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ABSTRACT

So-called “social thought” has always occupied anpnent place in the social sciences in Brazil.
Current research in the field has increasingly kbug articulate in its analysis of national essayi
production broader theoretical preoccupations mggr the status of modernity in non-central
societies. Taking as its starting point this irteflal state of affairs, this article seeks to agucsh

two principal goals: a) justify the need for a dgue between Brazilian social thought and social
theory, in particular post-colonial theories andi@sm of the Eurocentric tradition in sociologly)
explore possible further points of dialogue betwdsse areas through an examination of analytical

nexuses common to both fields of research.
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RESUMO

O chamado "pensamento social" sempre ocupou lugaeldvo no quadro das ciéncias sociais tais

como praticadas no Brasil. Recentemente, as pesgumiesse campo tém buscado cada vez mais



articular suas analises do ensaismo nacional @ypagdes tedricas mais gerais, referentes ao testatu
da modernidade em sociedades né&o-centrais. Esge @drte dessa circunstancia intelectual para
buscar dois objetivos: a) justificar mais explioiente a necessidade de dialogo entre pensamento
brasileiro e teoria social, em especial a luz de-g@onialismo e das criticas ao eurocentrismo da
sociologia; b) explorar possiveis dialogos entreagsareas tomando como objeto de analise alguns

eixos analiticos comuns aos dois campos.

Palavras-chave:Pensamento brasileiro; Teoria social; Eurocentsidmtelectuais; P6és-colonialismo.

RESUME

La dénommée "pensée sociale" a toujours occupélace de relief dans les sciences sociales telles
que pratiquées au Breésil. Récemment, les recherdaes ce domaine ont tenté de plus en plus
d'articuler leurs analyses de I'essayisme natiaved les inquiétudes théoriques plus générales da
statut de la modernité dans des sociétés non-tesitr&et article part de cette circonstance
intellectuelle pour chercher deux objectifs: altifiey de facon plus explicite le besoin de dialegu
entre la pensée brésilienne et la théorie socaearticulier a la lumiére du postcolonialismeles
critiques a l'eurocentrisme de la sociologie; bpleser les dialogues possibles entre ces domaines
ayant comme objet d'analyse certains axes anabgiqui leur sont communs.

Mots-clés: Pensée brésilienne; Théorie sociale; Eurocentrismtedlectuels; Postcolonialisme.

Brazilian social thought is one of the most endyi@neas in the recent history of post-graduateesud
and research in social sciences. And it continoestttact professional academics and post-graduates
as evidenced by the very regularity and longevitythe ANPOC$(National Association of Post-
Graduate Studies in Social Sciences) working gaegicated to this topic. The reasons for this ager
are familiar to us, pointing not only to the thematontinuity between institutionalized sociologyda
so-called “essayism” (Lima, 1999), but also to finesence of Brazilian classics in the discourse of

modern social sciences in Brazil (Melo, 1999). Aduog to Gildo Marcal Branddo (Brandéo, 2005),

! According to L. Lippi Oliveira (Oliveira, 1999he group originated in 1981 from a proposal sgrtlariza

Peirano and Luiz Antdnio Castro Santos to the anamleommittee of ANPOCS. The first meeting tookgalan 1983.



the persistence of this area of study is alsoedl&b cyclical nature of crises in Brazilian calista,

consequently replenishing the themes of originwamder-development. He writes:

Everything comes about as if the effort to ‘thihle thought’ were ignited during the moments
when our poor formation becomes clearer and themand its intellectuals see themselves
compelled to retrace in spirit the paths alreattgabefore embarking on a new adventure—

only to fall and get up again (Brand&o, 2005, p)235

First of all, there should be nothing unique alibig line of research; international forums suclthes
International Sociological Association have groujelicated to the history of sociology and the
delineation of national traditions of theorizing.owever, in the case of Brazil, this ongoing
hermeneutics appears to hold a special meaningkibgeaway from the simple inventory of formative
traditions and assuming larger theoretical claifitee field entitled “interpretations of Brazil” bigs
together not only scholars interested in the hystdrBrazilian essayism, but also some of the most
productive researchers engaged in interpreting iBrazmodernity, such as Jessé Souza and Luiz
Werneck Vianna, to name just two. For a syntheibase characteristics of the field, we turn adain

the words of Gildo Brandao:

The reflection on political and social thought ralesl itself, meanwhile, to be too rebellious to
be treated as a mere ideological pre-history tad@doned as soon as it had access to the
academic institutionalization of science. On thataary, its assumptions were continually
restocked throughout the transformation of ingtalized science—as an indication of the
existence of a body of intellectual problems andtsans, of a theoretical and methodological

stock that the authors are obliged to refer to wér@ountering new questions posed by social



development, as a sharp instrument of regulatiavuointernal market of ideas in its exchanges

