at most, 1,600
square leagues along the upper part of the Vdlieygered on the west by the Paraguay River
and on the east by the S&o0 Lourenco and cut byCthyba; at least 1/£0of the above-
mentioned population inhabits the counties of Alirergue and Miranda, [along] the creeks and
the great river, as well as its tributary, the Mita (Relatério da Provincia de Mato Grosso
1862:65-66).



What we'd like to call attention to here is thetf#ltat during this period, the villages were
expanding. Indian Directors were established toiamtnate and control said villages and, at the
same time, the provincial population was growingiire, especially in the region of the Pant&hal
where the Guana and Terena were then located.

In this manner the frontier, understood as a regibronflict over the appropriation and
definition of spaces and territories, also becameaeea for experimenting with policies of
domination. Policies of alliance and collaboratmith indigenous societies were tested by the
State’s several apparatuses and, in particulamhdyrmy as integral parts of a strategy of nationa
defense. During this period, there was little coanabout the internal definitions of territoriaiits
as the Brazilian State’s main problem was confligth other nation-states. The geopolitical
problem of territorial maintenance was more urgbah the question of the economic exploitation
of these same territories. The State toleratedhicedultural practices precisely because it needed
the Indians as military allies. At the same tinte éxistence of the border — which had not yet been
configured in accordance to the systematic activitthe fronts of expansion — allowed the Indians
to occupy a wide swathe of territory at differeotrgs in southern Mato Grosso. In this sense, then,
there was formed a space of relative toleranceefonocultural diversity and a certain level of
concession to Native interests.

The defense of this territory by the State obligfeel Brazilian government to use the Native
populations as an auxiliary force. At the same tiasethe region became more populated and the
fronts of expansion became better establishednttiality of the Guaicuru and Guana Indians and
the deep “intermixture” which existed between betitieties became the object of policies for
controlling and disciplining the Native populatiori¢ative mixture and mobility along the border
was increasingly only acceptable in the eyes ofState if it were subordinated to the demands of
the market and assimilation with the non-indigenpapulation. The State could no longer accept
interethnic mixture between Native groups, nor rthemitonomous shifting from one place to
another. Certain State agents learned that indigenoltural identities were so strong that it would
be very difficult to someday absorb them within tpeneral populatiof. Mixture between the
different indigenous groups and the spatial mabihtat resulted from their different forms of sdcia
organization and relations of production becamedxarto colonialism.

In this way, the idea that these indigenous graagnated in one place and time, located
within the Chaco and outside of Brazil’s nationalders — an idea so very present in today’s legal
disputations — is in frank contrast to the histridynamics of Native circulation and territorial
occupation. These dynamics took in many differetitorial points (in what is today both
Paraguayan and Brazilian land) at different hisedrimoments and involved the exchange of the
territories themselves between different politiaatl territorial units (especially within the region
now known as the Pantanal), which resulted in theing possessed by different nations (including
indigenous nations) at different points in time.

The territories and frontiers were distinct and tMsatoday Brazilian territory was either in
dispute or under the jurisdiction of Paraguay oe am another Indian nation. What is today
understood to be the Pantanal was part of the Clidmborder, even though it was the object of
experimental policies of control, did not see ttositrol consolidate itself over native groups until
after the Paraguayan War. However, the villages Were created as part of the policies of
settlement, separation and centralization settgeesn many ways for the post-war period, as they
pointed towards a new way of incorporating spacektarritories into national society. In this new
formulation, land (understood as a factor of prdidund would be turned into a highly disputed
commodity. These policies prepared the way for thgansion fronts and the definitive
incorporation of land into Brazil’'s agrarian struct.

Economic expansion fronts, the closing of the fromgr and regions of exception

The border of southern Mato Grosso, understoodpasitical border between two states, was
only finally settled in 1870 at the close of therd®mayan War. The border’s instability and its



mobility (given that its demarcating lines were actepted nor recognized as definitive) created a
situation in which the spatial mobility of ethnicogips and their ethno-cultural alterity were seen a
problematic by the State. It was only after theitenal limits of the national borders had been
fixed that the systematic progress of fronts ofnetoic expansion began to create the conditions
for the immobilization of the various ethnic grougdeng the border and their transformation into a
mobile workforce, originally subordinated to thatst

The work of these various expansion fronts — andtnparticularly and agricultural and
ranching front — made possible the structuringpafce along the border and the incorporation of the
lands of southern Mato Grosso do Sul into the nati®his incorporation simultaneously
conditioned the structural form of the region’siagiture and the place of indigenous lands within
this. The main question is knowing when the systemaction of the various expansion fronts
definitively began and when the frontier finallyosed. According to Octavio Velho, one of the
principal indicators of the activity of expansiororits is accelerated demographic growth. Even
though this may not be a definitive element of fhants, it generally tends to indicate their
operation (Velho 1972: 12).

The data presented in Table 2, below, shows theogeaphic evolution of the province and
(later) state of Mato Grosso:

Table 2 — Population of Mato Grosso, 1872-1930
1872 1890 1900 1920 1930
60,417 92,827 118,025 246,612 349,857

In the 20 years following the Paraguayan War, dtal tpopulation of Mato Grosso grew by
130%, in comparison with 1850. These numbers do také in the province’s indigenous
population. Within this process of demographic gigvene finds the results of the nation’s policy
of encouraging European immigration: from 1872 #®09Qd, 5,896 Europeans came into the
province; from 1890 to 1900, 3,445; from 1900 t®Q0915,864; and from 1920 to 1940, 47,002.
These demographic dynamics accompanied increasgotestconomic dynamization. It meant the
removal of the province’s manpower problem, whied tbeen cited as the cause of its relative
“backwardness” throughout the W@entury*® “In this way, the end of the war with Paraguay
marked the beginning of a phase in which the ecgnainMato Grosso was opened up to the world
via commerce and navigation along the ParaguayrRi/Borges 2001:31).

