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Abstract

This thesis explores the images and representadioAmazonia as a tropical rain forest, and
how they influence the way people tend to pictine area. Shaped through trajectories of
history, national expansion and environmentalisnesé images comes into being through
actions; the way the Brazilian state and develogroeganisations have established projects
in the area. Having been described as an unintiihi@pical rain forest, only inhabited by
the pristine Amerindians, the non-indigenous pérthe population has become invisible in
these representations. My fieldwork was carriediown island community outside Belém,
the provincial capital of Par4, and explores theowece management the local islanders
practiced in their livelihoods. Combining spherdsudban, rural, traditional and modern
aspects, the islanders carried out their livelircoad small-scale, multi-use strategies
combining different sectors, and as | argue throughmy thesis, in sustainable manners.
They were modern resource managers; taking advaoftatye local knowledge of their given
landscape. Working with a local women’s movemenhceoned with acknowledging
women’s participation in agricultural livelihoodsaxe me insight in women’s role in
livelihood activities. The way modern and traditdbrknowledge and techniques were
combined proved local communities in Amazonia toirbportant in relation to sustainable

development projects, and should be included irotleearching image of Amazonia.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

Belém, the “the big apple” in the middle of the Aomian rainforest, feels like a
metropolitan city and a peripheral place at the satime. When | was flying in, | could see
nothing but a green landscape stretched out tolithés of my vision. It looks like a big,
green ocean of trees and brown rivers, and | realihow big the Amazon really is. Suddenly,
as if | had a hallucination, an enormous city appeatretching out in the middle of the green
ocean. Skyscrapers are rising up, with a frontlneeninding me of the New York skyline.
“What does this city do in the middle of the jurigke my first thought, and as the plane
comes nearer the city grows. It is huge, contindumgher on with many municipalities. This
large city is where | start off from, where | amirtp my fieldwork exploring the images of
Amazonia, and the particular mixture of modern aratlitional, urban and rural spaces.
Belém is and an important city linking the moreeiidr parts of Amazonia with the rest of
Brazil. It is a metropolitan city with skyscrapeshopping malls, urban architecture and a
huge network of roads, but it is also an “Amazofiiglace, and part of the natural

landscape of the Amazon.

As many anthropologists before me, | was goingdulare the vast landscape of Amazdnia
Even though | was prepared for the possibility thie“ Amazon” not being what | imagined;
my own images and perceptions of the area had bd¥krenced and fed to me through
campaigns and narratives, | still could not helsetfygetting carried away while flying in. |
was not planning to do a “classical” anthropologiteldwork living with an Amerindian
“tribe” deep in the rainforest, as many picturedewh told them | was going to Amazonia.
Rather, | was going to study the modern Amazorha, forces and influences creating the
constructed images of the contested area, and hesetimages overlooked the complex
social landscape of the present Amazonia. It miighgeneralising to take an area covering
around 7 million square metres (CDEA 1992), witrers, flooded - and firm land, stretched

over several states and countries, and use the ffamezonia”’ to talk about the whole area.

>When | refer to “Amazonia” | mean the Legal AmazifrBrazil (Amazonia Legalwhich also is a socio-
geographic division in Brazil (CDEA, 1992).



That being said, authors mostly use the name Amazwhen referring to specific areas
inside the Legal Amazon of Brazil. My own fieldworkas concentrated on the island of
Cotijuba, a one hour journey from Belém, the camifaPara in Northern Brazil (and part of
the Legal Amazon of Brazil). Nevertheless, whendieg and speaking about Amazonia,
there seemed to be a way of both having a regiiestity (Paraensefrom Para), and a
notion of being Amazonian. This notion of beingaatpf Amazonia seemed to be important
in Belém and at the island | studied, so | will tone to use this way of speaking about the
people and the area. With that in mind, every pladdifferent and an island community in
Belem is not the same as a rural community in Marfauthe Amazon state). | cannot say my
findings can be generalised to every community withmazonia, but | will connect it with
some larger framework of ideas, images and ther@mwiental forces at stake in Amazonia

today.

Argument
A central argument of this thesis is that the nta@a@sn image of Amazonia has presented the

area as a tropical rainforest built upon the “westeorld’s expectation of “the exotic other”.
With these images, the complexity of the sociatltarape is overlooked, as large parts of the
population become invisible (Nugent 1993). My tkefgicuses on this invisible part of the
population, the non-indigenous inhabitants livingagh Amazonian metropolitan area. | argue
that their constant movement between different igghand landscapes has formed a unique
way of merging traditional knowledge with modermcheiques in their livelihoods. In this
sense, they are modern in many ways and have faayd of dealing with external factors
without diminishing their local way of life.

Harris (2009) discusses how the particular wayifeffor ribeirinhos actually demonstrates a
particular way of modernisation. They are not baatdy but modern. Through focusing on
livelihoods; “on the ways in which human beingsatelto components of their environment
in the activities of subsistence procurement” (Idg@011:9), | analyse how my research
participants relates to their environment, and tiosy actively use their knowledge about the
landscape in securing an income. Their adjustmenthéir surroundings and the active
engagement with their specific locality makes theapable of using the natural landscape in
their livelihoods, as well as adjusting strategielted to external forces, as the market
economy and global trends.



Today’s environmental concern has led to extengiegects involved with preserving the rain

forest in Amazonia. While carried out in differeamttys, most aim, or at least claim to be,
encompassed by the overall project of creatingaguable development. “Humanity has the
ability to make development sustainable to ensheg it meets the needs of the present
without compromising the ability of future geneosis to meet their own needs” (United

Nations 1987). This idea can be good, but as witlerdkinds of development endeavours, the
result varies (Ferguson 1994). | discuss how sueide development projects in Amazonia
overlook local knowledge and livelihoods, whichealdy are sustainable. We need to include

this in the framework of Amazonia, especially itat®n to sustainable development projects.

Earlier studies
Works of Stephen Nugent (1993), Mark Harris (2008)ams et al. (2009) and Candace

Slater (2002) have given me inspiration and undadshg of how Amazonia is much more
than a tropical rainforest with isolated populasioifhe construction of “Amazonia” as a
concept needs to be understood properly in ordanrite about communities and inhabitants
outside the mainstream image of Amazonia. It watiquéarly a quote by Harris that struck
my mind. Only 5 % of the population inhabiting Ansaia are Amerindiah The other 95%
are barely mentioned in reviews over Amazonianrapblogy (Harris 1998). Who are these
other Amazonians, and why have they been left btheopicture?

The anthropology of Amazonia has largely been sthdgyeAmerindian studies. Throughout
the 20" century Amerindian communities was the subjecintérest; others inhabiting the
region did not grab the attention of anthropolagis8Vagley’s fieldwork in the 1960’s was the
first study of non-indigenous societies. “As weitgd the towns and trading posts of the
lower Amazon River and as we talked with peoplalbfclasses, | came to realize that the
exotic grandeur of the tropical scene had drawentitin away from the activities of man in
the Amazon Valley” (Wagley 1964.:viii). Later, mownthropologists writing about non-
indigenous societies followed, especially focusimapn caboclo communities and
categorisation.

* Amerindian refers to the indigenous groups dwelling in the Amazonian rain forest and river system. | will
elaborate further upon the term in the introduction, especially concerning why | choose to use the term
Amerindian.



Caboclo categorisation
Caboclos, river dwellers, rubber tappers, minesggérs, peasants; the list could continue

further, naming the different groups and commusiti¢ non-indigenous inhabitants in Para
and the rest of Amazonia. Whitabocloare categorised in several ways, the term has been
used as an umbrella term for the non-indigenowdphcal peasant or river dweller making a
living of a range of activities and adjusting aatinog to the seasons and the landscape
(Adams et al. 2009). This category has been discuby several authors, since the term
contains many connotations. In the 50’s and 60’srwéome of the first international research
was conducted on non-indigenous societies in Amaztimey argued thatabcolowas a form

of mestico(mixed origin) racial category, the offspring oEaropean (normally Portuguese)
male and an Amerindian female (Nugent 1993:ZEgboclo as a social category also has
negative connotations, as it was common to usdetme to distance oneself from those of
lower status. Theabocloswere categorised as those of the lowest sociakandomic strata
and was mostly used as an outside categorisatidistance oneself. “No one, not even the
innocent Indian, uses the term to identify themseR/(Wagley 1985:viii) . The emphasis on
caboclo as a social category diminished after more extensiational and international
research, and through disciplinary change from huewology towards structural Marxism
and more holistic studies of the region, environtakrtoncerns and the political and
economic context (Adams, Murrieta, and Neves 200@&e important study to mention is
Deborah de Magalhdes Limas (1992) work on the koaitagory ofcabocla She emphasise
how cabocloin the local context is merely a colloquial cléissition term that is normally not
used in the self-descriptive sense. She arguesacademics should avoid using the term, as
it has become an academically constructed coneeptwe need to distinguish between the

academic term and the local definition in studiesan-indigenous Amazonian communities.

In present studies of Amazonia and the differenugs of people inhabiting this large area,
there has been a turn from the studiesatfoclostoward studies of the different subsistence
groups; e.g. rubber tappers, river dwellers or aeigs Even though it is difficult to categorise
groups by their occupational status, subsistentwitgcor whether they are modern or

traditional, there is a need for tools to classifyorder to analyse a community. What
becomes important in this context then, is to ffdhe specific terms and concepts in relation
to the place studied. Peasant is a good exampée ke term is universally used, but every
locality has a different trajectory of how the pmatsy was created. Brazil has a particular

story of the peasants; there was no “evolution’mfrbunter-and-gatherer society towards



peasant societies. Rather, the Amazonian peasaayan outcome the colonial expansion
(Nugent 1993: 102). As with Mintz (1989) analysidtte Caribbean peasantry, he suggests a
reconceptualization of the understanding of thespetty, which also is relevant for the
Amazonian formation. During the colonial expansitinge power elite tried to push the
indigenous and non-indigenous peoples from thegaf@ctivities and hunting practices they
used in their livelihoods, toward as systematipitedistic agri-and horticulture (Ross 1978).
The peasantry as a concept, a group defined bgulisistence activity were created during
this period, but those being “peasants” ¢ampesinosn Latin America) also included other
activities in their livelihoods (Nugent 1993). Thaye not the “classical” peasantry in the
Euro-American context, but a colonial invention @@ to the local, specific context and

ecology.

In gaining an understanding of the several waysabégorising and distinguishing the non-
indigenous population of Amazonia, the emphasisnarture has been common. The
population is mixed with many different analytidgrms used to describe its fragments.
Historical peasants, neo-peasants, frontier immigratraditional peopleRibeirinhos(river
dwellers) and modern citizens are some of the tersesl to describe the inhabitants. These
terms does however not imply only which occupatiawivity the different segments use.
Rather they change between different sectors asopdheir livelihood, and the notion of
mixture is particularly evident in the complex sdandscape. The population on Cotijuba
consisted of peasants, fisherfeirinhos merchants, construction workedgnas de casa
(housewives) and other categories of people. Ifdh@wing, this form of mixture will be a

focus.

Field site: The island Cotijuba
Fieldwork for this study was conducted at an isla@munity situated one hour from

Belém, in the mouth of the Amazon River. Cotijubae of the 42 islands surrounding Belém,
is approximately 60 km2, situated 22 km east of ¢ltg and part of the municipality of
Belém. The island was first inhabited by the indiges group Tupinambas, who gave it the
name Cotijuba, meaning The Golden Path. The fiostindigenous settlements happened in
1748, and after this, the island have consistechijaf a mixed population. Agriculture,

extractive activities and fishing have been (anitla&te) the main activities at the island, but



today it is mixed with merchandise and tourism asl.wWThe population of around 8000
inhabitants make a living of a combination of agptigre, fishing, tourism and trade. | focus
on livelihoods and the combination of differenttees, both primary and tertiary sectors, and
especially which strategies the islanders used amtain a livelihood. The last 15 years,
Cotijuba has experienced rapid changes after Imgjalelectricity and expanding
infrastructure. With many new people moving to island, together with the introduction of
tourism, new ways of earning an income have beeated. The island used to be more
isolated and rural, but with the new movement thignlolaries between the rural island and the
urban mainland became more blurred. In river conitiasin Amazonia there have always
been movement between islands and the mainlandthasipattern makes the distinction

between the urban and rural unclear.