with the world market of ideas. (Branddo, 200538)2

There are good signs therefore that it is posdiblebtain a current theoretical yield from Brazilia
social thought, but that this potential remains ligip and without adequate methodological
justification. After all, why theorize usingrationalintellectual tradition as intermediary? What daes
re-reading of this particular set of ideas andsiasssays give us that is different and uniquthéo
field globally known as *“social theory”? This aféc postulates that the discursive universe
denominated as Brazilian social thoughah be viewed as a form of theoretical imaginaimdialogue
with post-colonialism. That is, | suggest that Bliaa social thoughspeaks not only of Brazil, but also
to global dilemmas from a point-of-view that is tdist from the European and Anglo-Saxon
perspectives. To demonstrate this, it is not siefficto point to affinities between the two discues
universes. It is also necessary, moreover, to ptonpossible lines of discussion that can be
theoretically explored using the distinct traditioh Brazilian social thought. In so doing, | home t
make it clear that post-colonialism will not beated as if it were a new field of study or intellexd

fad emerging out of the great centers of rese&ealther, | approach post-colonialism as an alteraati
discursive formation with multiple foundations, lmding intellectual traditions from Brazil.

This article adopts a theoretical perspectivardisfrom the linguistic contextualism of the so-
called Cambridge School, renowned in the geneslddiof the history of ideas and intellectual higto
One encounters in the works of Quentin Skinner &k, 1978; Tully, 1988) the most vigorous
defense of an interpretive approach to classisttdt attempts to reconstruct the particularityhef
communicative universe of its authors, avoidingchmanistic fallacies and the subjugation of the tex
to perspectives alien to its origin. This histatcivision has produced a set of methodological
procedures that has doubtless taken intellectsébryi to a new level. However, the exercise progose

here addresses a different set of problems thaldmot be confused with those addressed by Skinner



and his colleagues. This article takes serioustyldsson offered by Jeffrey Alexander (Alexander,
1999) regarding the discursive nature of sociabtp@nd the constant hermeneutic exchange between
classical texts and contemporary writings. The apfiethe Brazilian social thought is not intended
reconstruct its specific linguistic range or moregisely establish the intentions of the produedren
writing. Rather, | wish to set in motion contempgr#heoretical productions taken from intellectual
formations commonly dismissed as purely “essayishicthis sense, my intention is not to challenge
the historicist program, but simply to emphasizat ti is not the only viable means to interrogate
classic texts.

In this context it is important to clarify what iseant by Brazilian social thought as an area of
study. | refer here to the contemporary intellecfiedd dedicated to the study of Brazilian essayis
production, taking as its point of reference corgerary academic reinterpretations of this traditikbn
is furthermore assumed that studies undertakemigndhronology nourish themselves on the great
interpretive traditions of the first four decaddstlte twentieth century, nevertheless also adopéing
decidedly reflective posture regarding this hernuiseenterprise.

This article is divided into three sections. Ire thirst, | present social theory's critique of
Eurocentrism, with special emphasis on the disonssi post-colonialism. The objective here is to
demonstrate how it is possible to extract from Hody of literature two major lines of discussibatt
in my view, establish possible connections withedinof inquiry in Brazilian social thought.
Specifically, | refer to the debate on the difficcglationship between the nation-state and sodrety
countries originating from European expansion alt agethe actual discussion regarding the colonial
status of modernity in these lands.

In the second section, | argue that it is posdiblead a large part of the contemporary debates
in the field of Brazilian social thought in term$ these two major lines of discussion, a point that
constitutes for this article strong evidence foe ttlaim of a sustained affinity between the two

intellectual traditions and discourses. In thetfoase, | return to the debate about IberianisBrazil,



as well as the discussions about the division betwibe public and private spheres. Both discussions
produced significant theoretical reflections regagdhe differentiation of state and society, meeyo

in a context distinguished from that of the Europeaiverse in which the classical theories on this
topic were generated. In the second case, | canbme some of the discussions about the Brazilian
formation—with its constitutive dualities—confirm general state of discontent among the nation’s
intellectuals as a specifically modern phenomenonboth cases | return to the debate about
“misplaced ideas” and the discussions about thstoeersus thesertdd in Brazilian social thought.
Lastly, | contend that the broader realizationto$ tagenda for dialogue can furthermore aid in-a re
reading of the classical Brazilian imagination beyats specific national boundaries, examining its
objects (books, essays, ideas and authors) froomt@mporary discursive position. In addition, leg
that this same dialogue can also contribute toetilargement of the theoretical field conventionally
known as post-colonialism, directing its gaze taMatellectual worlds that are commonly overlooked.

In other words, Brazilian social thought has muzkdntribute to post-colonial theory.

Social Theory and Post-Colonialism

It's not easy to trace the origins of post-colbmiaticism, especially if we resist treating the
term as an academic brand associated with certairpg of intellectuals, as in the case of Subaltern
Studies from India. After all, innovative theoretidormulations produced in countries regarded as
“peripheral” to the European and Anglo-Saxon waviere common in social thought in the twentieth
century. It is possible, for instance, to cite epéen from Brazil in the 1960s (Guerreiro Ramod an
his sociological reduction), or Malaysia in the saperiod (Syed Hussein Alatas), and of course one

should not fail to mention the national liberatiwritings of the Martinican Frantz Fanon.

2 Sertaois the Brazilian term for the vast interior of tbheuntry, roughly equivalent to “hinterlands” arftea also

synonymous with “interior.”