It is also important to remember that a large nunadbemilitary personnel were stationed in
Mato Grosso in this period (especially officersgtarans of the Paraguayan War. These men
became farmers and businessmen in the region, laasygart of its nascent rural bourgeoiiave
thus have the consolidation of a clear socio-caltoonflict or shock between colonists —foreign or
national immigrants coming in from other areas o&& — and the autochthonous indigenous
peoples of the region. A new phase of colonizatias at hand and we can now properly talk of a
specific kind of internal colonialism, where newlarasts began to occupy the territories of the
province of Mato Grosso during the post-war persbabtching from 1870 to 1900. This is the
beginning of the formation of a capitalist markdtieh would develop under monopoly capitalist
conditions, subsidized by the State. Thus, therfeony/” gained a strength and autonomy which it
did not have in the immediately preceding period.

In general, we can say that two great expansiont§roonsolidated themselves during this
period. The first was the forest extraction frontlghe second was the agricultural and ranching
front. The forest extraction front saw a boom dgrthe last decades of the™@entury while
ranching and agricultural activities developed al@ver — but constant — pace throughout the
period. Between 1898 and 1914, production of “enade” tea and rubber were responsible for over
80% of the value of the province’s exports, a posiivhich they held even after 1911, when the
most dynamic element of the economy became agiralltand ranching activities (Borges,
2001:44-48).



Mate tea production began in 1882, when Tomas |@irargained the rights to exploiting the
stretch of land between Julio and Iguatemi (ingbethernmost part of Mato Grosso). This activity
would later be consolidated with the formationtwé taranjeira Mate Company, which would come
to exercise a monopoly over the sector. Laranjgiade became a fundamental component of the
power structure within Mato GrossdRubber, however, would also be an important expbthe
province. This was extracted in the regions aldreggRaraguay, Jurena, Arinos and Paranatinga and
Alto Tapajés Rivers. After the crisis of 1910, Bf@n rubber production came screeching to a
virtual halt. However, within Mato Grosso, foresttraction activities dominated the economy of
the first decades of the 2@entury.

The greater part of this activity was concentratetihe extreme southern part of the province.
Erva-mate and rubber were planted precisely withisiregion and the development of the ranching
and farming economy became fundamental, withintitgsorical framework, for the construction of
a new form of power distribution that would complgtalter the lives of the Terena Indians.

Ranching and farming were already being practisearaimportant economic activity in the
region since 185¢° During the post-war period, its importance as @mnemic sector would grow:
“...during the 1878-1879 economic year, it begandm gignificant importance, mostly when we
observe that the exportation of cattle, dried mieatn and horse manes brought in moneys... which
would correspond to over half of the value of thevince’s exports” (Borges, 2001: 76).

In 1915, Mato Grosso had th& targest bovine herd in Brazil, with 2,690,454 heéadattle.
The principal municipalities concentrating this uistty were:
Campo Grande
Ponta Pora
Bela Vista
Corumba
Coxim
Aquidauana
Trés Lagoas
. Miranda

In other words, the Pantanal was at that pointdlyea region which concentrated agriculture
and ranching, a tendency which began shortly dfterParaguayan War. Though ranching and
agriculture was the third most important activitythe state during the initial years of the First
Republic, became a constant source of economiwitgcand, after the 1920s, took off as the
principal economic activity of Mato Grosso. Largempanies began to operate within this area, the
most important of which was The Miranda Estancian@any, which controlled 219,056 hectares in
Miranda (Borges, 2001: 79).

N~ WNE

Table 3 — Rural properties and establishments in M@ Grosso, 1895

Municipalities | # of Establishments| Area Occupied (ha.)| Activities

24 86,400 Ranching
Diamantino 30 117,97 Farming

77 84,650 Forest extractiorn
S. Luiz de 254 952,272 Ranching
Carcares 136 154,088 Farming _

4 1,800 Forest extraction
Corumba 91 1,318.181 Ranching
Miranda 187 2,631,237 Ranching
Nioac 521 5,009,960 Ranching

In Table 3, we clearly see that “ranching” (a tersed at the time to denote both ranching and
its derivative products such as leather, dried ragdthorn) is the only activity that appears inodll
the municipalities for which we have data. Mirarelands out here as having the second largest
concentration of land engaged in this activity. TMikage of Miranda was precisely where the



Terena were located, always keeping in mind thatténritory of the municipality of Aquidauana
was part of the Village of Miranda in the™@entury.

We can thus clearly see how national society’s egioa fronts operate in the post-war period
following 1870. The development of a farming andca@ng front in the Pantanal region
exponentially increased the demand for lands it Hraa and the process of delimiting and
demarcating these lands was delayed. Even towhsdend of the 19 century, there were few
establishments with clear land title, with the vastjority operating as squatters.

60 years would pass from the beginning of the syate operation of the expansion fronts
and the “closing of the frontier” in the Pantanagion. During this period, the region’s land was
incorporated into the national agrarian structunden a new form of regulation of access to and
possession of property in land. The old instabibty characteristic of the period before the
Paraguayan War was substituted by a rigid normattems of access to and permanence upon the
land, with the market mechanism of sale and puebasoming predominant. Some ten years after
the process of regularization of land possessigamethe process of the demarcation of Terena
land and the establishment of reservations waisiieét. During the 20 century, State intervention
in this process via the SPI (Indian Protection Bely particularly within the southern region of
Mato Grosso, established processes of territoattim and directed social change that fixed the
Terena on “reservations”. Table 4, below, synthessithis process of reservation construction,
engaged in by the SPI:

Table 4 — Terena reservation formation in the 26 century

Indian reservations Area in hectares Date of formation
Cachoeirinha 2,260 1904
Bananal-Ipegue 6,337 1904

Lalima 3,600 1905

Francisco Horta 3,600 1917

Capitdo Vitorino 2,800 1922
Moreira-Passarinho 171 1925

Buriti 2,000 1928

Liméo Verde 2,500 (?)

