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I ntroduction

Important changes of social models often corresgonainportant changes of political models. In Blazi
between the 1960s, marking the beginning of thé&amnjl dictatorship and the 1980s, times of traaaitio
democracy, we can observe a renewal not only optfiical models but also social models, includimgal
models. During the 1960s and 1970s, the exportaltmie @gronegdcioor agribusiness) takes bffelying

on the intense modernization of the activity: itam&nizes as it intensifies, it defines a new prédeand
technological profile as new working relationshif&noni and Lamarche 2001). The conditions of the
1980s, when the return to democracy allows voiogsse and social movements to emerge, mark angirni
point for the rural models. The critics of partthé society towards this productivist and modengznodel
open the space for alternative rural models (Wdagapud Zanoni and Lamarche 2001). That is when, for
instance, the famous landless movement ariseslamdscfor the small poor farmers, not only the asc®

land ownership, but also the renewal of the prexalgral model.

These claims occur in a key moment of politicalapggm shift, leading to the 1988 Federal Consbttuti
Thus, the democratic model opens the way to dityeasid begins to integrate all the specificitied &imges

of the Brazilian society, and especially these bmabr farmers. In this multiculturalist contextn a

! According to William Roseberry (1993), the modefmanges of the agriculture consists at the same tifn‘a

transformation of the landed regime, the introdarctdof cash crops, the investment of capital in@dire, the out-
migration of villagers, the urbanization or subumization of a village, or the adoption by villageys reproduction
strategies stressing fewer offspring”. In Bradiistagriculture model focuses on products suchogsos sugar cane
(essentially used for the ethanol manufacturing)
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ethnopolitical category of “communities of remna@Quilombolas arises. Thus, theQuilombolas
descendants of maroon slaves, can claim this affstatus and its respective rights. The Articleof&he
Federal Constitution stipulates that “For the remgaf Quilomboscommunities occupying the land [of
their ancestors] is recognized as having the defmownership, State to issue their respectivestit Thus,
these rural communities correspond to the enforoewiea legal-institutional model, setting bothriterial
(a bounded area characterized by an inalienablk® $émtus of collective ownership), cultural (rethte
kinship and identity criteria as well as aif@mbolaidentity and various representations of identia@sl
territories), ecological (according to resourcestay and specific uses), and sociopolitical boledgin
accordance with multiple organizations such &3uilombola community”, associations, religious
community, etc. linked to territorial organizatipn€urrently, Brazil has a hundred of tenured laimte
1995, comprising around 18Ruilombola communities. The trend is still increasing with edhan a
thousand current procedures for granting land &nwhich represents around 1200 rural communities

(CPISP 2010).

On the sidelines of the homogenization of a pradisttrural model on one hand and of urbanizatiod a
“desagrarianizatiorf’processes on the other hand, this social and aiteahative rural model highlights the
dynamics and future prospects of rural areas, fmamgng and adapting according to the conditions,
requirements and changes of the modern globalizatdwT herefore, focusing on a conceptual model, we
plan to examine adaptations’ specific mechanisnagsrandalities ofQuilombolarural populations and their
territories. Thus, we will try to determine repratlue abilities and understand how rural commusisach

as Quilombola ones succeed in maintaining themsedwnel adapting themselves to a big variety of iater

and external changes (frdmcal resource management to urbanization and rngkessures).

The case of the Quilombola community is particyladlevant. Based on a dual origin, as an old socio
cultural group and as a recent political and legé¢gory, th&uilombolacommunity presents very modern
issues. Characterized by both their local spetiand their inclusion into encompassing polifica

economical and social sets, this kind of rural camities is part of multi-scalar networks. In thantext, to

“This process has been point out by several authodifferent regions of the planet (Lamarche 198&fting 1993,
Mendras 1995, Abramovay 2000, Steward 2007, dtacpnsists of a disconnection between small fasiarelinood

and the agro-extractivist activities. Thus, theadgarianization is characterized by a diversifmatodf the activities
towards manufacturing and service sectors whiah laksd to changes in the livelihood and the socitucal identity of
this desagrarianized population
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what extent these territorial and socio-politicelaagements allov@Quilombolacommunities to cope with

external and internal pressures while seekingtisfgaew socio-economic expectations?