A common feature in all of these formulations \las perception that theoretical invention in
these non-central locations implied, at the vesiea critical reception of authors and categories
produced in European literature and, ultimatelguastioning of the very foundations of this literat
and its discursive position. Thus, although thentépost-colonial” was associated with a context
marked by the emergence of new nations in Africd Asia, especially in the second half of the
twentieth century, the scope of this critique egh to encompass discourses produced in other
historical and geographical contexts in which dmieat with the relation between “center” and
“margins” was both present and a crucial factorthe organization of intellectual life. Fernando
Coronil maintains (Coronil, 2004) that Latin Amexiexperienced several moments of post-colonial
theoretical formulation from authors and works tasg not limited to the official history of the ter
This has led some scholars of the region to pastaamore profound connection between modernity
and colonialism, linking it to the very process “ofvention” of the Americas since the European
conquest.

According to Sérgio Costa (Costa, 2006), despgediversity and plasticity, so-called post-
colonial thought was unified in its recognition thle critique of Eurocentrist social theory imglia
de-centering of that theory and concurrently adedor new cognitive paradigms. That is, beyond
mere nativism, this intellectual framework orientesetlf toward a broader discussion, moving from th
margins of modern experience to the heart of copteary social theory. It is theoretical movement
that goes beyond a simple affirmation of differetramslated into national terms to reinvent theyver
parameters of this discourse. As we shall seedrfittal section of this article, this quality isucral to
the critical formation of scholars of Brazilian sddhought.

Two particular themes exemplify this search for reagnitive paradigms: the relation between
nation-state and society and the colonial dimerss@irmodernity. Together these themes comprise the
analytic axes relevant to the production of postwal theory. In presenting the first, | will offa

brief summary of the work of Partha Chatterjee Blathmood Mamdani. For the second, | focus on the



writings of Paul Gilroy and Walter Mignolo. Theaibe of these authors is guided as much by a
criterion of representativeness as it is by theltheand influence of their writings. Additionally,
intentionally chose authors from diverse groups authools, allowing for a more profound
investigation of the themes while also avoidingample that might be considered biased. | want to
stress that the chosen topic far from exhausts lileisature; my brief analysis of these works and
authors is analytically oriented and aims to eshbpoints of dialogue and exchange with another
form of social imagination.

Partha Chatterjee is an Indian political scierggsgtociated with the grogubaltern Studiedis
diverse body of work was inspired by a profoundidrisgraphical revision undertaken by Indian
intellectuals in the first half of the 1980s. Thaseellectuals challenged the traditional liberalda
Marxist models of interpretation of political coicfl in their land. Dipesh Chakrabarty (Chakrabarty,
2002) notes that these scholars rejected the oblgaassociation between modernity and the
universality of both capital and abstract reasoniimgtead they affirmed subaltern agents—most
notably peasants—oriented by an alternative lagith&t of the Western model for collective actién.
key publication for this tradition is the work offa Guha (Guha, 1983) titled “Elementary Aspects of
Peasant Insurgency in Colonial India.” In it heHights the specific forms of peasant mobilization
India, scrupulously avoiding recourse to any notbthe “pre-political” in this agency.

In a bold preface to an anthology of the group’gimgs, Gayatri Spivak (Spivak, 1988) argued
for a strong affinity between their critical revdosi and the deconstructionist philosophy associaitd
Derrida and his cohorts. In this regard, the impcthis critical enterprise promoted by the Indian
intellectuals extended well beyond the nationall@xgtory models that reduced subaltern practices,
experiences and modes of consciousness to natiboalteleological schematas to involve and affect
theoretical production in the center of capitalishhat is, theSubaltern Studiegroup promoted a
critique of the conceptual assumptions that infatmpelitical science, for instance: the centralifytiee

state, the public-private dichotomy, and the separaf civil society and religious traditions.



The work of Chatterjee (Chatterjee, 2001; 1993nation and nationalism in Indian history is
exemplary of this perspective. In questioning thledlogy that guides the orthodox historiographical
visions of the process of Indian independence, tEhjaé demonstrated how certain totalizing concepts
rendered invisible other specific modes of protast political expression of subaltern groups indnd
In other words, the political science that shapeesé studies subsumed the diverse fragments of
popular insurgency to the limits of what was coastd properly “political”, thereby ignoring forms$ o
agency and consciousness that escaped the moliegbublic sphere as formulated by European
political science. The nation-state was meant twes@as the great administrative and bureaucratic
apparatus, capable of explaining the continuindlmi® between colonialism and subalterns, evea in
context of national independence, where the nagtate would represent a form of domestication of
the multiple political expressions of these sogralups.

His reading of Gramsci was mediated by this crittcacern. Thus Chatterjee contends that the
European conception of civil society proved to badequate in accounting for the modern urban and
subaltern sectors of Indian political dynamics. fdsithe Gramscian concept of political society,
Chatterjee maintained that the forms of protestaoligctive action deployed by these sectors inedlv
illegal networks and religious practices that fordbe state to recognize unprecedented political
logics—or at least political practices that escateximage and notion of the civic sphere presutoed
be exemplary.