Entering the field and methodological concerns
Landing in Belém, | had no clear plan of where bwgming to conduct my fieldwork. | had

tried to establish contact with researcher at théeFal University Of Para (UFPA), but with
very little language skills in Portuguese this madvo be difficult. 1 used the first month to
find my way around in Belém, have Portuguese lessget some contacts and orientate my
work towards a feasible fieldwork. Since | was adependent researcher with no contact to
established Brazilian research institutes or grpupgecided | had to go through a local
organisation or a Non-Governmental Organisation QY& find a community suitable for
fieldwork. | was lucky to get to know some studefntsn UFPA and they were engaged in
helping me in the process of getting into the fidldis was of great importance to me, as they
told me about Movimento de Mulheres das llhas démBgewhich was situated at an island
called Cotijuba, just outside Belém. After learna@it about them and the island in general |
found this to both be very interesting field ofduand also being perfect for my aim in my
thesis; all those others living in Amazonia. Movittee de Mulheres das llhas de Belém
(MMIB) was the largest organisation at Cotijuba\thvere a women’s association created for
women working in agriculture. They also worked wiitkiolving the youths and the elderly of

the island, and had projects extractimgppoca, a local root used for cosmetic products. They

* There have not been done any official census in the latest years, but official government estimates the
population to be around 5000 inhabitants (Melo, 2010). However, the government’s official information and
categorisation did not correspond with that of the local information, and many islanders estimated the
population to be around 8000.



would be ideal for me to work with, as their idegyoand local activism was very interesting

in relation agriculture and livelihoods.

One of the students were particularly helpful, aed in touch with a woman living at
Cotijuba who was involved in another associatidnated at the island, and we went together
to introduce me to her. Dona Analéa worked in titye @ Belém, but went to her house on
the island in the weekends and every free timelsd® and was engaged in policy and
decision making related to Cotijuba. She also kmeast of the women from MMIB, and
went around with me to introduce me and my worth&m. Functioning as a “door opener”, a
person being the link between the outside researhe the local community she made it
possible for me to get an entry into the commurtying introduced to people was of great
importance in establishing a respectful relatiopdiased on trusEhe also invited me to stay
in her house during my fieldwork, and she and he&band became my hosts for my entire
stay at Cotijuba. My host also introduced me to ®&fena, a community health agewho
invited me to come along on her home visits whenéveanted. This was very fortunate, as
she always introduced me and explained what | veaisgd and after being introduced by a

community member, people felt more at ease taltonge and answering my questions.

Method
My thesis is based on fieldwork from July to DecemB013. Understanding a local lived

reality and trying to grasp aspects related torgelaframework is not easy. One can rarely
enter the field with clear ideas of general thermed findings. Even though | read general
theories about Amazonia, | did not know what toext@at Cotijuba, and which themes would
be evident to write about. | was very well receisdMMIB, and was allowed to participate
in a group twice a week for the islands elderly,ijchhgave me insight to activities and
peoples related to MMIB. | mostly focused on thisthe beginning, as well as doing some
informal interviews with the founder and leaders MMIB to learn more about the
organisation. My language skills were limited i theginning, and my first interviews were
structured, and at times rigid, as | had to relly @m written questions. | also worked out a

form of questionnaire, which | used when talkingattarger quantity of the population on the

> The Brazilian community health agents are lay health care workers, working in their own local community.
They gather health information about patients, and provide assistance to the doctors and nurses at the local
medical post. This is done by doing home visits, “rounds”, thus being a link between the local community and
the doctors and nurses.



island when | accompanied the health agent on ts#ting rounds. With this advantage, |
managed to speak to many different people livingddferent parts of the island, and ask
them the same questiorisnade a questionnaire of simple questions relatdtbw long they
had lived on the island, where they have lived teefavhat their occupation was, how they
defined the island in relation to urban or rurafim@ons and how they liked the life at
Cotijuba. Sometimes, relating to their answers dendollow-up questions on interesting
subjects| was able to map out the different segments efpbpulation and divide them into
groups, and this helped me understand more aboptgie livelihoods. always analysed the
situation and the level of comfort the people hadspeaking to me. Some only answered
briefly my questions, and then | never asked furthestions. If people seemed to like to talk
and felt it was ok to talk to me, | normally askedre questions and kept the conversation
going. It was mostly women | talked to, as men ralynworked outside during the day
also participated on several meetings arrangeadsl bnd regional organisations. This gave
advantage of learning about political and localasons, and also the active local community.
Together with participant observation and by beag of the island community, | managed

to capture some of the segments constituting tiveifhood and lived reality.

Methodological concerns
One of my main concerns was language, as | digmesk much Portuguese in the beginning.

Despite intensive language courses the first montas not sufficient enough to understand
everything. In Cotijuba the majority did not speBkglish, so | had to communicate in

Portuguese. | also decided against having a triamslas it was hard enough for me to get
entry in the fieldsite, | did not feel comfortalidenging another person in. My solution to the
language problems was to tape record all the imens; interesting conversation and
meetings, as far as people were comfortable withhiad a transcriber, who was a sociology
student in Belém whom | paid to transcribe therineavs. | could understand more of written

Portuguese than oral, so this worked well in thgirreéng. Normal days consisted of visiting

places and people on the island, and participagetinities at MMIB. | had a notebook with

me, and made handwritten notes along the way; padsnversations and descriptions. | then
typed my supplementary fieldnotes on my computeéh@afternoon. After some months my
Portuguese had improved, so | could understand widilge conversations | was engaged in,
as well as the context. In the first months whelndinot understand everything people talked
about, I still learned much about the livelihoodita¢ island and how people made a living

there. Understanding everyday life, by participgtin situations, gives the anthropologist a



sense of the knowledge and communication that tsorally spoken. This unspoken and
embodied knowledge people express through theirydag practices can give insight to
information and knowledge that is not spoken almyuiaken for granted (Jenkins 1994). In
relation to my field work and my lack of languagaills, | got a lot of information by
interpreting body language, the tacit knowledgepbeexpressed in conversation and also by

understanding some words | could arrive at an wtdeding of the situation.

Ethical concerns
After completing my field work and starting to verit had to reflect upon some ethical issues.

The importance of anonymising was one. | have mnatrga fictive name to the island; as
Cotijuba had a population of around 8000 inhalstait is difficult to find all my research
participants if someone knows the island. The degdion | worked with is also widely
recognised, and by doing a google search one cahtfieir location. They wanted me to
publish their real name, and | wanted to fulfil sthiequirement. The interviews | did
concerning MMIB, was also made by publically knopersons, the founder DdhAntonia,
and the coordinator Adriana Gomes, | have therefooé anonymised them. All the
information they gave me were officially approvey the organisation, and part of their
public information. | have anonymised all infornmati of a more personal concern, not
publically known or statements and utterances madethers involved in MMIB. | use
fictive names on all my research participants, whdnever there was any material that could
be of personal or sensitive relation throughoutth@gis.

My position as a researcher was also somethingdltbahink about. A huge part of my
empirical findings was gathered through informahwersations with neighbours and persons
| met at meetings and by going around on the isl&hdy all knew | was a researcher, as they
always asked me what | was doing at the islandthmyt also spoke freely to me as a friend
after a while. | had to reflect upon which informoatto include in my notes, and | have used
different techniques to anonymise. | always uséviBcnames (except the coordinators of
MMIB), and if people told me things in confidencditl not write it down. | think my ways of
anonymising and reflecting upon which informatiom ihclude should be sufficient to
maintain the research participant’s rights.

® Dona/o is a formal title, and common to use when talking to people. It shows respect, although not as formal
as Senor/a



As an outsider it was difficult to get entry in tbheginning. Through introduction by others,
by participating in meetings and showing interestthe island, people soon talked more
openly to me. In the beginning | had to prove | wasjust a tourist, as most of the islanders
called me aGringa, and continued to do so for most of my st@yinga is normally a
humorous slang foestrangeira(foreigner), but | preferred not to be associamth the
tourists who came to the island in large quantiteesdl emphasised on telling people why |
was living at the Island. With that said, | wadl stiforeign researcher, and people did think
about what they told me. It is difficult to becosigch a natural part of the community that the
locals will forget about me as an outsider. Somesinmy lack of Portuguese was an
advantage, as | could not understand everythingag wot a threat. | participated in the
background; people knew | was there, but | didint&trfere in their private conversations.

Reflection over terminology
There are several terms in Amazonian anthropologizhwhave been discussed and analysed

extensively by anthropologists. It is necessargddress some of them here. However, | have
deliberately avoided many of these discussionthegs were not directly related the scope of
my thesis. In this section | will explain the masiportant terms and concepts, and mention
some of the discussions or critiques of them, dbagany usage of the terms.

Amerindian is a term often used in my thesis, aldted to indigenous groups. | choose to
use Amerindian, as this is the term Brazilian amtbiogist's use, and a term many
indigenous groups use about themselves. Ameringf@ns to the Indians living in America;
the usage of Indian, which derives negative coniuota elsewhere in South America, has
gone through a regeneration through the reapptopriaf the term by the Indians themselves
(Ramos 1998). Some places | use the concept inoligegroups, for example when | speak of
indigenous as an official definition, as the deskearts of a specific land, recognised by the
United Nations (United Nations 1997), or when tlihar uses this term in their analysis.
When | am referring to the segments of the Amazop@pulation that are not Amerindian, |
use the term non-indigenous to distinguish betweem. This is purely an analytical tool,
however, | am aware of the complications relatedtsousage. | do not tend to separate
between these two categories based on who areemulig and who are not. Rather, as earlier
anthropological studies of Amazonia have focusegrestvely on the Amerindian groups, |
use non-indigenous term to describe the part optpilation rendered invisible in previous

studies.
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Landscape and dwelling are also concepts appesringy thesis. | use the term landscape,
because as Ingold (2011) emphasise, the landssapa just there, it is part of the humans
making of the world, laying out ecological but alsaltural frameworks through the
interaction between humans and their natural sodimgs. This is related to how man
perceives his environment and his making-of-theldyaand how the landscape is a central
part of those who dwell within that particular lacdpe. Dwelling is related to the landscape,
and how humans (or animals) engage with their sadmgs. Dwelling is how one “live-
dwell-makes sense” of the landscape, and how tiestape and the environment takes form
for man to dwell in (Ingold 2011). This could besdissed in depth; however, | choose to
only briefly engage in them, as Ingold’s ideas vgovkithin my analysis and framework of
ideas.

The term traditional communities have several ctetimans. A tendency in early
anthropological writing has been to distinguish westn “traditional” and “modern”
communities, implying the former as primitive whitee latter civilised. This is not my usage
of the term. Traditional in the Amazonian contexta way of distinguishing between the
Amerindian and the non-indigenous part of Amazonsatiety. While traditional have
connotations of non-modern, | experienced on miditerk that people living in urban
settings, or at rural places within an urban metdlispcould still be living in a traditional
sense. They use old knowledge and traditional igadles in their livelihoods, at the same
time as they live more or less modern ways of lifeund the term traditional community a
manageable term to use in this way, instead ofhgagnly rural, implying separation from
urban. When | say “traditional” and “modern”, | dot intend to separate them or see the two
as opposites, as have been highly criticised ilmrapblogy. Based on evolutionism; how
societies developed from primitive (traditional) tavilised (modern), these terms still
contains a hegemonic relationship (see for exai8pldins 2005). My scope of this thesis is
not to evolve deep into discussions about whatagdem and traditional. However, | do use
the terms “traditional” and “modern” as an analgtitool to emphasise how these two are

categorised, and how this relates to Amazonia.