Many of these demarcations were the result of tdstate, or municipal decrees, and they
led to questions on both the Indians and landowparts. The demarcation thus did not effectively
occur in many cases and was often not acceptdtbsgetcases in which it did. From the moment in
which the ranching and agricultural expansion fsobegin to operate, a restructuring of space
occurs which eventually results in the closing leé frontier. In this restructuring, the Terena are
settled on certain parcels of land and are transfdrinto a mobile labor force under the direction
of the State. The old pattern of indigenous maob#ihd ethnic intermixture gave way before the
establishment of the reservations, with each etlyn@up settled on a small plot of ground.
According to SPI policy, this was an adequate mmasmhich would lead to the Indians’
assimilation and incorporation into national sogiet

Joédo Pacheco de Oliveira Filho has hypothesizadtdaect relationship existed between the
effectiveness of the demarcation processes of inidiads and the activities of the Pioneer frdfits.
He points out that indigenous lands were first deatad in precisely those areas where the
expansion fronts were active. We can also add i® higpothesis, in the case of southern Mato
Grosso. Here, the effectiveness of demarcation chbamd-in-hand with the rhythm of the closing
of the frontier and the need to regionally defimeperty relations and structuring of social-spatial
organization. In the south of Mato Grosso, theamgmon fronts affected the closing of the frontier
and the demarcation of Indian lands was part akatgr structuring of space that consolidated and
institutionalized a given configuration of spat@tcupation produced by the shock of internal
colonialism. In other words, these demarcationsresged the correlation of indigenous and
colonial forces during the late %nd early 28 century. The closing of the frontier necessarily
implied the demarcation of all lands, not just gehous territories, but all lands in the state.



Reservation demarcation was thus part of a lagjehal move towards the consolidation of the
agrarian structure of the border region.

Another important point is that before the closaféhe frontier, a certain tolerance existed
with regards to indigenous lands. Indians were gnuaed the use of the land, but were never given
formal title to it (something which occurred witbgards to most lands in the border region in
general, even those used by non-Indians). Althdagfslation already existed in the"1@entury
which supposedly assured Indians possession détiis they occupied, these guarantees stood in
frank contrast to the social configuration of thentier, which insured that conflicts of interest
would be resolved by material and symbolic foraes tb the instability of territorial definitions dn
the characteristic conflicts of internal colonialisIn short, land tenure was resolved by the
manipulation of the juridical structure and by Hystematic use of violence. The border region was
necessarily a place where exceptions were theimutke sense that internal colonialism and the
land conflicts generated by all colonial situati@asild never co-exist within a strict interpretatio
of the law, given that the law itself was not astinment for the mediation of interests but a viehic
which expressed the contradiction of interestsyeltas an artifact of hegemonic power.

The view that Indians have spontaneously occupigy those territories in which they are
currently found is thus in frank contrast with tth&ta that shows that the process of the closure of
the frontier was what defined the settlement ofidnd and gave birth to the idea that they “only
occupied the villages”. In reality, the historickta shows the opposite: aside from the state-run
villages, there were several other nuclei of deedimed indigenous occupation throughout the
territory, as well as official villages which areday extinct. In today's on-going struggle over
judicial processes, however, a model of indigersmety is projected on the past (on the moment
when the frontier was still open in the™8entury), stipulating as eternal a form of sociat
territorial organization that only came into beiafger the closure of the frontier in the early"20
century. This model holds that each ethnic groupupied a separate and tiny parcel of land which
was clearly delimited and that these are propealghegroup’s “indigenous lands”. This image,
however, only grasps as “true and eternal” theitteral effects of State indigenous policy,
produced at the moment in which the frontier wasetl.

The closing of the frontier produced the regiorgsagian structure and the Indian’s modern
place within it. This place was established throtlghconjuncture of two factors: the actions of the
Indian Protection Service (the SPI) and the spesificial conditions of the frontier. Action on the
part of the SPI aided the consolidation of the agnastructure and, at the same time, introduced a
kind of policy which acted directly upon Indian mdgy. In this fashion, the judicial conflicts
around the demarcation of indigenous lands areimptinore nor less than an indirect consequence
of the manners in which lands were incorporated thé agrarian structure and the types of policies
the State directed towards indigenous societieshin early 28 century. The Terena Indians
demands for land are, in turn, a means of quesipmine ways in which these spaces were
incorporated and distributed within the regionataagn structure during the initial period of the
activities of the expansion fronts.

In a certain sense, then, at the moment in whiehptiocess of land regularization begins, at
the beginning of the closing of the frontier, whtmese lands are put onto the market, indigenous
lands are situated at an inferior level within thesrarchy of spaces within the region.
Regularization of Indian lands not only took pladeer other landowners were given title to their
properties (Terena lands only begin to be demadcate 1906 and, later, after 1920), the
demarcation of these lands was seen as a speafficop a greater policy directed towards the
forced assimilation of the Indians into nationakisty and their transformation into salaried
workers. The consolidation of the closure of thenfier with the structuring and incorporation of
spaces within a global system thus combines questielating to the administration of both
identities and territories.