Chatterjee’s writings fall within the program ofpaovincialization of metropolitan theory, as
described by Chakrabarty (Chakrabarty, 2000). Cetmgmding the universalist status of the theoretical
discourse of European political science as a cdnaéfranslation of articular history consequently
transforms that discourse from an unquestionalddisty point into a problem for research. Thus
Chatterjee’s contributions to this dialogue helpréopen this theoretical universe on the basis of a

recognition of other templates of political orgatinn associated with specific discursive locations



The intellectual work of the Ugandan Mahmood Mamddeamdani, 1996) follows a similar
path. In his work on the African colonial experiengith governance, Mamdani chooses Uganda and
South Africa as case studies, arguing that bottEtlm®centric intellectuals and the Africanists make
the same mistake: they ignore the specific dimensb the bifurcated state in these societies.
According to the author, European colonialism coretdi forms of direct government based on
traditional civic mechanisms with practices frondinect government that incorporated customary
rights and sovereign rights considered to be nafiveis, while the large cities and capitals of Icivi
society operated under the civic language of rigbtenbined, of course, with racial barriers), ie th
rural environment the native authorities were handele fatodominion—a form of decentralized
despotism that recreated in hierarchical form wietevas held to be tradition.

According to Mamdani, the split state was not distiea in the national liberation. Whereas
urban civil society fought against racial exclusidhe tribal practices that despotically ruled the
countryside were left intact. This specific polticonfiguration could not be understood with reseu
to the classical narratives of social theory, sasththose centered on the concept of the “patrirhonia
state” or “patronage system”. Not even the appzatrengthen civil society could solve this peesist
problem in these nation-states. Mamdani unveilsftimms of political domination in post-colonial
agrarian world by moving the “rural” to the centdrhis analysis. The results of Mamdani’'s analysis
therefore suggest the need to reopen the cognitixerse of political theory.

This cognitive opening is also found in studied $eek to equate colonialism with modernity.
This is case with Paul Gilroy and Walter Mignoleyot authors with very different theoretical
inspirations.

In his renowned book on the Black Atlantic, Paulr&i (Gilroy, 1993) argues that the
culturalist narratives on race tend to imprisonnteelves in nationalist or essentialist discourses.
supporting his thesis of a floating network of sjtpaths and migrations that shapes a set ofiaist

political practices originating in the experienck ldack slavery, Gilroy endeavors to depict the



emergence of a kind of counter-modernity that detfie boundaries of the central theory of modernity
That is, whereas in the heart of Europe politicel anlture were considered to be separate and
autonomous spheres, with the rational subject aftel from all particular conditions, in the soledl
Black Atlantic these conditions were radically qimsed from the site of a peripheral articulation o
the modern.

Gilroy examines biographies, music, writing and roem of black artists and intellectuals,
reading for signs of an inversion of the classkdabelian allegory of intersubjectivity born frometh
mutual dependency of master and slave. By poirtbnipe violent, radical and utopian dimension of
many of their expressions of liberation, Gilroyex$s that it is possible to locate a black nareat¥
modernity, but also questions the abstract uniVismaof the bourgeois public sphere and its lodic o
instrumental reason. At the same time, he clainas tiis empirical material represented a form of
expression that associates freedom with persoffahsention. In this context, the concept of “ddeb
consciousness” is fundamental because it articldales simultaneously internal and external
inscription of the modern world.

| would like now to draw our attention to the manirewhich Gilroy constructs his argument.
In recovering the writings and personal trajecwrd intellectuals, authors and activists, Gilroy
presents a study that we might classify as sobialight. Far from simply wishing to enhance the
reputation of classical works in this tradition, éredeavors to reopen the theoretical discussiontabo
modernity from the margins. More than merely recapeg memoirs from a forgotten tradition, the
Black Atlantic becomes a discursive location aratcpce that orients itself towards the constellatd
a global modernity.

One may question the scope of Gilroy’s narratiue;esit is oriented toward the delineation of a
civilizatory geography with ethnic hues (the Blakttantic). However, the author himself suggests the

possibility of extrapolating from this delimitatido affirm the transnational potential of this sture



of sensibility. It is as if that other Atlantic trelates an alternative and critical modernism clpab
revealing the limits of the liberal democratic ugrise and conversing with other subjects and groups.

Walter Mignolo operates in a different registeredppical of what is conventionally known as
“de-colonial studies.” The members of this colleetbelieve that post-colonial studies as practimged
Southeast Asian intellectuals ignore the Americas their reflections on the colonial experienceisTh
disregard prevents them from fathoming the depthth& connection between modernity and
colonialism. In his book on the Renaissance, Migr(dignolo, 2003) argues that the colonization of
the New World entailed the universalization of @steact, European epistemology that subsumed
other forms of cognition in the colonized world g&odthat reason should be understood in conjunctio
with modernity. This epistemology was based upaliisambodied conception of the knowing subject,
assumed to be a thing of reason that could ‘kntne’dbject from an abstract and supposedly neutral
position, conferring the power to classify and orthe “native” Other.

According to Mignolo, this process transformed mpatifferences into temporal ones,
producing what he calls a “denial of coevalnessializing maps of the New World produced by the
Europeans, Mignolo shows how the geometrizationratidnalization of American space transformed
these territories into local and peripheral sitesssels of a putatively universal and general Eeaop
history.