This paper is part of a research which will focus tavo Quilombola communities, located in fragile
ecosystems which are essential for the conservafibiodiversity. The goal will be to compare anthlyze
them in their specific local contexts. Abacitahe of the first which acquire@uilombolaland tenure status
(1999) is located in the Amazon, marginal regionBgs&zil, although in a central position inside the
Metropolitan Region of Belém (the capital of Patat&). On the other hand, Ivaporunduva&uilombola
community recently tenured (2003), belongs to aaiwef other communities in the Vale do Ribeira th
remote mountainous and costal area of Sdo PaubzilBrflagship stat§Map 1) Thus, the comparison
would be useful to highlight (or not) Quilombolaspecificity within the setting of different positis and

contexts.

e y Abacatals
. QiilombolaCommiunity

X

gleeiem.

o)
R aulin

++ Demarcation line  between
f Brazilian peripheries (¢ ) and
centers (<)

. State capital

& Quilombola community

Map 1: Localization of Quilombola Fields. A Dual Center/Periphery Situation.Designed by Céline

Raimbert. Source : Google Earth, 2011.

% This community has been the subject of field resegSeptember — December 2008) whose results njpeay
master's dissertation submitted in June 2009.
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This paper consists of a conceptual theoreticalragmih and methodological reflection, using the
Institutional Analysis and Development (IAD) andc&d-Ecological System (SES) Frameworks (Ostrom,
2005) and combining it with sociological and gegipiaal theories and concepts. Thus, we will focushe
conceptual implications of adaption’s abilities aegroduction oQuilombolacommunities. As a complex
process, we will assume that the adaptation’staslirely both on the structures and dynamics odlru
communities, conceived as an evolutionary layousasfial and territorial systems and sub-systemsevhe
the Collective Action can express itself. Referriogand adapting the SES Framework, we will try to
understand how we can consid@uilombolacommunities as Social Territorial Systems whichoiue
interaction of the Community and the Families, fresritories and the Micro-Territories. Then, we lwil
discuss our methodological strategy, proposingpaesentation of the Temporal Dynamics@iilombola
Social Territorial Systems. There, we will emphasaibove all the key role of the Collective Actiardats
mechanisms. Finally, to complete these concepiughinaethodological assumptions, we will illustratéy
analyzing a concrete case, based on previous figldwesearches in th@uilombola community of

Abacatal.

1. Quilombola Communities as Social Territorial Systers: A Conceptual Context.

A. Complexities of the Rural Reproduction Procassthe SES approach.

Our first assumption is that the rural reproductimplies a complex process: multi-level as wellnas-
linear, systemic as well as dynamic. The multipficdof the variables to be considered to analyze the
adaptation’s abilities of rural areas invites togider them as complex systems. A myriad of local a
global characteristics interweaves, in order toegate a resilient rural environment. These charigtits
may be of different natures: socio-demographidjtintgonal or economical-environmental. Therefangral
systems, such aQuilombola communities, appear as articulated sets of relgliips and interactions at
various spatial (from global to micro-local) andnjgoral scales (evolutionary perspective). The r@pcove

process is based on multiple mechanisms, sometidiesyncratic, sometimes generic. Dynamic and
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flexible, each rural system is characterized by list local peculiarities and its inclusion intacempassing

sets.

As systemic and complex, thf@uilombolarural areas can be conceived as “Social Ecologigatems”.
According to Elinor Ostrom, “the SESs are composkthultiple subsystems and internal variables wwithi
these subsystems at multiple levels analogousganisms composed of organs, organs of tissuegefissf
cells, cells of proteins, etc.” (Ostrom 2009:41IB)is approach, by emphasizing the relationshipa/éen a
local system and encompassing situations and poakogsis a more complete and multi-scalar analgsis

the reproductive processes and transformationgraf systems.

In accordance with this framework, we propose tasater theQuilombolacommunity as a nesting of
dynamic systems and sub-systems, whose adaptatibititees depend upon an on-going arrangementsof i
parts. Furthermore, these different parts are eotlgtand interdependently interacting at differtvels,
adapting and recomposing according to changin@titas over time. In this context, we assume that t
rural reproduction oQuilombolacommunities is based on a perpetual adaptationsegs, depending upon
two types of flexible sub-systems: social systenttarritorial systems, giving rise, by their irgtetion, to a
relevant system that we can define by its capdoitycollective action and adaptation. These systéms
turn, are formed by many sub-systems: a commumityy @nd its territories as well as kinship and ilgm
groups and their respective micro-territories. Bath which could be further disaggregated to more

individual levels.