The Pantanal region, as a border region, was tgettaf Indian affairs policies that sought to
nationalize and assimilate Native societies throptgms of directed cultural change which also
sought to insure greater vigilance along the bordiethis fashion, the localization of Native ethn



groups in a region crossed by an international drordodified the situation of the Indians of
southern Mato Grosso and, in particular, the Tereaasforming them into targets for policies that
were simultaneously directed at territories, idéxdi and populations. The problem of indigenous
identities thus emerges alongside the questiovdto assimilate these identities within the greate
Brazilian national identity. The problem of defigithe limits of Indian territory is thus replaceg b
the problem of defining the limits of Indian idewti

Borders and Identities

The consolidation of Brazilian national bordar&l the delimitation of internal frontiers into
public lands, Indian lands and private propertighiw an agrarian structure was a process that was
also accompanied by the creation of legitimate asggntations regarding each of these spaces
within Brazilian society and its social imaginatidrhe delimitation of Indian lands also implied the
attribution of a symbolic place for Indians. Thegre to occupy the lands set aside for them by the
State because these were supposedly the landshdteyccupied from time immemorial. Such
spaces were also the place where Indians haddiggs, given that they were to occupy them only
until they had become appropriately assimilated inational society by the SPI. As Lima and
Oliveira Filho have both noted, the reservationgricaltural centers and other like artifacts
expressed in administrative terms the transitorydden that was supposedly “Indianess” (Lima,
1995; Oliveira Filho, 1999). A cyclical argumentsmhus set udndians exist in determined spaces
because they've always existed in these spacesigetiaat is where they should exist.

The SPI's policies were, above all else, policieargd towards the nationalization of the
Indians. The policies for the Terena villages aeskervations in southern Mato Grosso sought to
consolidate these spaces as a channel for theilgim of the Terena and their transfiguration
from an ethnically distinct people into an integpart of a homogenous national identity. The
border was thus also a zone in which the boundafie®cial identities were to be the objects of
conflict and the targets of disciplinary polici@ese policies were in place throughout the SPI's
existence and were in evidence even after thatcggeecame FUNAI (the National Foundation of
the Indian). They were based upon and expressechdtien that the Terena were acculturated
Indians well along the road to complete assimifatibhis view of the Terena, established by the
Indian affairs bureaucracy, then went on influeatteer social actors and institutions:

Nationalization discourse continues to revolve atbthe notion of indigenous groups situated at

various points along the scale of human evolutgiven that Decree #5484, of 27/07/1928, which

categorizes the relative degree of “contact” [befvindians and non-Indians] and which is still the
touchstone of indigenist activity, has continuegliace... For example, of the two kinds of SPI posts
which were discussed at the time, “Attraction, VAgte and Pacification Posts” were to deal with
those peoples who were “peaceful unarmed and ingbeial infancy, in order to awaken in them the
desire to achieve the level of progress that wealues have reached”... The second kind of post, the

Assistance, Nationalization and Education Post, sesup by the regulations to serve one or more

already pacified and settled tribes, capable dafigpeidapted to ranching or farming activities, adi we

as other normal occupations (Lima, 1992: 166).

Nationalization was thus conceived as a pedagagicegs involvingeducation and workr,
better yet, (technical) education for workln the 1940s, the SPI's organizational chart was
restructured in order to better deal with these twbes, with the agency being encouraged to once
again promote the concept of thnelian as the guardian of Brazil's borderand Indigenous Posts
and Inspectorates were organized along these ddim&a® This structure would only begin to be
changed in the 19685 In Table 5, we can see how Indigenous Posts distebuted around the
south of Mato Grosso:

Table 5 — Indigenous posts in IR-5 (southern Mato @sso and Sao Paulo).
PIN PIA
PIF PIC Literacy and Treatment

Nationalization, Education .
Border Posts and Assistance Posts Ranching Posts Posts




Posto Curt Nimuendaju Nabileque (Ponta

Vanuire (Tupd/SP) Ipegue (Aquidauana/MT

(Ivai/SP) Pora/MT)
Francisco Horta Posto Icatl (Penapolis/SP) Capitéo Vitorino
(Dourados/MT) (Nioaque/MT)
José Bonifacio (Ponta Posto Taunay . .
Pora/MT) (Agquidauana/MT) Lalima (Miranda/MT)
Benjamin Constant . . Sao Jodo do Aquidavéao
(UniZo/MT) Buriti (Aquidauana/MT) (Miranda MT)

Presidente Alves de Barros | Cachoeirinha Miranda/MT)
(Miranda/MT

The data presented above allows us to see th#&igke allocated to Indian affairs in southern
Mato Grosso were different to those allocated ® itidigenous bureaucracy in the north of the
State. In IR-6 (in the north of Mato Grosso), sixtlee eleven indigenous posts were “attraction
posts” (none of these existed in the south) wiieremaining five were nationalization posts, most
of these serving the Terena. This means that, i;mgdériod, the tutelary and political regime of
Brazilian Indian affairs was being used to promuaécies ofnationalization: the construction and
imposition of a Brazilian national identity uponetimative peoplesThis resulted in an impulse to
preserve and guarantee a “slow process of acctitintawhile simultaneously accelerating the
process of incorporating the Indian into the natsnrural laborers. As anthropologist Altenfelder
Silva pointed out in the case of the SPI's acesitamong the Terena of the Ban&hal

By the initiative of the Indian Protection Serviche “feast of the priests”, the Oheokoti, was re-

established and is now celebrated on th8 @B June, Indian Day, together with other Brasilio-

Indigenous civic ceremonies. These include thangisf the Brazilian Pavilion to the sound of the

National Anthem, played by the Indians, and théization of Terena dances, which have now been

revived (Altenfelder Silva, 1949: 359).