Mignolo however also points to the persistencealdérnative forms of cognition in these
territories. The violent encounter between Europe the New World produced a “space-in-between,”
a kind of epistemological frontier that recognizesl affirms its externality in a critical mannan.dn
article written together with M. Tlostanova (MigoolTlostanova, 2006), Mignolo and Tlostanova
rightly turn to the concept of “double consciousids develop this notion of the frontier and tarngo
to its critical-theoretical potential, hence apmtuag the perception of Gilroy of a critical space

produced by modernity’s colonial expansion.



We can thus say that, in different ways and byedéfit paths, Mignolo and Gilroy arrive at a
critical conception of modernity, illustrating ifgovincial character and connection with theorética
practices that transformed European subjects inteetsal subjects of knowledge. At the same time,
both authors show how spaces of negotiation andramation are formed within epistemological
frontiers through which other subjects could affalimtinct ways of seeing that reflect their extditpa
This is not about depicting a nativist discoursat thnderstands itself as pure in relation to the
modernity-colonialism pairing. Instead they tracian of theoretical imagination that recognizes th
intrinsic relation between the two poles of thisripg and seeks to produce categories and concepts
based upon this recognition.

As one can see, the two thematic axes presentedréiect the contemporary productivity of
post-colonial theories. While Chatterjee and Mamdaarcourage us to rethink the political universe,
taking as our point of departure other sites anmth$oof relation between the state and social life,
especially where the language of civil society @ppdo be more limiting than explanatory, Gilroylan
Mignolo call our attention to the discontent thharacterizes the discourse of modernity in the avorl
produced by European colonialism as well as to dtiical possibilities for thinking from these
territories. The next section shows how, despie differences in articulation, these two themes

represent a considerable share of the more signifidebates in the field of Brazilian social though

Brazilian Social Thought and Theory: Possibilitiesor Dialogue and Debate

For analytical purposes, | will consider the foliag debates: in the case of the relation
between state and society, | will examine the deloat Iberianism and the discussions regarding the
public-private distinction. For the reflection orodernity and colonialism, | return to the refleasoon
“misplaced ideas” launched by Roberto Schwarz, #mel coastlands-hinterlands dualism—an

unavoidable topic for any scholar in the field. €@furse, these debates do not encompass the entire



field of Brazilian social thought, they do nevetdss inspire the most concentrated theoretical
reflections. My aim is to show how these two axésl@iberations can be linked with some of the
theoretical conclusions of post-colonial criticisatipwing for the postulation of a promising spdoe
dialogue among scholars of Brazilian social thought

In the first case, bocus classicu$or the modern debate is the book by Richard M@kéerse,
1988), in which the renowned Brazilianist maintainthe positivity of Iberian cultural roots
counterposed to the liberal, Anglo-Saxon universe.esteeming the communitarian and holistic
characteristics of the former, Morse initiated dlskaown polemic with Simon Schwartzman in the
scholarly journalNovos Estudos CEBRAI this debate, Iberianism was understood asuaceoof
civilization and cultural foundation with a socialsion opposing the commercialization of social
relations and the disenchantment of the world preduby modernity’s bureaucratic rationalization.
Morse’s methods involved a rereading of the clads8panish and Portuguese tradition of political
thought in search of contemporary theoretical intsig This approach to Iberianism as a central
category to comprehend Brazil as a unique civilirain the Western order had an enormous impact
on subsequent debates.

Luiz Werneck Vianna subsequently incorporated th@n@cian theme of passive revolution in
an attempt to extract from the classic nationahystic discourse categories that could elucidage t
Brazilian civilizational dynamic within a broaderamework related to the central narratives of the
historical sociology. His study of Tavares Bastos ®liveira Vianna (Vianna, 1997) develops the
concepts of Americanism and Iberianism not onlplgigcts of a history of ideas, but also as modes of
articulation between state and society. In otherdaoVianna uses these categories to consider non-
classical paths of modernization, without this segily turning into a lament about the disparity
between the theories produced in the European vaoididhe reality on the margins.

According to Werneck Vianna, Iberianism therefagpresents a way in which the State could

assume a major role, at times acting as a modagnioirce in a constant dialectic between the social



world and the bureaucratic elites. While in thetdd narrative the state is the contractual express
previous given interests, in the Iberianist cagestiate is the creative actor that produces theemodt
should be noted here that Vianna’s vision holdsedamn affinity with the pioneering work of José
Murilo de Carvalho (Carvalho, 1980; 1988), in whittke Minas Gerais historian pointed to the
formation during the Second Empire of a semi-automgs state order as a response to organized
economic interests.

In the work of another scholar of the subject, Rnl#arboza Filho (Barboza Filho, 2000),
Iberianism is associated with barroque politicalggophy. Returning to Morse’s thesis regarding the
particularity of the Iberian intellectual and cuhll tradition, Barboza Filho demonstrates how this
tradition produced a political language that affadnnot only the dominance of the public over the
private, but also an architectural conception dfiety. The author also underscores the expressive
dimension of this language that esteems rulesmfreents as a central mechanism for the production
of political subjectivities, distancing itself frothe regulation of interests that structured conuiaér
bourgeois society. This implies a different conaapf the relation between individual and society,
one no longer guided by the moral economy of liligrg but instead based upon the possibility of a
constant renewal and reaffirmation of tradition.