B. Adapting the structure of the SES: the hyposhefsa dual movement.

So, we argue that the first systems base on a digamic of the collectivity and the individual, the
community and the famify as the basic social unit of rural group (Kohl®0@&). We will combine this
approach with Denis Segrestin’'s theoretical modtgfestin 1980) about Communities of Collective
Action, which he develops in the context of profesal mobilization. Thus, Segrestin collates a “Cate

Community” and a “Community of Reference”. The dattas a multidimensional basic unit, takes the

* By family, we mean groups of individuals boundrewl or imagined kinship. Indeed, the kinship camebiat blood
ties and shared ancestrality with shared histodyratations of solidarity and reciprocity. Thusnhily is a multi-scalar
concept which could represent a whole communityw@lsas a household. In our analysis, we considerfamily as an
expanded domestic nucleus.
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features of the family nuclei, grouped around commalues and interests. The former, the “Commuoiity
Reference”, both more abstract and less complexeap as a political institution of action, molehlizin
specific situations (like Threat Situations). lduees the community to its fundamental and idechigi
dimensions. In th&uilombolacase, it would be an organization which bearsrcéea strong messages
around theQuilombolaidentity and does not take into account all theediities and complexities of the
“Concrete Community’. The “Community of Referencsérves as a showcase for the “Concrete

Community”. It is its spokesperson, particularlgifag the encompassing society and institutions.

We will question the dynamics of interdependencevben the collective “reference” and the “concrete
family units”. How can we explain the predominarmafethe Community or the Family dynamics into the
rural system? Does merely the concern with ecoralinmiderests give more weight to the Family dynamic
and political ones to the Community dynamics? Dibesmechanism depend only upon individual feas an
threats which require collective reaction and ast®Or are there also any structural effects ostdoent
characteristics, especially linked to th@uilombolastatus? But to answer these questions, we needdirs

take into account the other side of the Communysté&ns: the Territorial Systems.

We will consider them in the way of the social andtural geography of Jean Gallais (1976), Joél
Bonnemaison (1981) and Guy Di Méo (2005) as améitabnd flexible. They are characterized by a
diversity of Community Territories (resources t@mies, socio-cultural territories and institutibna
territories, all governed by laws, rules and normsyl Micro-Territories (Raimbert, 2009). These mHcr
territories can be considered as territorial subhsifined by specific functions, both socio-poétjc

economic or ecological. They are also closely dasedt with family/kinship systems.

All these territories are characterized by gradeagnidaries (Ellen 1991This notion defends a conception of
boundaries as lines defining interactions at diffier levels of intensity and at different scales of
inclusiveness. Thus, it allows to conceive “sysfamd ecosystem) (...) less in terms of absolute isutate
boundaries than in terms of centers, peripheriessamuctural focus” (Ellen 1991: 192). Thus, thedgd
boundaries define a systemic vision of spaces atatactions such as a dynamic approach of theslimit
conceived as reactive and capable of adaptatiothisncontext, different Territories and Micro-Tiesries

can overlap and design numerous family, instit@tioor economic networks, depending upon adopted
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perspectives and considered situations. Thus,gbiy out the adaptation abilities of the rural coamity as

a whole.

This territorial approach would be one of the sfigties of our analysis. It helps to draw attentio the key
role of the territory and its dynamics for the ursiending of the “Social Ecological Systems” and
Quilombola communities’ trajectories. Indeed, the concepttafitory (Di Méo and Buléon, 2005,
Haesbaert, 2007) highlights the consubstantiaktiyvben societies and spaces, showing how sociapgro
occupy, use, inhabit, belong to and/or depend upany spaces. In this context, the balance of tingcey

is necessary for the balance of the social growmg, a fortiori for rural groups such aQuilombola
communities, for whom agriculture represents ndy @m essential economic value but also a socidl an
cultural one. So, we consider that territorial m®ses — such as local integration, internal comfdhe
boundaries, symbolic appropriations or landown@rshsupport the “Social Ecological System’s adamat
Finally, we would propose to expand the ecologisglect of this system to a territorial perspeciiveyhich
may merge biological and social (socio-cultural adentity representations) issues of the envirortmen
resources and ecology. In this perspective, theigb&cological System” could become a Social Terial
System Figure 1) in which Society and Territories interact to createaning and coherence. So, while the
Social Ecological System proposes a model for tgamzation and management of the resources, tbialSo
Territorial System try to extend the analysis te thiganization and management of the whole communit
This figure represents the Social Territorial Sgstbased on SES Framework’s figure, with its biacand

bi-dimensional characteristits

® Nevertheless, as an adaptation of the SES MdaeBocial Territorial System presents real diffeesn especially
because of the passage from ecological to temltdimensions. Therefore, we can notice a reat Bhthe scale of
analysis, for instance, between Resources UnitsMierritories (which would include various Resaukdnits).
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Figure 1 Configuration of the Social Territorial System: An adaptation of the Social
Ecological System (SES) FrameworkSource: Céline Raimbert. Adapted from McGinnis 2010
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C. A Reproductive Relevant Community and the Kdg BibCollective Action for Society and

Territories.