Race is also a common theme in Latin American apthipgy. Racial relations in Brazil and
other Latin-American countries have a black/whiiehdtomy that is different from the one
existing in North America and Europe (Wade 1997c&is not just a conceptualisation of
skin colour but is also linked with other sociotouél attributes as economic status, class and

other forms of social differentiation. The emergeon€ the Brazilian concept of race and class
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can be discussed to have a clear historical liam fthe colonial era where the bourgeoisie
upper class was light skinned, while the dark skthnvas on the bottom of the social
hierarchy (Stepan 1991).The term still containsatigg connotations; stigmas of biological
origin, heritage and by contrasting groups of pedgaised on skin colour. However, as Brazil
has claimed to be a “racial democracy”, the terogeria still used in trying to emphasise the
mixed Brazil where there are no “racial’ prejudide.reality, the situation is much more
complex than a *“racial democracy”, and there argomaroblems related to racism,;
differentiation based on skin colour and origin. &dh use the term “race”, it is mostly to

describemestico(mixed) categories, of different racial or ethhigagins (Stepan 1991).

Theories
Through the following chapter | use a range of tlemp and do not have one particular

theoretical standpoint. | have however focusedh@naverarching image of Amazonia as a
way of understanding and demonstrating how Amazenijaictured, and how these images
can lead to implications for localities. As alreadgntioned | base much of my analysis upon
the work of Nugent (1993), Harris and Nugent (20®#grris (1998, 2000, 2009) and Adams
et al. (2009). They all share some of the samer¢tieal perspectives, within structural
Marxism, but also include ecology, history and podil forces in their analysis of the
Amazonian peasantry. Slater (1996, 2002) will keerttost important theoretical standpoint in
my thesis; she argues how the image “the west"dfiadmazonia is built upon an Edenic
Narrative, making Amazonia into a place of imagmmat The implications of this, as | also
argue, that the complex, social landscape of Amazm overlooked. A critique of the
sustainable development discourse following Guiesr&2001), demonstrates how
sustainable development has become part of a ldigeourse implicated with national and
global trends. Environmentalism and sustainableeldgwyment as a rhetorical device

legitimising large scale projects will be discussedelation to this.

Structure of the thesis
In the following chapter, | will introduce the oweching framework of Amazonia, and how

the region has been pictured through images anmdtinaas which created a way of imagining
Amazonia as a natural landscape of rain foresavehchosen to focus on three trajectories
which | found most evident in creating the overarghframework of how we think about

Amazonia; colonial history, national expansion aedvironmentalism. Through these
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trajectories one can understand some of the fandsinfluences creating the area into the

contested landscape of Amazonia today, and hove tinesges leads to actions.

Chapter three will give the reader an insight to freydsite; the island Cotijuba. How the
island is structured, the landscape and livelihca@simportant to mention here. | will then
address one of the main themes; the categorisatiarban and rural, and how Cotijuba was
in-between these categorisations. The official dodal categorisations were not in
accordance, and this had implications for the tas. Here | will emphasise the connection
between Cotijuba and the surrounding urban cenared,how there always had been contact
between them. The movement of people and goodshiging and | analyse this in relation to
one aspect | found evident; the sense of mixturenrazonian communities. Contact between
urban and rural places, mixture of people, ideasyhedge and the specific landscape they
navigate in shaped the social landscape. | with discuss how the islanders maintained their
livelihoods through combining many sectors. Readrdnges occurring at the island have
given the islanders new challenges, but their vedyljusting and adapting give them a good

tool to deal with this.

Chapter four will outline the organisation | workedth and particularly women’s role in
Amazonian communities. As | worked with a women’owement this becomes of
importance as one learns the expansion of the ma&tfon and the importance MMIB has had
in creating an active local community. Divisionwbrk and gender, household organisation
and women’s invisible role in the subsistence @gtiwill be important background to
understand the formation of MMIB. | will also addseMMIB’s partnership with Natura, a

Brazilian cosmetics company, and their role in l@emmunities.

Chapter five will draw everything together aroung main argument; how the local islanders
had ways of combining traditional knowledge withdem techniques. | relate this to some
specific examples of traditional knowledge abosh fianks and fish farming at Cotijuba, and
how they have created new projects of commeramgisish based on the old techniques. A
discussion of modernisation and the preconceptibrraditional communities not being

modern is an important aspect here. | will see thigelation to the new discourse of
sustainable development, and how projects areecaout without acknowledging properly
the local knowledge and the already existing snatde ways of making a living in the rain

forest. Not acknowledging this builds on the imagésAmazonia and its inhabitants as
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natural and non-modern, but | will argue here tiha& ways the islanders lived were both

modern and sustainable.
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Chapter 2
Untouched Nature and wild jungle: The

overarching images of Amazonia

“People seem to forget that Belém also is Amazénignot just in Manauswhere you can
go on river expeditions to see the wildlife. Bel@as and still is the gateway to Amazdnia
my friend exclaimed while talking about Belém anch@zonia in general. His view illustrates
one of the many ways in which many Amazonian peapte rendered invisible in the
mainstream image of the region.

This chapter explores this mainstream image baseano“Edenic narrative” and a western
vision of the “exotic other”, opposite of the modewest. | will illustrate why the non-

indigenous population in Amazonia have been leftajithe typical representations, and the
implications of their invisibility. What constitutdeAmazonia today, with this huge mixture of
people, histories and places? To understand thativas and images shaping our idea of
Amazonia today, one has to disentangle the difteneiages and trajectories in order to
understand the underlying processes constructiegsethepresentations. | have identified and
focused on three trajectories and their imagesnitertstand the overarching framework of
Amazonia; the colonial history, national expansiand environmental concerns. One
important factor will be how these images influertbe local identity, especially how the

images have influenced action and political deaisim the area.

The historical formation of Belém
Belém is the capital of Pard, a state located nthnaf Brazil where the Amazon River flows

out into the Atlantic Ocean. The rivers are of hegenomic, social and cultural importance,
as is the nature and the wildlife. Belém is stdatetle the “gateway to the Amazon” (Wagley
1974), as the city has a big harbour and furtheneotion to the Amazon River system. The

geographical importance of the city, with connettio both the Atlantic Ocean and the

” Manaus is the capital of the provincial state Amazonia, and where most river expeditions into “the Amazon”
start off from.

15



Amazon River, was one of the reasons the Portugieeseled the city in 1616. From here,
the Portuguese conquistadbetarted off their expansion into Amazonia. Todag tity is
1.059,406 square kilometres and has a populatimvef one million, making Belém a large
metropolitan centre (IBGE 2014). At the same tiradhee city is a metropolis, the majority of
the county’s land consists of 42 islands, mostialrareas. | had read literature about the
historical processes “constructing” Amazonia, eglcthe relation between the urban cities
and the more uninhabited “jungle”, and | soon obs@rand learned more about what it meant
in reality, especially the relationship between tirban Belém and its surrounding rural

islands.

As the city of Belém has swallowed me in to iterjongle of asphalt, buildings,
houses and shops | forget that | actually am in“theazon”. Even when going
on small riverboats to the surrounding areas, | getonstant reminder that this is
not just rainforest, as huge tank boats pass bgsoyou turn around and can see
the skyscrapers in Belém. The small wooden bodlsriveirinhosand fishermen
(so typically used in images of the Amazon Riyaasses in a constant shuffle
between the small green islands toward the big etakker-o-Peso in Belém.
There is a flow of people, boats, goods betweeruthan spaces and the rural
surroundings reminding me that there is never aasgon of “urban” and

“rural”. (From field notes).

My first meeting with Belém and the surroundingargls was important for the development
of my fieldwork. | rapidly understood how my own ages of “the Amazon” had shaped
some ideas of how | thought Belém would be. | atsdised how | had imagined Amazonia
was created by larger forces. In order to undedsthe trajectories influencing the images of

Amazonia | would have to understand the forcesthagrocesses behind these imaginations.

To understand local societies today, one cannatlabeir contact with the rest of the world,
and the historical trajectory ‘creating’ a certataltural identity (Friedman 1994). The
historical trajectory of Belém has since the cadbrempire gone through many phases,
shaping the regional identity to what it is todByom being part of the ‘backward’ periphery
of Brazil, Belém has tried to establish its idgnés a modern city and an important link to the

rest of Amazonia. During the rubber boom the citgtshitecture changed, with European

8 Conquistadors were the name given to the Portuguese colonisers (Fausto 1999).
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styled buildings and streets. A theatre and opeyasé were built, along with many

parliamentary buildings in a grand, classical stfandin 2010). Today many of these
remains, together with new and modern urban ateiblihe harbour is still an important

connection further into Amazonia, with boats legvgeveral times during the week. In order
to fully understand the relationship between tHearmetropolis, Belém, and the islands, one
needs to understand the colonial history and thEamsion into Amazonia, and how the

historical trajectory influenced today’s Amazonianocial landscape.

Colonial history
“Our argument has rested upon the assertion op#ése is always practiced in the present, not

because the past imposes itself, but because ssibjeche present fashion the past in the

practice of their social identity” (Friedman 1994t1).

Portuguese conquistadors sailed ashore in the stdaiha in the year 1500, and believed
they had arrived at a huge undiscovered islandziBraod was the main resource at that
time, which later named the vast country Brazil tlesy expanded further into the land to
colonize it. They did not find gold or valuable rarals as the Spanish did in their colonies, so
the Portuguese conquistadors established tradisig pod found resources they could extract
and sell in Europe to make a profit (Pace and Wa@f#97). To extract the resources, they
needed a work force. Fausto (1999) explains how dlae labour started with the
enslavement of Amerindian population and changedatd African slaves during the
centuries from 1500 to 1800. In the beginning taelyer captured the Amerindians, or Jesuit
missionaries ‘colonised’ them into living in worlammps. But, since the Europeans brought
with them bacteria and diseases formerly unknowntf@ Amerindian population, two
devastating epidemics of tuberculosis, measles sanallpox amongst other diseases and
viruses, killed about 60 000 Amerindians in thetfidecades of the Portuguese colonisation
(Fausto 1999: 17). Portugal had already colonisedesAfrican countries and started slave
trade and sugar cane plantations with slaves ian#it islands. They started importing
African slaves into Brazil around 1550, since thigidan slaves were more ‘fit' for slave
labour and more resistant to the European bactaehah the Amerindians. Many of the slaves
managed to escape, and credafrdlombos settlements of runaway slaves, which in some

places still exists in Brazil today (Fausto 1998).1

From the 18 and 17 century the Portuguese colonisers focused mostihe coastal cities

and areas of economic importance. Some areas \sereta plant tobacco, while the north-
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east had sugar plantations, and the products weated to Europe. The north of Brazil and
the Amazon were not given much attention until tfegred that French settlers were taking
over. The Portuguese colonisers therefore foundddnBin 1616, and from thereon started
their expansion into Amazonia (Fausto 1999). Betgickly became of huge importance,
being close to the Atlantic Ocean, and a naturdidwa city connecting the Amazon to larger
cities and to Europe. Cotton, wood, coffee, andbenbnvere some of the important export
goods that quickly made the city an important tngdvost (Fausto 1999). Today, much of the
colonial architecture still exists, from the foruilb by the river, to important buildings
influenced by European architecture. One of thetnmogortant places, which is still of great
importance today, was the marketplacé/ef-o-Pesdliterally meaning see the weight), also
a connecting point for the local fishers and faigsnir the rest of Amazonia. Today it still
remains one of the most important market placedréating fish, meat, vegetables, acai and

natural plants.

Trade relations were established in Amazonia, aitaviamentd system of trading between
the rural communities and the trading houses iiBeind other large cities. Thgiamento
system consisted of the small traders,régatéo,travelling around in boats providing goods
the small communities did not have, in exchange rew material as rubber and other
extractive products. The system worked as an exyghagstem of goods and raw materials,
and seldom involved cash. Rather, it was basedetm @where the extractivistg€aboclos
fishermen, nut collectors and other communitiesftbe rural isolated areas were provided
with goods, which they later “paid” with raw matds (McGrath 2004). It can be seen as a
merchant capitalist system giving the traders aadirng houses power over prices, leading to
unequal distribution and leaving the smallholderdebt (Pace and Wagley 1997). It was also
implemented in the patron-client relationship betwéandownerspatrao and the client. The
collectors affiliated to a patron collected the renaterials in order to be able to live on the
estate owner’s land, where they also could planmesgardens. Sometimes the relationship
between the patron and the client could be ofvictkinship, the patron often became a
godfather padréao to the client’s children, thus tying the patrantthe family (Moran 1974).
On the one hand, it was a system of unequal exehl@aging the collector in debt, but on the
other hand, the importance of thgiamentosystem should not be overlooked. Through its

extensive network it connected small communitiethenperiphery to the larger urban centres,

9 . . .
Comes from the Portuguese verb aviar meaning provide.
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and set the ground for the large river network aitact and trade between communities and
cities (McGrath 2004).