As can be seen here, Werneck Vianna’s and Barbolo’s visions of Iberianism lead to an
interpretation of the relation between state andetp in Brazil that affirms the unique place otth
country in the West, without allowing this to tumto a lament over the supposed peripheral and
incomplete dimensions of this site. This is mosthle in Werneck Vianna’s (Vianna, 1999) article on
the reception of Weber in Brazil. The author pointth acute critical perceptiveness to how this
powerful, politico-sociological source material wambilized to explain Brazilian “backwardness,”
with ample use of concepts such as patrimonialisthestate.

Precisely this discursive position allows the awho incorporate Iberianism as a concept in a

context that does not propose interpreting Brazihasimple reproduction of the colonial matrix. In



other words, they avoid reiterating the culturadigjument on national identity (such as we findhie
classic essay tradition) to support the notionbafrian particularity. Rather, they indicate thetidig
currents that explain the dissonances betweenanatsociety beyond the classical repertoire. dsigf
Iberianism in the Americas offered a special anedytkey for a renewed sociology of politics with a
reach far beyond the Brazilian context.

This view is also perceptible in some of the stadi&Brazilian social thought that explore the
public-private relation in Brazil, for instance tmecent work of André Botelho. In his article on
Oliveira Vianna and the debate about the mishméglulolic and private in Brazil, Botelho (Botelho,
2007) traces the persistence of this cognitive ense through an examination of the texts associated
with institutionalized social science, such as ébg Vitor Nunes Leal, Maria Isaura de Queiroz and
Maria Sylvia de Carvalho Franco. In an attempteéineg the issues, methods and frameworks of this
political sociology a brasileira’ Botelho suggests that social thought can be nzglilagain and again
on behalf of contemporary theory. Note that Botadlaams that this sociological tradition incorpaat
the rural geographies essential to the understgrafithe forms of domination in Brazilian and other
similar societies. In a move similar to Mamdanitgtical enterprise, the author shifts to the cemter
his analysis the issues and themes of the ruraletse: violence, the law of theertdq and the
vagabond nature of figures from popular cultureeSéhtopics are not read simply as archaic remains
but as typical ingredients in the local procesmotiernization.

In an earlier work on the oeuvre of Ronald de @hrw, Botelho (Botelho, 2002) explores the
richness of culturalist vocabularies in the Braailiimagination, highlighting the existence of an
epistemology critical of liberalism in the soci@lotuight of the First Republic. In tracing the poet’s
intellectual journey and the distinct forms he diggred to engage with the tendencies of his time,
Botelho demonstrated the vicissitudes of the nati@sue in a formation such as Brazil's. Ultimgtel
these are theories that can contribute to a catafureal existing’ liberalism and its involvemantthe

social dynamic at a distance from the classic Eemopwvorld. As can be seen, the two axes of debate—



the Iberian and the examination of public and gewandertaken by Botelho—mark the need to link the
Brazilian intellectual tradition to another contesngry discursive location that can incorporate

categories and analytical nexuses seldom considsréuae social theory produced in the European and
Anglo-Saxon contexts.

Another framing debate for the field of Brazilimocial thought refers to the dissonances
between nation and modernity, taking as its prialcifpcal point discontent with the putatively
inadequate development of modernity in a countshsas Brazil. This debate tends to be inspired by
two classic formulations in the area: namely, thebfem of “misplaced ideas” launched by the S&o
Paulo critic Roberto Schwarz, and the discussioosral the duality coastlands-hinterlandsr{ag, at
times referred to as “real Brazil--legal Brazil'Bfasil real--Brasil legal”).

In his famous introductory essay to a study @frdity form and social process in the Brazilian
novel, Schwarz (Schwarz, 1981) argues that the listiceform adopted in Brazil in the nineteenth
century was a European import that subsequentlynzess a different and new tonality in the national
environment. According to the author, this paréeubrm originally implied a compositional process
that incorporated the dynamic of a commercial sgdiased on private property, autonomous labor,
and the introduction of consumer products intaaadlas of social life. In other words, the classizet
had a critical realist flavor tailored to the cafigt order, translating this order into a libeidg¢ology
that concealed the founding matrix of this order.

Schwarz concludes that liberalism in Brazil wapexienced as a “misplaced idea,” a typically
farcical expression for a society on the periph&gther than deny this notion in favor of some
nationalistic affirmation supposedly more authentschwarz suggests that one should take into
consideration this particular configuration in thesthetic treatment in order to demonstrate more
effectively its contradictions and vicissitudes.cAding to the author, this was the great merit of
Machado de Assis. Schwarz’s thesis indicated aaicediscontent characteristic of intellectuals in

spaces that experienced modernity as a spuriouegsdhat came to them under the boot heels of



dependency. Moreover, this discontent is recognaetidialectically incorporated by the author, who
sees a relative advantage for the periphery inabiity to better discern the contradictions of
capitalism and liberalism at the heart of the Eesypworld. Note, for example, the author’s prage f

the great Russian novel, which he views as holdmegt affinities with the work of Machado de Assis.