Finally, the intersection of social and territorisystems and sub-systems can be captured by a third
conceptual device: the “Relevant Community”. Thiefevant Community” thrives on the aforementioned
elements as much as it strengthens them. Indeedntérdependency between the “Relevant Community”
on the one hand and the “Concrete Community”, tBemMimunity of Reference” and their respective
territories on the other hand is strong. While‘tRelevant Community” base on the “Concrete Comnyinit
and the “Community of Reference”, those ones needRelevant Community” to sustain themselves. This
“‘Relevant Community” and its territories are desiggd as a hybrid formed of the “Community of
Reference” and the “Concrete Community and the Coniiy Territories and the Micro-Territories. Thus

they represent the balancing point of Qailombolasystem, in other words the key of the adaptation’s

ability and the reproduction basis.

Thus, our assumption is that these “Relevant Conityiuanable to generate the Collective Action, then
considered as the instrument of the adaptationtla@dnatrix of the rural reproduction. In this redjawe
argue that the Collective Action creates cohedimm) a social as well as territorial perspectivee Wopose
to treat it as the vehicle for the organizatiorpebple and spaces in the broadest sense. Frordia goint

of view, Collective Action could appear as the catnef the community system, by creating a unity of
interests and identity. So it bases, among otloers, profound reciprocity to confront external attans and
internal pressures. As the collective mobilizatir@mnforces the social cohesion inside the groumlst
generates differentiation processes with regattie¢mutside. The mechanisms of Collective Actiorrafe

in the territories in a similar way, consistingessally of a control of the boundaries, resultorga stronger
territorial cohesion. Thus, the differentiationnist only social, but also territorial (Barth 199Protecting
their territories, the&Quilombolasare preserving their social unity and vice vefidaese phenomena lead us
to pay a particular attention to boundaries, thedanings and their roles in the rural reproductiorcess,

assuming that effective, even flexible, boundafidsifferent natures) are the results of CollegtAction.

Now that we have outlined a framework to studyrtir@l adaptation processesQuilombolacommunities,
the challenge is to design a methodological styafeg the analysis and assessment of Social-Teaito

Dynamics in theQuilombolacase.
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2. Temporal Dynamics in Social Territorial Systems. Elements for a Methodological

Strategy.

We will illustrate this methodological strategy withe help of a diagranfrigure 2 which highlights at the
same time the dynamic, systemic and multi-scalaragtteristics of the rural reproduction as we civecs.
Based on the temporal axis Qfiilombolarural community, this theoretical diagram showsuacession of
disturbances and regulations of the Social Teratdystem. Thus, the tension between the Famity an
Community Efforts — and its territorial implicatisn-, by generating a Collective Action, develops th

adaptation’s skills of the rural community, andtsdalance and reproduction.

We suggest that the Social Territorial System isagiyic and owes its durability to the Action. Buit tlae
same time, the Social Territorial System needsep d®cial and territorial rooting in order to geaterthe
Action. So, we consider the Collective Action netaaseries of isolated and purely reactive ev&ggrestin
1980) but as complex Social and Territorial meckm@si inherent in the Social Territorial System. This
assertion doesn’'t mean that strategic and ratiowantives don't exist, but that they can’t explaie
complete Collective Action process, which also base structural elements. Thus, we choose to disih

two kinds of Action variables: some situationak thther structural.

First, the situational variables change very oftmtording to each particular situation the rummhmunity
has to face over time. In most cases, we consiuar they are defined by a Threat for the all rural
community. The Threat could be assimilated to all&Ctve Action Problem” or a “Social Dilemma”. So
considered as a lack of cooperation (Ostrom 200&¢d®eet al. 2010), the Threat undermines the cohesion
of the QuilombolaSaocial Territorial System. The individual concemsrease in a critical way and, therein,
a disturbance appears either in the social ortee@l organization of the system. Then, the Fargifforts

(or individual concerns) takes over the CommunitfpiEs. In these situations, we can, for instaradeserve
cases of free-riding or other kind of lack of cotlee behaviors or interests which threaten thele/social

and/or territorial structures.
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Thus, the line of the diagram represents the CiliecAction Efforts which fluctuates between the
Community and Family forces and structures. Obviguke line just expresses a trend and makes @kpli
what is prominent (between Community and FamilyoE§) for each situation and at each time of the
evolution of the Social Territorial System. Sosthine as well as the whole diagram does not ihistthe
total reality of the Social Territorial System. Rat, it consists of diverse Family and CommunitfoEfas
well as many Threats leading to multiple Actionu8ttons at the same time. It explains the Collectiv
Action Effort, and so the layout of Community andnfilly Dynamics, for one expression of the rural
reproduction, its catalysts and its obstacles. Afethus imagine that many diagrams and many linakic

juxtapose and then represent all the evolutiorefQuilombolaSocial Territorial System.