The rubber boom in 1810 is especially important oy fieldwork and the history of
Amazonia. Most of the rubber was extracted in ttates of Para, Acre and Amazonis.
From 1810 the rubber demand increased with ove?a] 0@ading to an admirable growth of
the Brazilian economy, as they were the numberpsaeider of rubber. Belém and Manaus
were the largest economic centres, where the fdtbnses exported the rubber. The massive
economic growth lead to progress on infrastructarehitecture and expansion of the urban
centres, as well as it gave the wealthy land owaargxtensive economic boost. In Belém
one can still see some of the traits from the rulidlo®m. The theatre and “European style”
buildings are still standing as symbols from thbber era, and in Manaus, in the state of
Amazonas, the famous opera house in the “middiéhefjungle” is one of the strongest
symbols of the rubber boom in the Amazon (Grandih@. Through th@viamentosystem
the rubber extracted from the rural areas and mbhés were transported to Belém and
Manaus where it was shipped off to Europe. Thereeweany factors leading to the bust of
the rubber economy. The invention of chemicallydoimed latex was one major factor, but
other factors arouse during colonial times. HenrycRWam, an Englishman personally
collected and smuggled out seventy thousand sdedgloer trees (being the first of many
bio-pirates in Amazonia). He then handed them ¢wéhe Botanical Garden in London, who
successfully planted the seeds in the British delbbim Asia. These new rubber plantations
quickly took over the market, pressing the Braniliabber economy towards its downfall.

In the following centuries many changes occurredthe colonies, mostly because of
circumstances and changes in Portugal and theofdstirope. The wars in Europe lead to
changes in Portugal, mainly the threat of Napolem several trade blockades. The
Portuguese royal court moved to Brazil and the kegent, Dom Joao VI ruled the kingdom
away from the arising conflict in Europe. Along wihese transfers, Brazil was opened up to
trade with other European countries during th& t&ntury’. Rio de Janeiro became the
political centre as well as one of the importantpof free trade (Fausto 1999). Leading up to

the independence of Brazil, fractions between Bzl Portugal was building and becoming

19 Amazonas state is a provincial state and also a part of the Legal Amazon of Brazil.

" Britain in particular, as they were cut off from trade with the continent during a trade embargo. The
relationship between Portugal and Britain was strong, and there were several trade agreements made between
them concerning Brazil.
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tenser. In Portugal revolutionary ideas had beemiftg and the need to have their king in the
country were urgent. Leaving his son, Prince Pdtiter Dom Pedro) as the regent, King
Dom Joao VI returned to Portugal in 1821 in ordersave the throne. Meanwhile, an
independence movement consisting of PortugueseBeamilian elites had formed in Brazil,
and it was not many years to the former prince DRedro started the process of breaking
away from Portugal, becoming the first king of thdependent kingdom of Brazil (Fausto
1999).

Rebellion and change of power
Brazil gained independence in 1824, and was atithis recognised as an independent nation

by the United States and Great Britain. This did nwean however, that Brazil was
independent in order of trade, commercialisatiod power, but rather, that new forms of
power were created (Fausto 1999). During the caloyears, an aristocracy of Europeans
were established in Brazil, and the population Wasarchic based on class and race. The
white European elite were in power, and the mixeduation ofquilombo%?, Amerindians
and Africans were on the bottom (Stepan 1991). Msnany other former colonies the
transition from colonial rule to local governmeraswhard, and lead to a series of rebellions.

In Belém, thecabanagem(named after the peasantscabano} in 1835 was the largest
rebellion, leading to the independence of Para @®wance. It was a mass movement of the
local Brazil-born elite but also became the fighthe rural underclass’ struggle for land and
against unfair trade relations (Harris 2000). Dgrihe last century the peasant communities
grew rapidly, as Amerindian settlements, run-awkwes andmeztisos/caboclogmixed
population) established the low-class peasantoabfinosby working on the land of wealthy
landowners. The system became a patron-clientioekdtip between the workers and the
landowners, which in some ways were similar to slave system. The workers were paid
poorly and had to work long days in order to havaiexe of land and maintain the lowest
standard of living. The land system favoured rishdowners, and peasants were bound to
work for a landowner exploiting the workers for ith@bour. They were also bound by debt
through theaviamentosystem outlined above (Fausto 1999). ThAdanos which was the
name given to the rebels, occupied Belém and eliotekilled the aristocracy but were
overtaken by the Brazilian army in 1836 (Pace armagMy 1997). Even though they lost

2 Quilombos was the name given to run-away slaves, and still has status as a category of the Amazonian
population.
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control to the government, tleabanageniead to a freer peasantry with less domination of
landowners and patrons, and was an important painthe history of the Amazonian

peasantry.

In the 19" century the different Latin American countries amdonies started to abolish the
slave labour after pressure from European powenseShe slave workers produced most of
the raw materials for export in Brazil, the goveemnhesitated to give it up. Brazil was thus
one of the last former colonies to abolish slaveola; it was not until 1888 that Brazil
abolished slavery, after ending the slave tradel860 (Fausto 1999). After abolishing
slavery, the demand for a work force lead to massivmigration of Europeans and Asians,
as coffee, sugar and rubber were still in demamdziBbecame a country with a very mixed

population made up from immigrants, Amerindian &fidcan origins.

With a better understanding of the history of Blamne can connect the historical trajectories
with today’s Amazonian identity and way of living the island where | did my fieldwork.
The Paraensepeople have since the colonisation been a pedpl@esticomixture: The
mixture of “race®® and ethnicity has created a society of people who claim many
identities (Stepan 1991). Many periods of immignathave also influenced the Amazonian
population, especially Japanese settlers. The rdiffe economic sectors have blurred
boundaries as a peasant also can be a fisher arkihg/an a city from time to time. Old
traditions have merged together with the new, “not8razilian ideas. Authors as Nugent
(1993), Harris (2000), Adams et al. (2009) desctilie overlapping of sectors, identities,
traditions and people as one of the most importdantity trait among theParaense
especially among those living in the rural partsisTis partly because of the history of rapid
booms of certain products, changing seasons anddaption to the climate and the river.
People had to find alternative ways of living, ahd occupations they had in the dry season
ended when the rainy season started. Then theyoHaw other ways of making a living and
providing food, and this constant change and maaysvof securing income is very strong in
the region. Throughout the colonial era, Amazon&swnagined and presented in different
ways. After going through the national projectsttie Amazon, | will relate the historical

process of expansion into the contested area hatloverarching images of Amazonia.

B Race is a contested term, as it has connotations of skin colour and physical appearances, also involved in
stigmas. | use race here, as Stepan (1991) does to explain the mestico concept.
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National Expansion into Amazonia
Since the colonial era and later with the Braziliarpansion and establishment of

development programs in the Brazilian Amazon, tbgan has been “to conquer”. The areas
had to be conquered, overtaken by man in the figjainst the “green helf* in order to
control the wilderness and cultivate it. As the&lian president Getulio Vargas said in 1940:

Nothing will prevent us from accomplishing in tisigurt of effort which is the twentieth century
the highest task of civilized man: the conquest tieddomination of great valleys of equatorial
torrents, transforming their blind force and extdioary fertility into disciplined energy. The
Amazon with the fecund impulse of our will, of ceffort and of our work, will remain simply a
chapter in the history of the earth but, on theeshasis as other great river systems, will become

a chapter in the history of civilization” (Vargasajed in Wagley 1974:5).

And conquer they did.

In the 1960s, the Brazilian military governmenhade a Plan for National IntegratidPlgno

de Integracao NacionaPIN), which opened the Brazilian Amazon up faa@rce extraction
and ‘rational’ use of the resources (Vadjunec actth8nk 2012). In these years infrastructure
was in focus, and a network of road and trains el to connect the Amazon with larger
Brazilian cities, thus making it easier to expooods to Europe and other countries. The
periphery of Brazil was to be connected to its ertlong with the modernising politics of
Brazil (Bunker 1988). The notion of an uninhabitathforest was strong, and related to that
time’s image of Amazonia as an empty space in ngfedevelopment and expansion.
Overlooking national and international protest thbyilt the Transamazon Highway
connecting Belém with Brasilia and later also Saama With the slogan “Land Without
People for People Without Land” the programme aétthousands of poor migrants from the
Northeast and South of Brazil in Amazonia, in sneallonies along the newly built highway
(Wood and Schmink 1984:x). The idea was that ag Emthey were given land, the people
from North East would learn from the peasants f@outh about family farming and how to
plant crops and vegetables. This was an essentadiw that the peasants from the south
would function as “cultural brokers”, transferritigeir knowledge about crops and planting
(Brondizio 2009:198). The soil quality and knowledgf the special techniques required for
actually being able to plant and maintain plantaion Amazonia was not taken into account

IH

) will elaborate upon the notion of Amazonia as “green hell” later in this chapter.
 The Brazilian army lead a coup on the former government and Brazil became a military dictatorship in 1964
(Fausto, 1999).
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either, and as with many other development projec&mazonia, they did not work out as
planned. Many of the newly arrived peasants livedsome time in the colonies, until the
land was not able to produce anymore, and theytdaaove around to find work. Many of

them had to take paid work at rubber plantatioastlec farms or with some of the wealthy
land owners, and became part of the patron-cleationship elsewhere in Amazonia, always

being in debt and never being able to engage inda subsistence activity (Nugent 1993).

The migrant peasants in the Amazon turned out tkenzalow profit, and the government

changed focus from smallholders to large-scaldeceihching, and to mega projects yielding
greater profit. They had realised how much “greeld’gthere was to be extracted from the
region, as coffee, cacao and other products fronazamia was on demand in the European
markets. Mining and oil extraction was also a rsdhurce of expansion into Amazonia, as
there was a lot of money to make in these areadj(viac and Schmink 2012). In these
undertakings, the notion of Amazonia as uninhabited very strong; the government and
companies took little or no notice of the indiges@nd traditional populations living in the

areas they made into cattle-ranches, dams, roadis@ron (Slater 2002). This notion of

Amazonia being open for anyone with capital to styés evident in many of the examples
above, and how they established several differeofegts to develop and modernise the
region. The idea was that in Amazonia, being aitedprainforest, anything would grow.

Most of these projects proved wrong, and a lothef éffort in the small scale subsistence
farming area was abolished in favour of the capitegnsive mega projects, which needed
larger areas of land. The local inhabitants of Aoméa were not included in the government
led projects, and both Amerindian and traditiorebges were displaced, forced to move and
killed in large numbers in order for the governmemtget control over the land normally

occupied by these groups (Pace and Wagley 1997).

The Amazon went from being the unexplored worldtbe others”, with dark secrets and
dangerous conquests, to become an enormous area exteaction of products to export into
the capitalist marked was the major activity. Hom#@zonia has been exploited and colonised
by the Europeans can be said to have laid out tbengwork for how the Brazilian state
acted in relation to the area. One can clearly s#me lines of how man conquered the
Amazon and more recent ideas about how the araddshe put to use. This is an important
basis for understanding the overarching image oa2onia today, and how the change during
the 70’s toward environmental concerns became itapbrin today’'s politics and

international agencies interference in Amazoniae Thodernisation process and national
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expansion towards Amazonia have also been a vgugriant trajectory creating Amazonia
into an entangled Eden, based on the way thosewempimagined Amazonia to be (Slater
2002).