He writes:

Also in Russia modernization lost itself in the iemsity of the land and social inertia, clashed
with the institution of serfdom and its remnants etash experienced as inferiority and source
of national shame by many, without the handicagiwig others a criteria for measuring the

madness of progressivism and individualism thatvitest imposed and imposes on the world”

(Schwarz, 1981: 23).

In another text, Schwarz (Schwarz, 1997) deepessahjument, distancing it from any
chauvinist program. In responding to the chargesuttural copying and the mimetic dimension of
Brazilian literary culture, Schwarz argues that thens of the debate are misplaced. Assuming the
possibility of reaching a national essence by mezinsome kind of progressive reduction of the
exterior would not only be a chimera, but also destiate an inability to comprehend the focal points
that link the Brazilian situation to the rest oétivorld. That is, Brazil is not a unique Other thah
simply invent from nothing its destiny. Brazil isd@pendent formation that shares deep ties with the
global capitalist dynamic. In other words, Braziligiscontent is not a native expression; it is a
peripheral manifestation of broader processes.

At first, this version of Marxism close to dependgitheory appears to exhaust itself in a vision
of the post-colonial problem too narrowly focused the concept of periphery. Nonetheless it is
important to recall here the affirmation of a distue position capable of thinking the modern in a

global and simultaneously decentered form, withdutthermore, reducing periphery to a mere



repository of the center. In this dialectic visidhe critique transcends the dualism and opens new
spaces of theoretical production, transforminggéephery into a critical geography, even if entadg

in the global dynamic. This movement helps Schwaravoid reducing the terms “universal” and
“local” into two unique and essential entities. @mporary scholars of post-colonialism experiereed
kind of ‘rediscovery’ of Schwarz’s work precisely account of these qualities (Brydon, 2001).

Despite the criticism he received in Brazil, Schei@formulations continue to serve as a nearly
obligatory reference in studies of Brazilian socthbught on account of the acuteness of his
characterization of the colonial translation of ttrodern. Not coincidentally, his work is often
associated with other classic studies undertakam f similar intellectual tradition, such as Antdni
Candido’s (Candido, 1975) work on the formationaohational literature in Brazil. More recently,
Bernardo Ricupero (Ricupero, 2004; 2008), a schafl&razilian political thought, reread this thesis
the context of a research program that endeavordetmde the political language of Brazilian
romanticism.

Ricupero (Ricupero, 2008) recuperates Schwarzigribution and associates the theme of
“misplaced ideas” with the problem of “formation®erral to Antdénio Candido’s sociology of
literature. With this critical move, Ricupero wishé underscore the singularity of the peripheral
condition and its aesthetics as well as the pddgibd think through the historical processes lnége
societies as key points for a critical theory aflidl capitalism. In other words, it is as if thendgnic of
“borrowing” that marks the ideological life of camies like Brazil produce a discursive space tkat i
more acute and capable of revealing forms thatnateparticular to those countries. As Ricupero
maintains, “(...) in this twist occurring on therjpdery of capitalism one could encounter the trofth
the capitalist center. Especially because muchhaftws concealed in the center can be revealetien t
periphery without much difficulty” (Ricupero, 20@%).

The discussion regarding the colonial aspect ofleruity has another rendering in Brazilian

social thinking associated with the investigatidrihe dualisms that have so marked classical Beawil



thought. In this regard, pairs such as “Real Brdzalgal Brazil” and “coastlands--hinterlands” are
investigated as typical modes of speaking aboutdlmtry and its differences from the modern world.
Included in this track are classic works such a&sdhsay by Wanderley Guilherme dos Santos (dos
Santos, 1967; 1970) as well as more recent stgdigls as that of Nisia Lima (Lima, 1999). Of special
note in the latter study is the manner in which &lo¢hor treats this duality as a way of seeing the
country, especially since the “hinterlands” thateege in classic Brazilian social thought are less a
defined geographical image than a way of speakinguiathe vicissitudes of the socio-historical
conditions of the country as a whole. That is, éhiera constitutive ambiguity in the language @& th
hinterlands, always oscillating between acclamati@i authenticity and condemnations for its
backwardness.

I would like to suggest, however, that this spataguage of dualities escapes a simple
reiteration of the nation as object, setting itsadf a form of social imagination over the modern,
generated as it was in conditions distinct fronsththat characterized the European experienca If o
the Old Continent the city and its objects were leus of theoretical imagination, in the case of
Brazil the language of the interior (treertdg became the mode of speaking about modernity.
Speaking with Mignolo, one could say that #ertdois a “space-in-between,” an epistemological
borderland from which intellectuals construct acdisive space that brings together colonialism,
nation and European civilization. This space becmere evident in eminently literary texts thatetak
as their raw material this world of tsertéa

In writings such as those by Willi Bolle (Bolle994-1995) and Heloisa Starling (Starling,
1999), thissertanejaliterary imagination and its universal criticaltpotial are interrogated through the
oeuvre of Guimarédes Rosa. In both instances angitddbeir differences, the investigation of Rosa’s
literary sertde—centered here on themes of violence, the peripdtgtires of popular culture, and the
possibilities of a social life in an order absem tlassic civic values—is the entrance to a bnoade

theoretical reflection on modernity’s detours imaBit. Bolle, for example, argues that Rosa’s fiatio



contributes to the mishmash between rural and urb@neby demonstrating how tkertdofunctions
just like this liminal space of discourse from whigre generated the critiques of the forms assibyed
modernity in Brazil.