But the policies of assimilation that were appliedhe Indians of the border region had very
diverse effects at the local level. In the cas@esEna society, nationalistic political elementgeve
incorporated into the group’s ritual and mythicuerse. The experiences of the Indians along the
border and the political questions produced bydhegeriences were transcribed into indigenous
narratives in such a way that certain historicarts gained mythical contours in the indigenous
interpretation of indigenous history and the higtof colonization.

The fundamental element is that the Terena toda&gegmt (in ritual and mythic form)
narratives that do not oppose native identity amdional identity, but rather juxtapose or
superimpose the two. Terena narratives, for exanmalet to the indigenous character Kaly Syny,
who appears in the narratives of the Indians ofhGekinha and Lim&o Verde (even being
mentioned in pamphlets produced by the Indiansa ahief and &oixomuneti(shaman) who
supposedly brought the Terena up the Paraguay Rinemwas a principal native figure during the
War. Kaly Syny is said to have actively organizbd Terena during the War with Paraguay and to
have come to the aid of the Brazilian troops, mgghem with his shaman’s powers to defeat the
Paraguayans in several battles.

One ritual which expresses this narrative is tlokikoti-kipahe (dance of the ema bird, or —
as it's more commonly known — the “stick beatingn@&l’). This dances is ritually practiced on all
important occasions by the Terena, including Inday and the Saints Festivals undertaken in
almost all indigenous communities. Indian Day istipalarly emblematic, given that it operates a
certain ritualistic duality, enacting nationalistituals (as Altenfelder Silva pointed out) suchtlaes
raising of the flag and the singing of the natioaathem, and also indigenous rituals such as the
stick-beating dance. The questions that are rdgdtie interwoven rituals are extremely complex,
given that they demonstrate an appropriation abnat symbols (such as the Brazilian flag) within
indigenous ritual. The flag is held by the Teremaewen physically connected to their clothes of
bacuri palm fiber and ema feathers in such a way ithbecomes literally impossible to separate
Terena and national identity.



There are also other interpretations regardingntieaning and origin of the stick-beating
dance. In general, the Terena agree that the deaseevealed to a shaman in his dreams and that
this shaman then taught it to the other Indianswéier, two distinct versions of this myth are
narrated, although both are linked to the War dral droup’s socio-historical experience. One
version of the story indicates that the dance pgstra war between two indigenous nations in the
Chaco orExiwa,and that it is undertaken to memorialize the déadther version affirms that the
dance was revealed to the shaman after the Pa@myidgr to remember the Indians that took part
in it in order to defend their lands and to rementhe Indian blood that was shed in this cause. The
dance is a ritual undertaken to remember struggtesthe Indians which fought and died in them.
The identity of the Terena Indians, expressedimritual form, links both ethnicity and nationglit
Different from what the SPI and FUNAI's nationalimen policies sought to create with regards to
cultural homogenization and assimilation, natioeginbols were reworked according to local
Indian interpretations in the dance, inverting tlogical opposition between ethnicity and
nationality and creating a plural identity. At th@me time, the narratives that are linked to thualri
express an indigenous point of view regarding thestorical experience along the border,
emphasizing the element of conflict and war whiblaracterized this experience and creating a
counter-discourse that emphasizes the Terena’srtamp®e to national history due to the role the
group played in the Paraguayan War. This counteatige, in turn, legitimizes the Terena’s land
claims, given that the group can point to theiredsk of Brazilian territory as proof of their
“Brazilianess”.

In this way, the hypothesis that ethnic identitynecessarily exclusive of national identity,
where “ethnic” is understood to mean a supposedkternal” origin which must be either be
assimilated or understood as primordial, standfank contrast to an observable sociocultural
reality in which the Terena’s specific ethnic idgnis inextricably linked to Brazilian national
identity. This linkage is in part due to the peaulnistorical conditions of the border region and i
part due to the group’s strategies and processeappfopriation. The Indians can thus be
understood as having produced their own discodinseugh myth and ritual, which speaks of the
group’s origins and which links historical and n@gireligious elements, justifying not only the
Terena’s presence in the territories which theyenly occupy, but also the legitimacy of their
demands for land. Ethnic identity and its boundagee thus not closed to the effects of historical
processes and the policies applied to the econandcpolitical frontier regions. In reality, Terena
ethnic identity transformed itself throughout iistbry, linking itself to national identity in such
way that national and ethnic identity have becomterposed — even though the Indians never
became assimilated in the sense of being foldewl tim: greater population, losing their ethnic
identity. This fact makes the struggle for classifion in today’s judicial processes regarding the
Terena that much more complex.

This struggle highlights yet another conflict ovéine power to create legitimate
representations regarding social identities andhthetenance or transformation of certain aspects
of the agrarian structure. In the case of the Pahtaegion in Mato Grosso do Sul and the Terena
Indians which occupy this region, we can clearly g®t the border affected the group’s process of
territorialization and the definition of its curterentity. The experience of occupying territories
along the border determined the Terena’s spat@tion and the form and content of their ethnic
identity. It's not just the territorial limits ohe border that are mobile, but also the boundafi¢ise
social identities of the groups which are locatémh@ it, given that this location implies their
subjection to different types of policies, both $glic and economic, which condition the
development of social groups and territories anatlvbive them their specificity.