The overarching image of Amazonia
Amazonia is said to be a highly contested areah \&pansion and intrusion into the area by

a colonial power, national development programt|eceanchers, miners, oil companies and
other actors, the area have suffered destructidneaadication of land, vegetation, animals
and the people inhabiting the landscape. With drtkeoworld’s largest rain forest, providing

the earth with much needed oxygen, Amazonia — ltthgs of earth” — cannot be destroyed
and wiped from the earth’s surface. There have bweany different approaches to the
problem, and different institutions have had défd@rways and interests in solving some of
the problems ahead for Amazonia. Protected areas haen established for some of the
remaining Amerindian groups, but at the same titiés has created conflicts trough

excluding other groups inhabiting the same areave@pment projects have been
implemented to make sustainable livelihoods andswaiy creating an income, but many
projects have overlooked local knowledge aboutdtes, leading several projects to failure
(Slater 2002).

My argument is that we need to really understamsl ¢bntested area; its landscape of rain
forest, rivers, firm and wet lands and the difféeneaople inhabiting it. Amazonia is typically
pictured with forest destruction, logging, miniregttle farms, oil extraction and extinction of
Amerindian tribes. But it is also home to million$ people making a living of different
activities, having lived in the area for many dexgdusing techniques that are more
sustainable than we (the West) imagine. As | wilgent in chapter 5, they live organically
with subsistence farming, produce a quantity oirtbern food and live in harmony with the
surrounding nature to a remarkable degree. Thespleoare not newly arrived intruders, as
pictured in some environmental campaigns, but ratiere due to long-term development
throughout Amazonian history: The waves of coloigga immigration, government-based
projects (Slater 2002).

Amazonia: Lost Eden and the Exotic Other
How people think about Amazonia today is an outcoofiedifferent trajectories and

representations of history, images and travell&atgs of the ‘uninhabited jungle’ of rivers
and rain forest. To understand the idea of Amaztoday, one need to understand some of
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these trajectories and how they are figure in disses and politics of today’s Amazonia.
Slater (2002) analyses the different representstioat tangles together with different images,
many based on the vision of Eden, making Amazart@a state of disjuncture (Slater 2002:
8). She has argued that the narratives and imalgésnazonia are fundamental for how
“western” people think about tropical rain foresds; something similar to a Garden of Eden;
an uninhabited paradise. “Western” notions of thma&on is thus based upon an “Edenic
Narrative” depicting the rain forest as a pristaned natural landscape, the most natural of
natural places, “[...] evoking the biblical accouritkden” (Slater 1996:115). Amazonia in
this sense becomes “the lost Eden”; the last pseadf complete naturalness and divine
beauty, on its way to the fall from grace, as mangprates their way into the landscape. The
Edenic narrative is a kind of a two sided coinpiittures Amazonia as the most natural of
natural places at the same time as it is pictuseghaempty space. Untouched nature and wild
jungle gives also in idea of a place needing texyjgored and conquered, as one could see in

the Brazilian state-led development projects.

Throughout the shifts in history and national antbinational politics, the ways Amazonia
was pictured reflected the way the area was use@ @ the most powerful images of
Amazonia from the colonial era was that of the balnted “jungle” just waiting for explorers
and adventurers to discover it. Here is the notibmntouched nature strong, as the image
mostly is constructed without any of the peoplealnting the forest. The brave travellers
went on adventurous journeys into the jungle, desg the nature and the exotic plants and
people they found. It was dangerous and only tlaedst dared to enter the jungle as the
dangers and mysteries the Amazonian rain forestaswed, would conquer mankind and
everyone who dared enter (Stepan 2001). This whksved by a vision of a “green hell”, the
uncontrollable jungle where dark people and dangemplants and animals lived. These
images had a lot to do with the shifts Europe wamgythrough. At the time, the tropics
became darker and more sinful, Europe had becomera prudish society with a greater

distance between what was clean and holy and wasidivty and dark (Stoler 2002).

When the Portuguese conquistadors and adventutarteds their expeditions into the
Amazon, they described a “green hell”, with enorsyaveatures, plants, insects and fierce
Amazon warrior-women (the latter are said to hawerg the Amazon its name). The
expeditions were dangerous, and those who managedme back alive became heroes,
conquering the tropical nature. As with many otblaces in the colonial empire, the Amazon

became “the other”, the opposite of the civilizegrdpe (Hutchins and Wilson 2010). They
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expected to find something completely oppositehef European West, with “noble savages”
and a tropical rainforest filled with species arahdscapes formerly unknown for the
Europeans. The Amazon became a place of imaginaBotihe exciting tales of the jungle
expeditions came to Europe through traveller Istggrd with missionaries. When people went
into the tropical rainforest, the already had exgigans of the wonderful magnificence of the
tropics they were about to explore (Stepan 2004yi-Strauss described these expectations in

the following way:

| imagined exotic countries to be the exact opposftours, and the term ‘antipodes’ had a richer
and more naive significance for me than its mefiédgral meaning. | would have been most

surprised if anyone had told me that an animal egetable species could have the same
appearance on both sides of the globe. | expeectetd &nimal, tree or blade of grass to be radically

different, and its tropical nature to be glaringlyvious at a glance. (Lévi-Strauss 1995[1974]:47).

As Claude Lévi-Strauss (1995) experienced in 19bhis travel to the Amazon, his images
of the tropics was built upon the notion of the tex@ther’, being the opposite of Europe at
that time. Even though he wrote with a sarcasgewof the travellers-tales genre, he gives us
a good understanding of how these representatiengua to work. The notion of the “exotic
other” became evident in the colonial empires, anthropologists have analysed how, for
example Europeans imagined worlds completely diffefrom our own, as Lévi-Strauss
reflected upon in his own meeting with the tropi€he natives, whether in South America,
Africa, India or Asia were depicted as darker, mangsterious and opposite of the civilised,
modern Europeans. Said (1979) describes how thecerient’ functioned as a European
invention, a form of orientalism which also created defined Europe based on contrast. The
discourse worked based on a distinction betweendtient’ (the east) and ‘the occident’ (the
west), a distinction made through the Europeangi¢péarly the Britain and France) during
the colonial era and invented a notion of ‘the @ti@s an exotic other (Said 1979:2-4). The
cultural hegemony at stake, placing the Europedtureuat the highest of cultures, was put
into function by having an opposite, something émtcast the European cultural elite from
what it was not. The representations of ‘the ori€aid (1979) analysed, is somewhat similar
to the representations of Amazonia since the calara. A form of Amazon Orientalism can
be found in many of the narratives and tales ofatea and the notion of the exotic other

being opposite of Europe is strong in the Amerassvell, as the colonial powers expanded.

The “othering” of the Amazon is still evident todaynew discourses and representations of

Amazonia, which gives a clue of how strong images iepresentations of places and spaces
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can be. In ads for traveller's magazines the imageAmazonia is still that of a tropical
rainforest, with the Amerindian tribes symbolisitige exoticness of the area. Even though
most of the existing Amerindian groups in Amazotmiday have adapted the “modern” style
of dressing, in the ads one only sees them in thedditional” costume. After years of
assimilation into the Brazilian way of dressingg ihternationalisation of Amazonia and the
introduction of environmental activists have led @aochange. For the westerners (mainly
Europeans and Americans) the loss of traditionatwoe was equal to the loss of cultural
identity and authenticity (Friedman 1994). Withsthiiew they continued the “othering”
process of the Amerindians, contrasting them org@nato themselves, as if they were
supposed to dress opposite of the “western” stylalressing. In political and activist
campaigns the KayapO, who also normally wears westéothes, dresses up in their
traditional costume, plying out the representattbe west have of Amerindians in the
struggle for their rights (Conklin 1997).

Conflicts over land
Brazil is an enormous countfy Today, the 10% wealthiest own 75% of the aradhel land

have legal titles to areas. This situation leadsotdlicts, especially in Amazonia, where there
are several factors one needs to understand inr dodeanalyse the present situation.
Throughout the centuries there has been a consliaptite over land and property in
Amazonia, and many of the settlers and indigenosagps have had to find new land, move
or find new ways of surviving (Fausto 1999). Thagic land conflict have lasted over
centuries, since the colonial expansion and is flasng up as the land reform and unequal
distribution of land favours the large land ownersrporations in need of land and other
capital intensive projects. The conflict has be@tewnt since the beginning, and the number
of small peasants, extractivists and immigrantadpéilled in the conflict is very high. Only
from 2002 until 2013, over 700 people have beelediin land conflicts in Amazont4 the
majority being peasants (Global Witness 2013). Nadiyrthe peasants occupy a land area that
is not used, and start growing their subsistenopscthere. As the land law in Brazil allows
people to occupy government or unused private lardch become legally theirs after an
amount of years using the area, this is a normal faasmall farmers to be able to retain a

piece of land. The land owner having the rightshe area (often not legally, but bought

'® With a surface of 8 514 876 kmz, Brazil is larger than the European continent.

VA majority of the land conflicts have happened in Par3, an estimate of around 400 people have been killed
land conflicts in Para from 1985-1999. Added to the numbers from 2002-2013 one can understand the .. of the
conflict (Simmons et al. 2002).
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through corrupt means) have to go through INCRZA (tlational agricultural institute), to
settle who has the legal rights to the land. Saaywith many official institutions, this does
not work properly. The large ranch owners and Inggiompanies have in many cases hired
gunmen to literally clear away obstacles, the lasslifarmers and the activists fighting for the
land rights. Chico Mendes, the rubber-tapper ledden Acre who established a rubber-
tapper reserve, was brutally shot in his own haafter conflict with a local land owner. An
American nun, Dorothy Stang, who fought for landlgeasants in southern Pard, was shot
while walking alone through the forest (Martin 200&he killing of popular activist, like
Mendes and Stang, has become highly symbolic #figiint against the large landowners and
corporations behind the brutal killing of over hued peasants, activists and leaders in the

Amazonian states.

Representations into actions
Whether it is depicted as uninhabited jungle oregréell, the message of the images and

narratives of Amazonia is the same; the area namdse conquered and put to use, the
resources are just lying there untouched, and withihg natural wealth. The Brazilian state
had several approaches to this. One of the mosdrkaile projects in Amazonia was that of
Henry Ford and the “American dream” rubber plaotathe tried to grow along the Tapajés
River in 1928. The Brazilian government gave himnpssion to buy a large area of land to
establish a rubber plantation, extracting and @siog rubber to use in his car production.
They should be given a certain percentage every gfethe income from this. Clearing the

forest and establish a rubber three plantationsitee of a small American state might seem
crazy today, but it was what Ford did. The littbevt that formed the centre of his Amazonian
enterprise was given the name Fordlandia, and ldr&gtion covered an area of two and a
half million acres. He tried to make it a small Migistern, American town, a place of his
imagination, in the untamed jungle of Amazoniardsfructure as a school, a hospital, a little
train, a water tower, paved roads and even their electrical plant were to make life in

Fordlandia comfortable for the workers. There wasneballroom dancing on Saturdays
(Grandin 2010). For some years it worked (not witharoblems) until nature took over. The
idea had been that Amazonia had the land and @=®Wo grow rubber trees, while Ford
provided cultivation of the land and the workeksng there. He believed the American way
of living, with small houses, paved roads and caltactivities would make the workers want
to live there, as they often came from povertycken regions of the North East. Even the

food was American, and the workers were not comapletatisfied with this. In the end, the
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economy was what ended Ford’s American dream inZamia, as synthetic rubber started to
gain popularity and the rubber bust quickly endedlsimof the production in Amazonia.
During the years of Fordlandia there were sevemablpms caused by poor soil quality, bad
planning of the plantation (he had no agricultesgberts) and in the aftermath Fordlandia was
declared to be a major failure (Hecht and Cockldi@80).

Environmentalism and development
Today the images and narratives describe the tbpain forest as the provider of a large

guantity of oxygen to the earth, with endangereztss and Amerindian tribes at the edge of
extinction (Nugent 1993). If the images include ge®ple living in the Amazon, it is mostly
the Amerindians living peacefully in their tribellecting plants for medical use and living
in harmony with the nature (Slater 1996). Theseg@sacreated in campaigns to save the rain
forest have become a mental image of how we picdkmnazonia, especially how we need to
save the rainforest and its inhabitants, the Andgaims. The Edenic narrative implies an area
in need of protection from the external threat® #nvironmental organisations are the

saviours.