Next, we assume that, at least in most of the caBescommunity crisis situation created by thei&oc
Dilemma leads to an Action Situation. We considher Action Situation as a Reaction to a Threat,adbsa,

as the results of the structural forces inhererthen Social Territorial System. Thus, the Actionu8tion
depends at the same time upon situational andtstaliocvariables. While the situational variables a&ery
flexible and change, sometimes radically, in acanog with each particular context, the structuaaiables
concern the fundamental basis of the Action. Theyp a set of essential and characteristic elenudritse
QuilombolaSocial Territorial System. We don’'t mean that éh&sds of variables never change, but that
they don’t change easily. Indeed, little influendgdspecific contexts, they appear very stable tomg-run

and their transformations are small and withoutdrtgmt rupture.
In addition with these two variables, we can pot other layout of relevant factors to be congder

(a) Multi-scalar variables which distinguish exogenauml endogenous factors as well as micro-local,

local and global levels;

(b) A set of thematic variables. Indeed, as demoresirat the IAD Framework the causalities of the
Action Situation are divided between Biophysicaln@itions, Attributes of the Community and
Rules-in-Use, we choose to differentiate three lamypes of relevant causal variables : socio-
demographic ones which encompass the populatie@csps well as the social and cultural features
of the QuilombolaSocial Territorial System; institutional ones whicontain the rules and norms
issues either in the social and territorial orgatian; finally eco-environmental ones, including th

guestions of activities, resources managementrandrelationships with the ecosystem.
11
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As the IAD Framework describes it, the Action Siioa leads to some Outcomes. This moment is
characterized by an increase of the communicatemarding information about the current situatismeel|

as feedbacks from past experiences. In the idedltfaus, successful) theory, we assume that theohats
are positive and resolve the Social Dilemma. Tleeyllto the regulation of tii@uilombolaSocial Territorial
System, that is to say a re-balancing between #éineilfF and the Community Efforts and a strengtherifg

the Relevant Community and Territory.

However, as a dynamic and evolutionary system, rétisalancing is temporary. Indeed, we could assume
that the disappearance of the Threat, after a yilelead to a situation of confidence and lovedgertness
among the Community, and thus a loosening of ther@onity ties and a stronger focus on Families. The
basic unit changes and could lead to a criticaghold where the decrease of the Community Effogans

a decrease of monitoring and sanctioning, in otherds, a loss of the legitimacy of the Community of

Reference. Again, it may appear a new Threat, arfdréh.

In fine, these movements seem to describe the breathitigeatiral community and its adaptation’s ability
and allow its reproduction. Thus, we consider thatnot only the Action Situation and the Outcawehich
explain the rural reproduction, but much more theole process, including, in the same way, the
Community and Family Efforts. They enable, together balance and stabilize th@uilombola Social
Territorial System. So, we argue that the ruralradpction process consists in an unceasing game of
regulation and deregulation, a constant re-balgnointhe Concrete Community and the Community of

Reference, of the Micro-Territories and the Comrtwierritories.

12
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3. Implementation of the Methodological Strategy of the Cycle of the Action.

[llustrating with a field example.

After having discussed the methodological stratefgthe rural adaptation of tH@uilombolaSocial
Territorial Systems, we propose to illustrate itd®scribing with more details a concrete case. s w
noticed before, the diagram could be multiple, beeaifferent situations could occur and develop at
the same time for a sanf@uilombolacommunity. Thus, we will expand here the questbrihe
territorial control in theQuilombola community of Abacatal in the Brazilian AmazoRigure 3.
Abacatal is a community of about 70 families, egiag over some 650 acres. Located at 7.5 miles
from Belém, capital of Pard State and at only 4esnfrom Ananindeua, other city included in the
Metropolitan Region, the rural community is onettud first to be tenured in 1999. This tenure is the
result of a strong claim of Abacatal’'s inhabitamto passed through a long and suffering land
conflict. Indeed, since 1957 gaileiro® posed a threat to Abacatal’s inhabitants and #peices of life
(Acevedo and Castro 2004). By issuing a decreelepally took possession of the spaces long
inhabited by the black farmers. But the conflictéme really extensive some years later (1980s —
1990s) when he decided to sell the land to a fiemfRio de Janeiro. Then, while thgleiro let the
farmers stay and cultivate according to a seveséery of sharecropping, the firm would no longer
tolerate their presence and claim their expulsidius, we could consider this contentious situaéisn

the first Threat (T.1) for the rural community ob&catal.

® Grileiro is the Portuguese term used for those who illgdalkified documents to become the rightful owner
of vacant or without tenure land.
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Figure 3: Temporal Dynamics of the Social Territoral System of the Quilombola
Community of Abacatal. Focus on the issue of the métorial control . Source: Céline
Raimbert.