Ethnic and national identities — like borders, trers and boundaries — are re-elaborated
according to power relationships. They are esdintizobile, in time as well as in space, and this
fact makes the questions brought up by the stresggiedemarcate and identify Indian land even
more complex. The judicial processes and the palHuridical strategies adopted in the fight
against the demarcation of indigenous lands impes&in representations as legitimate. However,
when we analyze history and the evolution of thedbn we see that a century ago, neither



territories nor social groups were encapsulate@liwithe limits in which they are found today and
that, furthermore, their identities have not reredirstatic over time but have progressively been
shifted, cut, regrouped, and reformulated by prditstruggles, wars, colonization and the workings
of expansion fronts. We then see that the reprasens contained in the discourses of the actors
who are today in conflict with one another shoutdumderstood as a part of a greater struggle over
classifications and not as a key to understandeadity as it is classified and represented by these
actors.

Received on October 28, 2008.
Accepted for Publication on Septembe?f%2009

Bibliography
ANDERSON, Benedict. 198Nacao e consciéncia naciondio de Janeiro: Editora
Atica.
AZANHA, Gilberto. 2001.Relatério de identificacdo das terras indigenas I@aarinha,
Buriti e Taunay-lpegue. Centro de Trabalho Indigenista.

http://www.trabalhoindigenista.org.br

BACH, J. 1916. “Dados sobre los indios TerenasMieanda”. Anales de la Sociedad
Cientifica ArgentinaBuenos Aires. pp.. 87-94.

BAINES, Stephen G.  1993. “A politica indigenistargmamental e os Waimiri-

Atroari: administracdes indigenistas, mineracdestanho e a construcao

da autodeterminacgédo indigena dirigidaévista de Antropologj&6:207-237.

BALANDIER, Georges. 1993. “A nocdao de situacao owdy. Cadernos de

Campo,3:107-131.

. 1969 Antropologia politicaBarcelona: Ediciones Peninsula.

BARTH, Fredrik. 1996. “Economic spheres in Darfuri: F. Raymond (org)Themes in
economic anthropology.ondres: Tavistock. pp. 149-174.

. 2000a. “Os grupos étnicos e suas fronteitasTomke Lask (org.),

O guru, o iniciador e outras variacdes antropolé@gcRio de Janeiro: Contra

Capa. pp. 25-67.

_ 2000b. “A andlise da cultura nas sociedadegplexas”. In: Tomke

Lask (org.),O guru, o iniciador e outras variacdes antropol@gcRio de

Janeiro: Contra Capa. pp.107-140.

2000c. “Por um maior naturalismo na concé#agao das sociedades”. In: Tomke

Lask (org.),© guru, o iniciador e outras variacdoes antropol@gcRio de Janeiro:

Contra Capa. pp. 167-186.

BATALHA, Guillermo Bonfil. 1972. “El concepto de dio en América: una categoria de la
situacion colonial’Anales de AntropologjdX:105-124.

_ 1979Indianidad y descolonizacion en Ameérica Lativgexico: Editorial

Nueva Imagen.

BECKER, Berta. 1990. “A fronteira em fins do sécX: oito proposi¢cdes para um
debate sobre a Amazobnia”. In: __et.al Fronteira Amazonica: questdes sobre a
gestao do territorioBrasilia/ Rio de Janeiro: Editora UnB e EditofaRJ. pp. 15-
25.

BORGES, Fernando Tadeu de Miranda. 2000 extrativismo a pecuaria: algumas
observacgdes sobre a historia econémica de Mato $8rak870 a 1930540 Paulo:
Scortecci Editora.

BOURDIEU, Pierre. 199QCoisas ditasS&o Paulo: Editora Brasiliense.
19890 poder simbdlicoRio de Janeiro: DIFEL.



CAMPESTRINI, Hildebrando & Guimar aes , Acir Vaz. 2002. Histéria de Mato Grosso
do Sul Mato Grosso do Sul: IHGB.

CARDOSO DE OLIVEIRA, Roberto. 1976Do indio ao Bugre: o processo de
assimilacao dos Teren®io de Janeiro: Editora Francisco Alves.

20020 diario e suas margens: viagem aos territérioseher e TukunaBrasilia:
Editora UnB.

1968Urbanizacéo e tribalismo: integracéo dos indioseéfex numa sociedade de
classesRio de Janeiro: Zahar Editores.

CARVALHO, Edgard de Assis & JUNQUEIRA, Carmen. 1981 Antropologia e
indigenismo na América Latin&ao Paulo: Cortez.

CARVALHO, Silvia M. S. 2002. “Chaco: encruzilhada povos e ‘melting pot’ cultural,
suas relacdes com a bacia do Parand e o sul nuEsegse”. In: Manuela
Carneiro da Cunha (org.Histéria dos indios no BrasilSao Paulo: Companhia
das Letras. pp. 457-474.

CASANOVA, Pablo Gonzalez. 200Exploracao, colonialismo e luta pela

democracia na América Latin®etropolis: Vozes.

2007. “Colonialismo interno (uma redefini¢ad): A. A. Boron; J. Amadeo & S.
Gonzalez (orgs),A teoria marxista hoje. Problemas e perspectivaktp://
bibliotecavirtual.clacso.org.ar/ar/libros/ campuarrispt/cap. 19.doc

CASTELNAU, Francis. 200Zxpedicéo as Regides Centrais da América do Blb
Horizonte: Editora Itatiaia.

CENSO da Populagéo dos indios Desaldeados em Ca@napale/MS 1999. 2000.
Campo Grande: UCDB, CIMI, PMCG e Arquidiocese denfa Grande-Pastoral
do indio. 84p.

CLIFFORD, James.  1994. “Diaspora€ultural Anthropology9(3):302-338.

COSTA, Maria de Fatima. 199®¥istoria de um pais inexistente: o Pantanal entee o
séculos XVI e XVIlIS&o Paulo: Editora Estacdo Liberdade e LivramsrKos
Editora.