An example of how this new imagery inspires actisrhow the Norwegian government
supports the Brazilian Amazon Fund with capital wigrazil reduces the deforestation and
emission from deforestation. After a period of tithey measure how much emission has
been reduced and then they “reward” them for theuarth The money is given to the Amazon
Fund, and should be used for projects to protextdinforest (Klima- og miljgdepartementet
2014) The concern for Amazonia and the fear ofdéstruction is something one sees in
many campaigns to stop the deforestation and lecgke extraction of resources. There is a
general concern that it is our responsibility tostonething, in the end all of us will suffer
from the environmental damage in the long run. Heson of environmentalism, have grown
stronger the latest years, and it can be seenpdslasophy and ideology as well as a life-
style. Most environmentalists represent a certaiug or an area, in order to protect it from

outside occupation and maintain the traditional walfe.

The largest global environmental organisationd)asld Wildlife Fund, Green Peace and the
Amazon Fund have million worth campaigns to sapeae of land, an endangered species or
an Amerindian Group from the threats they expere(dilton 1993). Together with the
ideology of saving the rain forest, that we needetact in order to save the rain forest, a new

discourse of environmentalism has taken place witkhievelopment ideals. “Thus,
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‘environmental discourse’ is not just communicatiabout the environment, but also the
process whereby our understanding of the envirohmenconstituted through such
communication” (Milton 1993: 8). An environmentakdourse has a set of communicative
tools shaping how one thinks and perceives theremvient, and especially the damages
humankind puts upon our environment. For exampl8razil the ecology movement have
been influential in Amazonia; amongst many farmespoke to it was very normal to talk
about organic farming, even though it was the samg of farming they had always done.

But the rhetoric’s changed with the new concerreforironment and ecological thinking.

In development projects today we hear about swtendevelopment, how all the projects
are concerned with the ideal of making a living ethdoes not destroy more of nature than
necessary, and use natural methods in their liweth(Goodman and Redclift 1991).
Sustainable development have become the “new” Wwalping development, with the vision
of being able to extract resources, create econgnoivth and participate in the globalised
world economy in a sustainable manner. In the dnik&ations Millennium Development
Goals for 2015 number 7 is to “Ensure environmestadtainability”, and the Rio +20
conferenc focuses on how to do development sustainable édriitations 2014). In Brazil
several projects have been established, espedmliifje Amazon to prevent deforestation,
protect the environment and its inhabitants. Onthefmany strategies has been to establish
protected areas and Amerindian reserves. Howewdralh the initiatives have a positive
outcome and it has been discussed whether establiplotected areas are the best solution.
There is a tendency to overlook the thousands ofimdigenous people also inhabiting the
area. Many of the recent images of the “natural’aomia also have created a form of
stigmatisation against small scale farmers andaetittists, depicting them as “the bad guys”.
Many multilateral corporations state that it is gmeall-scale farmers, with their slash-and-
burn techniques who are the major threat to the fiaiest. They build their findings upon
research taken out of the context, and also theemivonmental ideology, as | will describe

with some examples elsewhere in Latin America.

In the upper Amazon in Ecuador, an oil company, AR®ave built a well to extract oil
through a pipeline. Incorporating the new environtakst ideals, ARCO launched a book
picturing how petroleum technology and conservatonld go hand in hand (Sawyer 2003:

70). The pictures of how the oil well and pipelirgsended in with the natural landscape of

'8 United Nations conference on Sustainable development, Rio de Janeiro, June 2012.
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rain forest also excluded all the people inhabitittge area. Their environmental
conservationism only considered the rain foresexdusively a biophysical realm, where
they, with new technologies, were able to extralcivdhout destroying large areas of forest.
The inhabitants living in the area, who were diseeffected by the oil extraction, by being
evicted from certain areas, were never includedodgh their strategies of creating the image
of the rain forest as “peopleless”, they managetegitimise the company’s actions in the
landscape (Sawyer 2003:71). This is one of manyekes of how the images created of the
Amazonian rain forest legitimise actions and intvasin a habited area. There were large
consequences for the local people living in thecsipeareas; they were forced to move,

change their livelihoods and pictured as destrogetle forest.

Another example of how images of Amazonia havedear legitimised actions in a contested
area, is the case of El Mirador, an ancient Mayay i0 a protected forest area in a
Guatemalan tropical forest. Forest dwellers (mdsitynos— mixed origin of indigenous and
European ancestry) inhabiting the area were givencessions to extract resources
sustainably, to increase state control at the sameeas the people in the area functioned as
protectors of the forest (Ystanes in press) In megears however, the state and private
investors wants to open up the area for eco-todfism part of the conservation strategy,
which they mean will be a sustainable income aedter prosperity for the local community.
A major initiator of the project is the Global Hage Fund, an American based organisation
with the aim of protecting cultural heritage. Thegnt to make all other activities than eco-
tourism illegal, including most of the local smadlale activities. They legitimise this aim by
presenting the local (and sustainable) extractidivities as leading to deforestation, while
eco-tourism would prevent this. The inhabitantshef area, the forest dwellers, are pictured
as illegal intruders living by poaching, traffickirand illegal timber extraction, threatening
the rain forest (GHF Public Relations 2008). Thisage excluded the range of forest-
preserving strategies by the forest dwellers, tBastainable practices in extractivism and
how they themselves were concerned in protectiagah forest from destruction (Ystanes in
press). The images created by the Global Heritagel fn their strategy to open up the area
for eco-tourism, made the forest dwellers intrudarthe particular image of the landscape.

Whether they will succeed in their plans is stificlear. But the implications the project

* Eco-tourism has become very popular in recent years, especially in Amazonia. This builds upon the ecological
friendly tourist, going to certified ecological and sustainable tourist places. That means the tourism should not
destroy nature or the local habitat, and that the local place also is involved and gain from the tourism.
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would have for the locals is quite clear: they widke their subsistence activity as an
extractive community and also parts of their laagec(Ystanes in press). This is also evident
in many projects in the Brazilian Amazon, where fiogeest dwellers — thecaboclos,
ribeirinhos and non-indigenous peoples - are pictured as iateud’o sum up, the images of
Amazonia as a vast area of rain forest, only hdliteAmerindian groups are used by several
corporations to legitimise their actions in thenréorest. Taking advantage of environmental
rhetoric’s; “projects being carried out sustaindptiie corporations manage to shape the way
their projects are imagined. However, as the riEgorare based on images, the call for
studying how these images work and understandim@c¢kual reality of the given area will be

of great importance.

An even larger symbol of the local people struggteland is that of the Amerindian groups.
Having suffered resettlement and occupation ofateas they have used for centuries, the
fight for the rights of the Amerindian groups iretAmazon received international attention in
the 1970’s. The Kayapd Amerindian group’s struggiating a large corporation wanting to
flood their lands to build a dam became the imafj@merindian struggles. They used
techniques of media and playing back the repreBentathe West had of them, using their
indigenous identity as a political tool. Concerwrgvarranged with the artist Sting, one of the
international celebrities involved in helping theyapd (Slater 1996). The Amerindian group
became the image and symbol of the fight again&trestations and destruction of the rain
forest, and it has become a very strong and powsyfabol indeed. However, by the creation
of this symbol, all those others living in Amazomas been moved further back or even out
of the image of the tropical rainforest (Nugent 3P9As with the Edenic narrative of the
rainforest (Slater 2002), the Amerindians became émbodiment of the natural domain,
while parts of non-indigenous population have bpkrted in the category of ‘destructive
intruders’ (Ystanes in press) When Nugent was gtongiudy thecaboclosaround the city of
Santarem, he experienced this at close hand. “Vighegaring to go to the field, | consulted a
senior Amazonianist, who was amazed that anyondedato spend time among ‘Indian-
killers’.”(Nugent 1993:xvii). ThecaboclosNugent wanted to study was seen as the intrusive
elements to the Amerindian culture, and unimportanstudy. In anthropology in the 20
century, the “exotic other” have been the mostragtng object of study, and something that
may have played a role in why all those othersiivin Amazonia have been left out of the

picture.
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Using the Amerindians in their campaigns, environtakst organisations put them in a form
of “endangered species” category, implying theydneer help to be saved. While the
protected areas of national forest and indigeneserves have tried to protect the nature and
people from invasion from outside (however, tharstill illegal logging from national forest
and reserves), the development of the protecteabsdrave left out parts of the population and
led to conflict in some cases. Thona Tapajosa national forest reserve established in 1974
excluded several of the communities residing inglte borders of the park, which were
relocated. After local struggle to remain, the nggamaent opened up for “traditional people”
to reside within the reserve, opening up a new eblwho was traditional and who was not
(loris 2005).

How we think about the nature and especially the fi@rest has changed, and together with
the discourse of environmentalism there are newsveagerging of how we think about the
rain forest and its inhabitants. Even among the #ml&n peoples there are those who are
considered more “natural’” than others. Slater (J986émpares two newspaper articles
concerning two different tribes in the Amazon ie 8truggle for gaining rights to their land.
The Yanomami Indians of the upper Amazon are desdrias pristine Indians almost
untouched by modernity, while the Kayap6 of the dowAmazon are called ‘jungle
maharajas’ using modern tools and exploiting the to land to make a profit selling timber
and other resources. The Yanomamis where the aesting to be saved, and who would go
well with the environmentalism discourse, while tRayapds was in discordance with the
representations of Amerindians. The images creafedmazonia excluded the group not
fitting into the idealised picture, and the actiangplied also excluded those “unfit” in
projects and political concerns. There are sevdelelopment projects concerned with
environment and protection of the rain forest in&gaonia today. Some of the projects have
worked out well, while others have made things wde many groups. What is important
and also criticised with these environmental prgjaes the construction of Amazonia as a
static unit. People are divided into ‘traditionahd ‘indigenous’ overlooking the many
differences in occupation, knowledge and most oftle@ way many inhabitants change
between many different occupations available fenth(Filho 2009). The problems of such
images as the representations of Amazonia is hewdkerlook the reality of local places and
peoples, and presents the area wrongly. We negttltale all the lived realities in order to
build a new framework of understanding, and the memty of the Amazonian, social
landscape needs to be understood in order to oatmeasonable projects.
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In this chapter | have given a background of therarching image of Amazonia and how it
influences the people living in the area. The onghimg image of Amazonia have been a
strong force in how our images of Amazonia havenbeated and maintained, and the
notion of Amazonia as an Edenic Narrative haveugriced peoples representations of the
rain forest (Slater 2002). | have followed histafidrajectories of colonial and national
expansion into the Amazon, and the influences thesgctories have had upon the
overarching image of Amazonia. Today, with the @noof the environment and a stronger
focus on sustainable development, one sees a néwnshow the images are created, and
also the consequences these shifts might havehéordgion. With several projects and
protected areas established, | emphasized the famwar of understanding Amazonia’s
complex social landscape; and how we need to iecalidthe inhabitants of the area in order

to provide a viable future for all the partners.
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Chapter 3

Cotijuba: An Island in-between

As | continue to find my way around in Belém, ktdiger what is to become the
main theme of my fieldwork: The constant flow afpgbe and things between the
cities and the surrounding islands. As | found midfsite, the island Cotijuba,

this movement between the “rural” and the “urban&étame more evident, and |

understood that this would be a very important fdininy fieldwork.

This chapter presents my field site, the islandCattijuba and what | found to be an
interesting theme in relation to my argument: Thktronship between the urban and the
rural, and how they are never truly separated atistand. | will explain livelihoods and
housing conditions at the island, and relate tbishe way people categorised Cotijuba as
urban or rural. It will be important to understamificial and local categorisations, and what
impacts it might have for the islanders. | will dlois by engaging theories concerning
urbanisation and the tendency to separate urbanrawad. Through my chapter | will
emphasise how urbanisation in Amazonia does néwwolegular patterns of urbanisation
theories, the strong connections between the usbeas and its rural counterparts, and how
they never truly are separated. | will use examfues Cotijuba related to these themes, and

focus on the changes occurring at the island.