Threat 1: A free-riding which leads to a land conflict.

The origin of the Threat bases on a case of S@ilamma: a free-riding. Thigrileiro, welcomed a
few years before by the locals, eventually abules trust in dispossessing them of their own land.
Thus, this loss of control over their territory ates a strong deregulation of the all Social Teniet
System, in other word a long and violent land dohfDuring this time, many houses and crops are
looted and some farmers are threatened with d&hts.critical situation could cause a collapsehef t
rural community, due to the dissolution of its itenies perceived as resources and living spaces.
Thus, depending upon the correlation of a spebiith local and global situation on the one hand and
structural characteristics of the Social Territb8gistem on the other hand, a Reactian,an Action
Situation appears, based on the claim of a newoptilitical category : th€uilombolaidentity and

its added territorial and social rights.

15



CAUSAL VARIABLES*
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—
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Black Movement) and rural (M.S.T. -
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populations’ rights.
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gathering and they claim it;

areas
|
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A frightened rural community threatengd
with expulsion and sometimes death.

I ngtitutional factors
Existence of an organized
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with, for instancemutirdes(collective tasks).

cathol|q

Eco-environmental factors
Area of tropical forest and rivers, which gi\
good conditions for agriculture, gathering
fishing and hunting.
Resources are necessary to the |Ig
subsistence and economy based on maifi

M

(@)

I ngtitutional factors
Broad context of democratization i
Brazil and in all Latin America, which
leads to many measures such as:
Federal Constitution of 1988 whic
supports the implementation of
multiculturalist policy, a new model o
society is declared, based on social g
cultural diversity.
Article 68 (1988) which marks the
creation of theQuilombola category,
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rights to descendant of Black slavg
organized iMQuilombos
The 1990s mark the effective beginnir
of tenure process and so, creation
recognizedQuilombolacommunities.

=)
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growing, acai collect, production of charcod|

and stones extraction.

Existence of manioc fields and many
productive projects such as fish and chicke
farming. Most of them were pillaged. -
A no bounded and no tenured territofy
threatened with dismantlement.

Eco-environmental factors
Fragile ecosystem of the Amazonig
Forest, included in an area more a
more urbanized. It leads to a growir]
pressure on lands.
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Table 1: The Action Arena 1: Tenure and acquisitio of the Quilombola status in
Abacatal, 1999 Source: Céline Raimbert. Adapted from McGinnis (B01

|
|
ACTION SITUATIONS
> Quilombola claim: >
struggling to obtain . _' INTERACTIONS
specific territorial and R
social rights.
&
SUB-ACTION
| SITUATIONS
*
' EVALUATIVE
E CRITERIA
OUTCOMES
Acquisition of the Quilombola status (1999):
- Land tenure: the inalienable, imprescriptible antsaizable
collective ownership (Santilli 2005)
- Social rights about citizenship, education andtheal
Sustainability of thelocal rural community
From both socio-demographic, cultural, institutipnaconomical,
enironmental an territorial points of view

*in blue: situational variables
in red: structural variables
Nota bene: A variable, situational at the time

its eruption could become structural ong

established. Indeed, variables are defined in
evolutionaryv perspectivi

e
an

16



ICARUS Il : Climate Vulnerability and AdaptatiodMarginal Peoples and Environments. May 2011

Action Situation and Outcomes 1: The tenure and the acquisition of fQeilombolastatus

We present the detailed Action Arena in the TahleTlere, we can distinguish a main Action

Situation formed of many sub-Action Situations,iwdifferent types of strategies.

The institutional strategies, first, base on th@lementation of a clear “Community of Reference”,
which would enable the rural community to organizeide and to have a public arena to express
itself outside. Thus, Abacatal develops a leadprshho appears as the spokesperson for the rural
community. Its relationships with a broad network social and religious organizations are
intensifying a lot. Abacatal receives the activepmut of the CEDENPA, Center of Study and
Defense of Para’s Black Population, the CPT, Pak@ommission of the Land and tiSagrada
Familia, Ananindeua’s parish. In addition with this newiinagsm, in 1988, Abacatal creates its own
institutional expression: the Association of thldhitants of Abacatal-Aurd, which gives an official
framework to the rural community and structuregtao$ rules and norms which defines other kind of

socio-demographic and eco-environmental strategies.