CUNHA, Manuela Carneiro da. 1980@s direitos do indio: ensaios e document®&o
Paulo: Editora Brasiliense.

. (org.). 1992Historia dos indios no BrasiBao Paulo: Companhia das Letras.

FERREIRA, Andrey Cordeiro. 2002. Mudanca cultueal afirmacao identitaria: a
antropologia, os Terena e o debate sobre aculurdgdsertacdo de Mestrado,
Universidade Federal do Rio de Janeiro, MN-PPGAIS1k7p. il.

FOUCAULT, Michel. 1997.A arqueologia do saberRio de Janeiro: Editora Forense
Universitaria.

. 1999Em defesa da sociedad&go Paulo: Martins Fontes.

FREIRE, Carlos Augusto da Rocha. 1990. Indigenismaatropologia: o Conselho Nacional
de Protec&o aos indios na Gestdo Rondon (1939-1P&Sertacido de Mestrado,
Programa de Poés-Graduacdo em Antropologia SociakeM Nacional/UFRJ.
379p.

KUPER, Adam. 1992Conceptualizing Societondon: Routledge.

1999 Culture: The Anthropologist’s Accoun€ambridge/Massachusetts/London,
England: Harvard University Press.

LENA, Philippe & Oliveira, Adélia Engrécia de. 199Amazobnia: a fronteira agricola
vinte anos depoifelém: Museu Paraense Emilio Goeldi.
LIMA, Antonio Carlos de Souza. 1995Um grande cerco de paz: poder tutelar,

indianidade e formacao do Estado no BraBetropolis/RJ: Editora Vozes.

1998. “Os relatérios antropolégicos de idamatitdo de terras indigenas da
Fundac&o Nacional do indio. Notas sobre o estudeldgio entre indigenismo e
antropologia no Brasil, 1968- 1985". In: Jodo Pachde Oliveira Filho (org.),



Indigenismo e territorializagdo: poderes, rotinassaberes coloniais no Brasil

contemporanedRio de Janeiro: Contra Capa. pp. 221-268.

1992. “O governo dos indios sob a gestdo EB. $n: Manuela Carneiro da

Cunha (org.)Historia dos indios no BrasiS&o Paulo: Companhia das Letras. pp.

155-172.

METRAUX, Alfred. 1946. “Ethnography of The Chacdh: J. Steward (org.}andbook
of South American Indians/olume 1. Washington: United States Government
Printing Office. pp. 197-370.

MOREIRA NETO, Carlos de Araudjo. 197A.politica indigenista brasileira durante o século
XIX. Séo Paulo: Faculdade de Filosofia, Ciéncias e &eteaRio Claro.

OBERG, Kalervo. 1948The Terena and the Caduveo of southern Mato Grdasz,il.
Washington D.C: Department of State, US Governmeninting Office/
Smithsonian Institution Institution/ Institute ofo&al Anthropolgy, Publication
N°. 9. 74 p.

OLIVEIRA FILHO, Joéao Pacheco de. 19%nsaios em antropologia histéricRio de
Janeiro: Editora da UFRJ.

1986. “Antropologia politica”. IMDicionario brasileiro de ciéncias sociaid.ed.
Rio de Janeiro: FGV/MEC. pp. 64-67.

___.(org.). 2006Hacia una antropologia del indigenismRio de Janeiro:

Contra Capa.

___.(org.). 1998Indigenismo e territorializacao: poderes, rotinasaberes

coloniais no Brasil contemporaneRio de Janeiro: Contra Capa.

1988.0 nosso governo: os Ticuna e o regime tuteRio de Janeiro: Editora
Marco Zero.

SILVA, Fernando Altenfelder. 1949. “Mudanca culiurdos Terena’.Revista do Museu
Paulistg 111:271-379.

SUSNIK, Branislava. 197&.0s aborigenes del Paraguay: etnologia del Chaco

Boreal y su periferigsiglos XVI e XVIl. Assuncion: Museo Etnografico Andrés Barbero.

. 1981.Los aborigenes del Paraguay: etnohistoria de losogckefios (1650-1910.
Assuncion: Museo Etnografico Andrés Barbero.

VARGAS, Vera Lucia Ferreira. 200& construcdo do territorio terena (1870-1966):
uma sociedade entre a imposicao e a opgéssertacdo de Mestrado em Historia.
UFMS, Dourados. Ms. 161p.

VASCONCELOQOS, Claudio Alves de. 1994.questéo indigena na provincia de Mato Grosso:
conflito, trama e continuidad€€ampo Grande: Editora UFMS.

VELHO, Otavio Guilherme. 197%apitalismo autoritario e campesinatRio de Janeiro:
DIFEL.

1972Frentes de expansao e estrutura agraRéo de Janeiro: Zahar Editores.

Reports of the Provincial Presidents

(at the Center for Research Libraries: http:/wwixedu/content)
Relatério de 1837. José Antonio Pimenta Bueno,3J1838
Relatorio de 1838. José Antonio Pimenta Bueno,3J18B8
Relatério de 1840. Estevéao Ribeiro de Rezende
Relatorio de 1849, 3 de Maio. Pelo Major Doutoraldé Oliveira.
Relatorio de 1851, 10 de Maio de 1851. Pelo CapiéBbragata Augusto Leverger
Relatorio de 1857. Albano de Souza Osorio.
Relatério de 1858. Albano de Souza Osorio.
Relatorio de 1859. Joaquim Raimundo de Lamare
Relatério de 1862. Herculano Ferreira Penna
Relatorio de 1863. Herculano Ferreira Penna
Relatorio de 1864. Alexandre Manoel Albino de CHrega



Relatorio de 1865, 17 de outubro. Augusto Leverger

Relatorio de 1869. 20 de Setembro. Barédo de Melgaco
Relatério de 1872. Cardozo Junior

Relatorio de 1877. 03/05/1877. General Hermes EgresFonseca
Relatério de 1879. 05/12. Jodo José Pedrosa.