In sociology, writings such as those by Jodo MMaia, 2008) develop the proximity of this
spatial language of Brazilian social thought witthey forms of imagination in extra-European
contexts, especially Russian. Their aim is to @ad#ntion to the theoretical potential of this iterralist
discursive space that unveils a world of objects fagures that do not enter into the classic thecak
narratives produced in the nineteenth-century ubaropean setting. To treat the land and space as
ways of seeing means showing that these categaresnot merely expressions of a geographic
determinism but instead ways of narrating socigbegience that do not fit into the sociological

metropolis (Carvalho, 1994).

Concluding Thoughts

As | have tried to show, there is a broad spaaiaddgue between Brazilian social thought and
post-colonial theory, especially if we take intosmleration the two main points of contact expldred
this article. This space does not exist at randarhrather derives from the very nature of reflaeton
Brazilian essayism that frequently approaches acpéar form of theorization based on a diagnogis o
the difficult adjustments between Brazil and thedpean world seen as the productive center of
modern reflection (Carvalho, 2006). There remaiowéver a potential obstacle for this dialogue to
overcome, one that also serves as a strong mativadr its realization. | refer here to the stabfishe
nation as object of thought in these theoreticalenses.

Scholars of post-colonialism commonly possess iacalr vision not only in relation to
nationalism but also of the political configuratiohmodern nation-states. As is evident in the iregd
of Chatterjee, these apparatus also convey a @blpolitical narrative that subsumes other possible

forms of political community to the classical thetical repertoire on sovereignty and power. On the



other hand, the construct of nation was also tlemdytheme that mobilized the classic Brazilian
thinkers and that, in some respects, still appeansotivate their contemporary interlocutors. Ilsrtha
fundamental discrepancy here?

In fact, contemporary intellectual work in theldieof Brazilian social thought does not limit
itself to a past tense reiteration of the histdrieams of the debate on nationality. In all of therks |
presented here it should be clear that there igrateavor to develop eontemporaryinterpretive
hermeneutic of Brazil that recognizes contradidiof social thought. The discussion on Iberianism,
for example, does not aim to better define the nmganf Brazilian identity, but to understand the
intellectual dynamics that governed our formation &xplore them from a present that harbors other
issues. In the case of Barboza Filho (Barboza FRI003), for instance, his examination of Iberiamis
aims to initiate a critical dialogue with contemair democratic theory, in particular with the
deliberative formulations of Habermas and his emhan proceduralism and neutrality in relation to
values. In this context Iberianism functions asheotetical alternative that allows the author to
rearrange the theoretical repertoire of politicdésce and question its supposed universality.

The debate about “misplaced ideas” also doesntend to create an archeology of ideas and
define their ‘proper’ place. That is, instead ofeatipting to define a matrix of supposedly more
authentically Brazilian ideas, this debate seek®date the tensions and contradictions of modgrnit
from a space where said tensions and contradictiarsfest themselves most acutely. In this sense,
studies of Brazilian social thought are intelle¢joarneys that begin at the frontier spaces ineddy
Mignolo. It is also with this sense in mind thatc®pero takes up Schwarz’s formulations of the
periphery as a critical site and not merely a aggion of the center. In other words, this critieadrk
also orients itself toward the metropolitan soegtiwhich means globalizing the discussion of the
Brazilian case without necessarily marking it aslence of a deviation from the norm.

This decentralized traffic emerging from the fienspaces of discourse has already been noted

in post-colonial production. In an article on tlgit, Mignolo (Mignolo, 1993) himself cites the wor



of Schwarz as an example of critical theory thainmizes with contemporary questions of post-
colonialism and underscores the productive, nonsiive dimensions of Latin-American thought in
relation to the central canon. In this sense, Beazsocial thought has much to offer global thedy
universe of images, narratives, and ways of seanegimportant pieces in the constitution of this
frontier space and its critical development.

The recent article by José Mauricio Domingues (Dwués, 2009) on the Latin-American
post-colonial program, for example, is a strongidatbr that the critique of colonial modernity
undertaken by Mignolo is too unilateral, overloakiras it does the complex Latin-American
dimensions of this phenomenon, in particular whéwed from a society such as Brazil's. This
dialogue can be greatly enriched by drawing upanesof the sources and foundations of the Brazilian
imagination from this contemporary discursive spatiee founding theme of this tradition is the
discussion on the ambivalences of modernity, Dom#sgs central thesis and his principal point of
disagreement with Mignolo.

The research agenda proposed here endeavoremngthen some of the suggested parameters
in order to frame this critical work in Braziliawaal thought and reinforce its theoretical dimensi
If realized, this dialogue can expand the universguestions directed at objects already considered
dead and buried, in addition to opening a comparatipace that decenters our own supposed

singularity.
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