The socio-demographic strategies, based on theciéCommunity”, above all focus on exclusion
rules and norms. They set out specific criteria hoe settlement in the community area. The
installation of newcomers, generally already knows,governed by very restrictive conditions:
known rural workers and public technicians, frieraisrelations of Abacatal’'s inhabitants. These
conditions respond to a strategic intent of Abdsatahabitants and are effective only for the pdri

of important disorder. Moreover, kinship norms amenfirmed and regulate the conditions of
residence and land and resources uses in thecamahunity. OnlyQuilombolasand their relatives

can live in Abacatal. Besides highlighting the farmeéntal role of family values, this point brings ou
the strategic thinking of Abacatal’'s inhabitantsveall as their ability to learn from experiences.
Indeed, the setting of stricter rules seems toamdpo the past experimentation of free-riding,

henceforth perceived as the consequence of pewsiigss towards newcomers

As for the eco-environmental strategies, they dsdbnfocus on the territories: Community

Territories as well as Micro-Territories. Thus, teosger control of territories is operated: while a
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barrier is installed to prevent the intrusion ofligerents and looters, families gather on a small
portion of territory and unite to promote solidgriand reciprocity. We can also observe the
beginnings of a territorial organization. The Conmity Territory is divided in plots of equal area fo

each family. It represents a private resourcekdtuat each family can use. Furthermore, a laybut o
Micro-Territories appears: territories could beidedl by their own functions and positions. We can
distinguish, central micro-territories where aran@@ntrated the political and symbolic functions as
well as the residence @uilombolaheirs and peripheral territories, living and workilands of the

more or less recent newcomers.
Transition between Action Situation 1 & 2.

This transition from a regulation moment to a raigturbance is the results of the confidence with t
new situation. Now they have obtained the guaraotdbeir citizen and territorial rights, they have
less pressure on their territorial and more sostiability. Therefore, it seems that the families ar
more concentrated on their own household, their plot their own economy. The monitoring and
sanctioning mechanisms still exist but in a weakay, especially as regards the regulation of the

relationships with the community encompassing emvitent. A new threat eventually appears.
Threat 2: Urban pressures.

The position of theQuilombolacommunity puts on her a stronger and stronger upsassure, in a
context of global urbanization. Indeed, the cittill getting closer, appears as an intrusion for
Abacatal’s inhabitanfs. This perception of an increasing and threatenirigan proximity has
different aspects. First, it takes the features oérritorial pressure due to the urban growthhef t
Metropolitan Region of Belém. Thus urbanized arages gaining ground, like the recent slum of

Aurd, settled along the way to Abacatal, located rigles awayMap 2).

" All the assertions about the representations @ndeptions of urban areas are the results of dviimk based
on a series of questionnaires, interviews and @patint observation. The conclusions of this workilddbe
found in my Master’s Dissertation (Raimbert 2009).
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. Benevides

Growing Urban Areas - River System: A Barrier to Urban Growth

] ' State APA of Belém : A Pressured —— Road System: Axis of Urban Growth
ety Conservation Unit

- Quilombola Community of Abacatal N Urbah Presstires

Map 2: Urban Pressures on AbacatalQuilombola Community. Source : Céline Raimbert. Google
Earth 2011. Created with Adobe lIllustrator CS.

Moreover, freely accessible with the decrease ahbaries control, Abacatal is gradually invested by
city dwellers who come there to enjoy the waterwagd the quiet of the countryside. Therefore,
visits by foreigners are increasingly numerous gquie unpopular with the locals. The rejection of
the city reaches its peak following violent eveiniside the rural community such as robberies with
sequestration and murder. In this context, for hvelombolas the dangerous city groups all the
clichés of violence and uproar. The pressure i3 s¢&io-cultural and has the effect of transforming
some aspects of the livelihood. This adaptatiothéourban models is sometimes perceived as a loss
of reference points and leads to fear of fadinghefQuilombolaidentity, guarantor of the territorial
and social rights. Finally, these fears, real oadgimed, would initiate a Reaction of Abacatal’'s

inhabitants.
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Action Situation & Outcomes 2: Community withdrawal to the territorial and socialural

boundaries. (Table 2)

This broad objective is reached thanks to one raaiion which involves the installation of a large
barrier at the main entrance of tilombolacommunity and the creation of rautirdo system

responsible for overseeing the comings and goiilygys closed and locked, the barrier is only open
to community members. Before crossing the gatesidoers must identify themselves and justify
their entry into Abacatal. The barrier presentslitas a barricade against the outside (includityg c

and its potential dangers. It collects all the gadé theQuilombolasand is the subject of a genuine
consensus within the community. Thus, the barrgersupported by a Barrier Committee. This
important organization, responding to a Communite rinvolves all the men of Abacatal (18 to 60

years) who takes turns keeping monitoring the reatnance of th@uilombolacommunity.

Finally, this set of Action Situations results fretprotection of physical and symbolic boundaries o
the Quilombolacommunity, which operates as a process of diffeatab. Indeed, insofar as this
differentiation offers them both an independentitteny and an own place in the Brazilian national
society based on an intrinsic diversity (Ribeir®@3p theQuilombolaidentity is fiercely preserved

and defended by Abacatal’s inhabitants. Thus, itbatgon is regulated but for how long?