Relatorio de 1893.

Relatério de 1895.

A group of Cachoeirinha Indians occupied the FaaeBahta Vitéria, which is inside the territoriesritified by
FUNAI's working group.

2Another part of the political-juridical strategyeses support in Sumula 650 of the STF which dealb wxtinct
villages. Thus it is simultaneously affirmed thatopation of these lands has not been from timeamarial and that,
if it occurred, it was voluntarily interrupted, tiag to the extinction of the villages.

*The concept of internal colonialism is linked i @rigins to the phenomena of the Conquest, in lwhative
populations are not exterminated but are, firslbfsurrounded by the colonizing State and lajeatvindependent
Nation State, once formal independence has bedevachfrom the motherland. The peoples, minoritigs)ations
which are colonized by this Nation State sufferdibons similar to those groups which are the witiof international
colonialism (Casanova, 2007).

*“Chaco” (Chacuin Quechua) initially indicated the Province ofctiman and later designated all the territory to the

east of this province, some 700 square kilomeskisg in lands under the control of Argentina, Bialj Paraguay and
Brazil (Carvalho, 2002: 457).

*“The Terena sought advantage in Xerez Provincdemther side of the Rio Paraguay, especially #ieereductions
were founded among the Itatim-Guarany of Caaguaddrare. Their relationship with the Guarany in tbéuctions
(and apparently also with the free Itatins) wasedasgpon periodical exchanges. This was the onlyiwayhich the
Terena could acquire iron in exchange for cottobar&s mantles.” (Susnik, 1978: 113).

®“The Cuaicurus and the Guanas are two great natfasad taken control of the banks of the Mondenuor to the
arrival of the Portuguese, warring with the Guattig, earlier inhabitants” (Castelnau 2000:403). TWendego”
referred to here is the Miranda river, as Castetnqlains in his book.

7 Amap in the Brazilian National Archives, originagiwith the Servico do Estado Maior do Excercite (Army
General Staff Service), presents the Spanish sedties and villages in southern Mato Grosso.

® According to report: “In the Lower Paraguay didtrieveral tribes, of the Guana and Guaicur( natieparticular,
have several villages where one can see the beginoif civilization and which maintain more or lessmstant
relations with us (Capitéo de Fragata (Commandeguato Leverger, Relatério 1851, pp. 44-45). Theadasm and
civilization of the Quiniquinau had thus been begut831.

° Mato Grosso had a policy of encouraging Europeanigration as a means of colonizing the region, lkésg its
labor problems and guaranteeing its economic dpwedmt (see Relat6rio da Provincia de Mato Gros$@,1i&0.39-
40).

' The report mentions the concession of 266 lotsaru@ba for the construction of houses. Populatid@1
Brazilians (316 officials and soldiers); 84 foregys (French, Spanish, Italian, German, Argentireriéntinos [from
the Argentinean province of Corrientes] “OrientaBblivians, Americans); 44 slaves.

! Caetano Pinto de Miranda and Ricardo de AlmeidaaSefer to themselves using these terms in sortieeaf
reports.

 These sorts of arguments can be found in almosf #tie reports of the Provincial President.

 The Brazilian Imperial Government took some meastweencourage commerce in the region: 1) The réngef a
customs house in Corumbd; 2) The lifting of taxesm@rchandise which circulated in the port. Thashasas thus
established for an economic renaissance basedftgmoommerce.

" The city of Aquidauana, for example, was foundedfgyoup of Coronels who were extremely influeritidbcal
politics.

“In the message presented to Legislative Assembithe 13 of May, 1924, the President of Mato-grosso, Pedro
Celestino Correé da Costa, said that while theeSta¢venues were five thousarahtos the mate company, by itself,
took in thirty thousandontosand the State even borrowed money from the conig@&woyges, 2001; 59).



'*«Only one branch of wealth of any importance hasagr: that of cattle raising, partly in this Munielfty and partly

in Poconé. As our exportation has been reducetirtosa no gold, few diamonds, small quantities ether and
richardia brasilensisand some cattle to the Provinces of Minas and 8loPaommerce has been almost exclusively
fed by the large sums which are annually releagetidoNational Treasury...” (Relatério de Presidata Provincia
1851:14).

" The report also indicates that the following nunsbefrclaims were in the process of being reguldribefore 1854,
1,333 establishments; before 1889, 1,393 estabdéiatsnno date, 297 establi9shmennts. Of these 4&#yhad been
duly marked and demarcated. “Of these 3,209 regidtelaims, only 1941 have declared the area aspied, with a
total surface of 13,753,011 hectares. If we werarhitrate the remaining 1,802 claims, almost atlry to before 1854
and with an average of 13,068 hectares each, thledfothis surface would be an additional 14,138,5ectares” (:20.
The total area covered by the claims is 27,892t&®Tares out off a total of 218,562,300 hectarethi® state of Minas
Gerais.

8 “For now, it is enough to hypothesize a correlatietween the advance of the pioneer frontiers {aadonsequent
incorporation of this region into the market ecopdiend the effectiveness demonstrated in the psocedemarcating
indigenous lands” (Oliveira Filho 1998:29).

¥ According to an agreement to reorganize the SRl l(sma, 1995).

“ It is interesting to see that, even though thesels have been systematically reported since 386, here the talk
is of “reviving” them.

Translated by
Translation fromMana, Rio de Janeiro, v. 15, n. 2, p. 377-410, out 200