The little boat leaves the dock and the lively fisgdrket, on its way to Cotijuba; the
little island about an hour boat ride from Belénedple sit and talk together, some
are sleeping, and other read or listen to musicos3ing the bay you can get
glimpses of Belém in the distance, with its skysammranging over the river. In the

bay there are many boats, all from small canoeligoships lying anchored in the

middle of the bay. The small canoes and boats @ @ossing over to the nearby
islands. Traversing the bay, the boat glides betwea big islands looking rather

uninhabited. However, as the boat glides on, srhalises along the riverbank
comes into sight. Wooden houses built on polesanmater, with small docks and
many boats. Children are playing by the water, blimg along the roots of the trees

growing down into the water. The islands have akdagarea, where it is possible
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for boats to stop by and pick up people. After passhe two islands to enter
another bay, with many rivers connecting further tine boat changes direction
westward, and from the distance | can see the ast#rCotijuba. It is similar to the
two islands we already have passed; it is mostgegrand covered with threes. As
we continue and | can see more of the island, whains to be the island’s centre
appears; a cluster of houses and buildings, a dagkirea and telephone pole. The
boat continues along the island, and it finally medike we are coming to the end
of the trip. Getting off the boat and up towarddithe square a huge ruin of a
building appears. “The juvenile educational institln” a signpost says. It used to
be a big building, with many windows, covering tigole length of the squares.
The building is still standing, although now it jisst the skeleton of the large
institution it was. | wonder how this building onloeked in the days the institution
was still being run. The square is round, and thare many small coffee stands
around it. It is a nice area, with threes and beeglo sit in the shade. There are a
lot of people around, women selling food and coiifer the stalls, and most of all,
motoristastaxi drivers driving the motorbikes that can takmiyaround anywhere.
There is also a tractor with two wagons leavingw times during the day. In front
of the ruin there are several horse charts, app#yefor those having more things
to carry or who fear the motorbike will be a bitatlenging for them. The
motoristasspot us who are not from the island and come tivg@ersuade us to go
with them. | decide it is better to try the chajenat once, and chose a motorbike
to take me to the house where | am going to livetlie next months (from

fieldnotes).

Spatial organisation of Cotijuba
The island of about 60 km2 consists of differergaar a little centre, the docking area, the

rural land and the river dwellings. Tleentro (centre) starts in the little docking area and is
organised around the southern end of the islanttibning as the island’s official centre.
Compared to the rest of Cotijuba it has a rathgh liensity of houses and shops, and a more

urban structure. Around the docking area, theie sguare with several small stalls, a prison
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ruin®® and the starting point of the main road, Aagalhdees Baratawhich runs through
Cotijuba. It is a gravel road, only with spacetfop tractors to pass each other. Following the
road one passes many buildings and spmlisada$, restaurants and small shops. There are
several small clothing shops and some small sup&etsaalong the road, mainly selling
clothes, dry food, some vegetables and hygienidymits. After 100 metres one comes to a
crossroad where the main road continues north.enanbther road heads westward to one of
the many beaches. Around this crossroads mosteaddfticial buildings are situated. There is
a little market selling fish and meat in the moisome vegetable stalls, a health post, the
oldest church, two schools, some repair shops everal small cafés and lunch places. If you
follow the road westward you will come to the beauka,Praia do Farol, covering the
south-western shore of the island. Between the hbeaw the docking area there are
neighbourhoods with many small houses close togetieng the beach there were also
several larggpousadasand beach restaurants. From the main centreMtgalhdes Barata
road continues to all the way to the northern sifithe island, td/ai-Quem-Que?, where |
lived during my fieldwork. From this road, thereeaseveral smaller roads eastward and
westward to the houses in these parts. There aaspimalt roads on Cotijuba and cars are not
allowed to drive there, except the official policar. Motorbikes and small tractors have
permission to drive, as well as horse carts. Thia mablic transportthe bondinhas a tractor
with two wagons, functioning as a bus. It has adale, leaving at set times throughout the
day, and then every hour during weekends and pidliciays. The tractor driven wagons

also functioned as “school buses”, driving the ladd teenagers going to school in the centre.

The natural landscape of Cotijuba consisted ofedkifit types of soil and vegetation. There
was the river surrounding Cotijuba, but also smalieers {garaped and lakes inside the
island. The different soils in Amazonia have veiffedent levels of nutrients and fertility,
something that affects the vegetation growing i $pecific soil. In Cotijuba one can both
find terra firme (highlands) andvarzea (wetlands) (Melo 2010). Theerra firme is
characterised by low fertility, and small cycles refyrowth. Planting in this type of sail,

demands extensive knowledge of the soil quality haod to maintain the nutrients in it.

 There used to be a prison at Cotijuba, functioning for many years. As the prison closed, the buildings
functioned as a correctional institution for young men, removing them from the city. Today the buildings are
just ruins, but with historical importance for the island.

* Small guesthouses with some rooms for rent, and a restaurant/bar that provide beach guests with chairs,
tables, parasols and drinks.

2 Literally meaning Go-those-who-Wants, which play with the fact that this was the more distanced beach, far
away from the centre.
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Varzeaon the other side is of rich fertility, gettingtriants from the periodical flooding of
the area. However, with the flooding one also hasrisk of nutrients being washed away, as
well as all the plants grown in the area (Ross 19VBe natural landscape at Cotijuba had its
limitations in case of planting crops and keepimjreals. Nevertheless the islanders had
extensive knowledge of what to plant where, sedsoy@es and how to have fertile soils.
Many had some animals, mostly chickens, but algs.plogether with crops, plants and
fishing this was the base of the food subsistehtieeaisland.

Categorisation of houses
In order to understand the different groups ofnidrs and some of the current categorisation,

| paid much attention to the different types of esipeople lived in. The house can be a very
good classificatory tool; in the case of spatiaigion inside the house, the division of inside
and outside, domestic and public and the displayhef house towards the outside world
(Robben 1989). Bourdieu ([1980] 1996) analyseKthieyle house, and how it symbolises the
worldview and classification of the lived world,tiseen the men’s world (outside the house)
and the women’s world (inside the hot8epased upon binary oppositions. Bourdieu was a
major influence in studies of symbolism, hegemony atructuralism, and his analysis of
houses has been important. Houses as a markerefardhy and social status is evident in
many societies, especially the physical appeararicéhe house and how architectural
elements can differentiate the upper strata of @ego with those of lower status in the
appearance of the house (Waterson 1995). | used ahia background to an overall
classification of different types of houses relatedsocio-economic status, where | try to
categorise three types of housing arrangementridavident at Cotijuba. That is not to say
however, that the community at Cotijuba was a hotiaed one, rather there was little
stigmas related to class or strata. But there wemge differences that one could see in the
appearance of the houses and what type of famiingli there, especially related to

livelihoods.

There are the very simple houses made of wood, pedres and even rubber latex. These
houses were more often located in the distant gfatthe island, where many of the island’s
ribeirinhos, seringuistagrubber-tappers) and farmers lived. Their livetile were normally
subsistence activities, producing or catching fdod the family unit. Living conditions

consisted of a compound of a main wooden housewutled by some smaller units of houses

| will come back to this division in the next chapter, concerning women’s role in the household.
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and roofs organised into different living areas.eCarea is for cooking, one for washing
dishes, one for doing laundry, a sitting area @tee cooking and washing area can be
organised in different ways, but they normally argside. Some houses has a water tap
connected to pipes, while others only have vessslishave to collect water in barrels. They
all have wooden benches to prepare food and wasteslithe wood is anti-bacterial and also
let water run through gaps in the board. The capkirea is traditionally a fireplace built up
by stone bricks, and with some metal bars over. ddwking pots are placed on the metal
bars, since they transfer heat. Some households tlaanged to gas stoves in the recent
years, but many still has a fireplace as the oalyee for cooking. Most houses were simple
furnished with a kitchen table and chairs, andaswormal to have a television and a stereo
system. The traditional houses also have a lartgoouspace where they have hammocks or
a sitting area. Many houses are built on polesrarsgd above the ground, to keep the water
away during the rainy season. Some of these wobdeses are in a more modern style, with
some modern elements, but they are mostly buithénsame pattern with an outdoor area
divided into different spaces for different things.

The second category of houses is brick houses.i$hige most common way to construct a
house these days, and the majority of the islaniderd in this type of house. Most families
living in brick houses had paid jobs besides adfuce or fishing, and also had more material
possessions than those families living in the nftnaditional” housing arrangements. The
houses are built of bricks and cement, without fpaircement surface. Most of the houses are
a quadrate shape, with a low front wall and altaltk wall. This makes the ceiling incline
towards the front, thus helping water find its waythe ground during heavy rain. Some of
the houses have kitchen and bathrooms inside, wthiers have just one or two rooms and a
kitchen area outside. Normally one would have acbhdor cooking inside, and a water tap
outside of the kitchen window where they do thdessand such. The majority living in brick
houses had gas stoves, electricity and was furdighith sofas, chairs, a dining table. They all
had a television and a stereo system. Most of thesk houses also have an outside area
with a roof, where they entertain guests and retdak the family. Some of these houses are
also arranged in clusters, where most of their faaiso live.

The third type of house is larger, painted houSégy are made with bricks, but have made
proper cement walls, tiled floor and are painteain8 of these houses are also in wood, but in
a modern style, and nothing like the first categofyhouses. They normally had several

rooms and separate kitchen and living room. Masy &lad a front room, used to entertain
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guests. Most of these houses have a large veraraaside area with hammocks and rocking
chairs, and it is also common with decorative disje€hey are mostly inhabited by people
who have moved to Cotijuba in recent years, butesofithe elderly also lived in houses like
this, as they had worked on the house for a lonmgpgeThose living in this type of houses
normally had paid jobs in Belém, and had a relatihegher standard of living than the rest of

the islanders.

| also found a division of houses based on negeasd decoration. People built houses based
on what was necessary; to have a roof over thaid.héompared to the size of the family and
income, houses were mostly constructed with anteyit the family’s needs. But, those
families having a higher income decorated theirdeobiased on wanting a nicer home, make
it home more comfortable and have a decorativet froom for guests. The latter can then be
analysed to higher social and economic prestigbate a decorated front room to entertain
guests in, showed prestige and economic statusfréheroom is related to the division of
inside and outside, between the domestic sphetbheofamily and the public sphere of the
society (Robben 1989). | visited houses with veaigib construction, and only one bedroom
for a family of five. Still, they had a front roon the size of a large bedroom, where they
normally sat if they had guests. To be invited ipgmples home were a sign of respect, to be
invited further in behind the front room were arsigf acceptance (see also Robben 1989).
Bourdieu (1996) argues that the spatial divisiontlud house is based on homologies,
dichotomies; the division of the outside, publihiege and the inside, domestic sphere. This
was evident at Cotijuba; people keep the insidthefthouse separated from life outside. The
front room, as the first room one enters from tireet, becomes a space in between; it is
connected to both spheres. It also becomes a mairkecioeconomic distinction between the
households who are able to afford such a room{laogk who do not. This division of houses
and socioeconomic conditions helped me gain a rbattederstanding of the social
organisation at Cotijuba, especially in relation liteelihoods, as each category of house

participated in certain livelihoods.
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Livelihoods and use of natural resources
Fishing, agriculture and extractivism (extractirgtural products, as rubber aadaf®) are

the most common livelihoods at Cotijuba. Theseusexl in combination, where families both
fished and had plantations of agricultural productsecure an income. The products are
transported to the nearest local markets, eithdcaaraci or Belém and sold there. Some
decades ago the islanders lived more isolatedeaistand having to make a living of the
products available, while today, the rapid changed urbanisation patterns have led to an
increase of different livelihoods. Today it is veaymmon to combine several activities, both
in primary and tertiary sectors. Many islanders badhll shops, restaurants, bars, and other
forms of trade to maintain their livelihood. Consition work was another sector which
employed many of Cotijubas residents, mostly menganstructing buildings at the island.
With the introduction of tourism to Cotijuba, a nemarket opened up for the islanders, and
today a majority of the inhabitants are involvedtlie tourist market with transportation,

merchandise and guesthousesusadak

Including a range of activities to secure a livebd is a common strategy in Amazonian,
rural communities, and several studies have explohe combination of strategies rural
populations use (see for exampleAdams et al. 2B0gent 2009, Harris 2009). The urban,
national elite have criticised these livelihoodsatgtgies for being un-modern and resisting
capitalist interventions, but authors as HarrisO@0argues otherwise; Amazonian peasant
communities have the advantage of securing an iecondifficult times, adjusting to the
local market’s busts and booms and taking advarégd the sectors available. This makes
them able to continue their preferred ways of ldad maintain their traditional livelihoods
without having to be assimilated into the capitadimmarket economy (Nugent 1993).