This diagram represents a way to observe and anahe former and new evolutions of the rural
communities. Based on a set of variables, it tiaeslentify relevant factors which could explaireth
success of each Action Situation and so the rufaptation and reproduction of tliguilombola
community. In our example, we have chosen to laistthe evolution of the territorial organization
in Abacatal, from the long conflict. But we could@ develop some other kind of evolutions of the
rural community such as the evolution of the at#si (by examining the uses of resources, the
intensification of the agricultural activities, tHevel dependency on the resources, the level of
predation of the agro-extractivist activities, tiveight of other sources of income, etc.) or the
demographic formation (the size of the communihg distribution by age and sex, the cultural

features and weight of the kinship, the level dirdiéive and temporary migrations, etc.)
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I . . .
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growing,acaicollect, production of charcoal. i Intensificat.ion of the |
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Table 2: The Action Arena 2: Community Withdrawal to the Territorial and 21
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Conclusion

Postulating the complexities and the dynamics ef tlral adaptation, we choose to consider the
Quilombolacommunities as a nesting of systems and sub-systdm® precisely, we assume the
predominance of a dual and multi-scalar interactadhCommunity structures and Territories
arrangements, generating Collective Action conabiae an adaptation’s ability, and so the basis of
the rural reproduction. As a regulatory mechaniSwilective Action enables the balance of Families
and Community interactions as well as Micro-Terige and Community Territories overlapping,
depending at the same time upon endogenous ancroig factors. Thus, this conception of the
Quilombola community underlines its adaptation’s abilitiesistained reciprocally by social and
territorial elements. Thanks to some structuralasigics and flexibility and situational strategidse t
Quilombolacommunity may manage to respond to local and globahges, to internal and external
pressures. We then have tried in the second and plairts of this paper to make explicit these
theoretical elements, proposing a methodologicehteyy to highlight these dynamics in an
evolutionary perspective. Thus, we choose to stracthe dynamics according to a triple situational
movement of Threat-Action Situation-Outcomes, @lspported by some constituent factors. Now we
have summed up these theoretical and methodolaglieaégies, we will need to test it with field aat

and then, make the necessary adjustments.

In this respect, the next step will be to think abmethodological tools which would enable to
answer questions such as: How can we evaluate dhenfDnity and Family Efforts? What are the
interactions between Families and Community angt #pecificities and relevance at each time? How
can we identify the key moments of Threat and Act®ituation? How can we anticipate the next

Threats and next Action Situations?

This fieldwork will base on a comparative analysistwo Quilombola communities in different
contexts, in order to point out the relevant cawsalables for a ruraQuilombolacommunity to
reproduce itself. Thus, this is to confront the bgeneity of a specific category with the
heterogeneity of socio-political and cultural sttoas. Indeed, Quilombola communities are

characterized by this dual aspect: a diversityamfal elements included in the unity of a stable
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institutional frame Quilombolacategorization establishes at the same time tdaiitsocio-cultural
and institutional stabilities and boundaries: tlodlective and inalienable ownership of a land, a
specific and recognized identity which givesoilombolassocial and economical advantages and an
institutional structure able to express and defibiedt own interests on the public arena. At theesam
time, eachQuilombolacommunity is different (Almeida 1989, Boyer, oranemunication), formed
by its own history, its own social and cultural isasts own set of rules and norms as well as its
regional environment. In this context, what is twe of each of these elements, the global
categorization and the local specificities? Whioh the most decisive factors between institutiamal
local determinants to explain and sustain the meptoduction ofQuilombolacommunities? While
the conclusions of the Duramaz research proyi@e Tourneau Droulers 2011) shows that “local
reality must be taken into account and not adnrittise and cultural labels”, what abdQtiilombola
communities? Are only the local specificities tlaicidate the question of the sustainability isstie
the Quilombolacommunities? Could not we think that the categtinzadoes also play a role in this

process? (French 2004).

8 Duramaz (2007-2010) is a French Research Progamied out by the CNRS (National Center of the
Scientific Research, France), the IRD (Institute Beevelopment Research, France) and the CDS (Ceffiter
Sustainable Development, University of Brasilia,aéll). Its main objective is to define the geogiiaph
demographic and socio-economic determinants obtistainable development in the Brazilian AmazorusTh
they chose to analyze different experiences ofagumble development (payment for environmentalisesy
different kinds of reserves, indigenous territori#s.) in different ecological contexts (deforestedas, arc of
deforestation, isolated areas) and activities 8dna (commercial agriculture, small agriculturetractivism,
tertiary activities).
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