The ways Amazonian rural communities are combiraagvities pertaining to different
sectors is similar to the strategies of the Noraerdfiskarbondé (fisherman-farmer). The
coastal population in Norway often engaged in bitghing and farming in order to take
advantage of different resources in their natutatasindings. The division of work was
important, as the men were out fishing while thenga took care of the farm and household.
This was especially strong in northern Norway, agsoithe coastal Sami populatfonLiving

2 Acai (Euterpe oleracea) is a form of thick juice made from the palm fruits. The blue, large berries are pressed
in a machine, and the purple juice is eaten with farinha and sugar. It was very important in indigenous and
traditional communities, and still forms an important part of their diet.

*The indigenous minority in Norway

41



in harsh landscapes, high mountains and rough sfjocdmbining several sectors was a
strategy to survive and maintain a reasonable iecand livelihood. It was also common to
work periods in tertiary sectors, as mining, roadding and other paid jobs (Nilsen 1998).
Living in areas with different resources availaldethe same time as it is difficult to specify
the livelihood towards one sector, seems to makeyrfecal communities take advantage of
the several sectors of available resources. Thersen-farmers in Norway and the islanders
at Cotijuba have in common a landscape with sevaaitiiral resources available. But the
landscape also has its limitations; weather, seasol soil quality make specialising and
industrialising one sector uneconomic, while snsaltfe production of several sectors is more

secure and stable.

Plantations and gardens
Most of the islanders have a plantation or a gardentheir land, which provides the

household with both food and income. As Cotijubasists of different soils, not all of them
equally suited for agriculture; there were limitets to which crops and plants would grow
there. The most common plant is tmandioca(Manihot esculenta), which is a kind of bitter
cassava one has to cook properly to remove a taixicghe plant. There also exists a similar
root, macaxeira(Manihot utilissima) a type of sweet cassava, wsegdotatoes. Thmandioca

is widely known throughout the world from many igdhous communities. It grows well in
bad soils with little nutrition, and is thereforeitable to cultivate in rainforests. The root is
used for many things, and the process mainly ctmefsthe root getting peeled, grated into a
mass that is then pressed. The remaining juicelisated and made int@apioca,a juice they
boil with spices, which is basis for maRarensedishes. The thick part of the water being
pressed out, looks like a white, slimy mass analse collected and used in many dishes, or
dried and used as flour to matagioca pancakes. The driechandiocamass is fried, and
becomes a crunchy magarinha, which people have on their food, in theai or simply as
main part of the meal with some fish or dried m@athe side. As one can see, every part of

themandiocais used, and the root is a very important patheflocal diet.

The majority of my research participants also halgns around their house, or land situated
in an available area, where they gresai palms, flowers, and several fruit trees with
different fruit as;cupuacu(Theobroma grandiflorumarambola(Averrhoa carambola) and
taperiba(Spondias dulcis)This was particularly the case for the women wtayed at home
with kids or who were retired. The gardens wergrefat importance as they provided fruits

and other crops year round, and people cared exédngor their gardens. Women shared
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knowledge about the flowers and trees, as wellxakanging flowers to grow in their own
gardens. How the garden looked was also importashould be clean, without weeds, and
neatly cared for. They raked their gardens fredqueahd most of the gardens were very well
organised. Islanders used the slash and burn spodim small-scale, burning grass and trees
which occupied their gardens. The burning also iplexy nutrition for the soil. Daily one
could see small fires in controlled areas, as shenders worked almost every day in their

gardens.

Tourism
In recent years tourism has increased, and Cotigibgpopular holiday site for locals as well

as international tourists. Boats leaving every hoaversing between the island and Icoaraci
(the nearest harbour with connection to Belém),e@sakeasy to go on a day trip to the island.
People came for the beaches, to relax and drink beeveekends thpousadasvould put up
tables and parasols at their part of the beach vasitrs were enjoying the sun and eating.
This had made tourism into a good income for mamyilies. Many combined it with other
work, and often the women run tpeusadawhile the men did other things. Many islanders,
especially the young ones, also worked in the badsrestaurants in weekends and holidays,
and this provided them with an extra income. Transpg was a particularly good sector, the
motoristastransporting people on motorbikes was driving tamigy back and forth from the
centre to the beaches, and with a set price o&ls (approximately 13 NOK) they could earn

quite a lot during a day.

One can clearly see the range of activities andsarglanders use in their livelihoods. In

recent years, Cotijuba has gone through many clsangeanisation, increased population and
especially the introduction of tourism. This had te an increase in commercial activities
towards tourists and visitors, which also have epgenp for new markets and subsistence
activities. However, the basis activities, agriotdt and fishing still make up the largest part
of the livelihoods. What has changed is the caisgton of the island, and in the next section
| will explain how the categories of urban and hane difficult in present time Cotijuba, and

which implications this has for the islanders.

Cotijuba: Urban or rural?
After some time at Cotijuba, | started to realisavhinteresting this categorisation of Cotijuba

was, and how the official and the local views ofetifer Cotijuba was an urban or rural place
was in conflict. In the beginning of the2@entury classical anthropological studies focused
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on isolated, “primitive” societies, often indigersogroups and “tribes” living at the outskirt of
the central, “civilised” societies. There was ademcy to regard urban and rural as two
separate systems, where the modern, civilisedscitiere the evolution from isolated rural
areas. (Redfield 1956). This tendency has beericisgtl, as it was based on the
anthropologist’s external categorisation, and matgs recognised by the locals. During the
50’s and 60’s, with focus on peasant studies, esibpedn Latin America, the discipline
changed towards understanding the relationshipdsstwrban and rural, and how they were
connected. Redfield (1956) focused on peasantestadid how there always had been contact
between the rural communities and the urban centreforms of exchange. This is
particularly true for Amazonia, where these twoespls overlap in many cases, and classical
theories of urbanisation becomes incompatible. tlifjirsas explained earlier with the
overarching image of Amazonia as a tropical ranest the emphasis has been on the nature.
The cities and urbanisation tendencies in Amaz@niet something people tend to include in
their images of the region. Secondly, Amazonia rexerienced a rapid urbanisation the last
decades, which challenges classical theories @nishtion and frontier expansion (Godfrey
and Browder 1996:442)Jrbanisation in Amazonia as disarticulated urbdamsabuilds upon
the common view (especially amongst geographerg)nohzonia as a frontier area, being a
periphery with a subordinated relationship to tlapital centre and capitalist system. It is
typically an area with different economic groupsl @ectors which gives the base for diverse
social spaces, and the changes occurring in tteesmidom follows the line of the centralist
state. Rather it is characterised by the disadted urbanisation following the busts and
booms of the world market and its demand for d#iférraw material (Godfrey and Browder
1996).The river networks which established trading reladi between the urban and the rural
places also established contact between the tweraphThe bust and boom economy evident
in Amazonia in the 20 century led to a form of urbanisation based omrtiisulation; small
communities becoming trading posts or small towmsngd the rubber boom, only to later be
abandoned after the downfall of the trade. Througltime history from the colonial expansion
one can clearly see the movement that existed ety urban and the rural areas, and how

they were never truly separated units.

The close links between the rural production uaitd the urban trade centres in Amazonia is
important in the categorisation of Cotijuba as elrplace and Belém as an urban city. As
Cotijuba is situated close to the metropolitan loeadter, Belém, contact between the two

have always been frequent. The two were alwaysmibgeg upon each other, as the island
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provided the state capital with trading goods &, ggalm heart, cassava, fish, shrimps and
other products, while Belém was a place to getsste goods and products unavailable at
the island. With the constant movement betweencthe and the island the two spheres
overlapped as products, ideas, people, knowledge molitics moved between them.
Nevertheless, | soon realised the local categaisaif Cotijuba was inconsistent with the
official (the local government), and | also expeded different views within the islanders. It
was therefor important for my study to understarwhl and official categorisations and which

implications it might have for the community at (\dia.

Official definition of Cotijuba
Cotijuba is by the official definition part of theunicipalities of Belém, and defined as a rural

area, where most of the population work in agrigeltor fishing.

The occupationis the main featurdo characterizea rural areawhereasthe other categories
depend orthis first, that is,sincethe occupation andse ofthe territoryare conditionsin defining
the ruralityof a geographical aretn this casdt can be saidhat Cotijubais an essentially rural
island becauspeopleliving theresurviving of activities relatednainly to the land and thaver,

suchas agriculture anfishing (Martins2003 in Melo 2010:75, my translation).

| quickly observed that this categorization was aoturate on today’s Cotijuba, as a large
part of the islanders work in the cities of Belémawaraci, or are involved in other activities
than fishing and farming. My hosts were part a$ tiroup. They had a house in Belém where
they lived in the weekdays as they both workeduddip servants, but spent their weekends at
Cotijuba. Their dream was to be able to live peremdly on Cotijuba, but while they both still
worked this was difficult. So the island cannot $@d to be only inhabited by ‘rural
population’ as the movement to and from Belém wigh,hand over 50 % of the population

worked in other sectors combined with agriculturd &ishing.

According to Plano Diretor Urbano do Municipio del@n and_aw No. 7.60%°, Cotijuba is
considered a rural area (Melo 2010). In Brazil gwwernment taxes are regulated with
regards to whether one lives in a rural or an udraa. Living in an area regulated with urban
taxes the electricity, sanitation, water and edonadre more expensive than in the rural
areas, where these often lack. The laws concethatpx regulations in urban and rural areas
defined the rural areas as located outside of tharuarea of the municipality (Law No.
5.172, October 25. 1966, sectionAlrf. 29). The metropolitan area of Belém is 1.098,4

2 January 13. 1993, in paragraph 2, Article 152 (cited in Melo, 2010)
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square kilometres, and consists of several muritggawhich have their local governor and
some power in local decision-making (IBGE 2014)e®?® islands surrounding Belém are
part of their respective municipality, but the riegions of taxes and public concerns as
sanitation and electricity remains in the powetha capital, Belém. One can quickly see the
problem of being defined as a rural area at theesiime as they are part of an urban
municipality, because of the inconsistency in thed. Some regulations were made based on
Cotijuba as a rural area, while others were madactordance with being a part of the
municipality of Belém, and many islanders were ymyawith the discordance in the

categorisations.

“Despite the island being part of the metropoliteeaeof Belém, our government does not see it
this way. So, it is very difficult to get resouramst here, such as public lighting, sanitation,|thea
treatment and a range of other things. We haveapgwhere we discuss these issues concerning
the island, we are now trying to redeem a projafied "Luz para todos", which was implemented
eight years ago as a program to bring electri@tyhie island at low cost for rural population.
However, nowadays, the electricity on the island/ésy expensive, we pay the rate of urban
electricity, but in truth we are a rural area. Tisland has a good rural production of planting,
harvesting, and supply of fruits and vegetabless Phoduction is distributed to Icoaraci and other
municipal centres of Belém. The real problem her¢hat we pay the rate of urban electricity,
while the island is ruralThe population is harmed by this uncertainty, esly concerning the
financial resources to the Island. We do not hawekohg water, sanitation, cars etc. The only
thing we have here is the urban rate of electrigigy pay, which is illegal! (Interview with Seu

Pedro Paulo, leader of ProCotijuba).

ProCotijuba was a group organised by the residianigy alongVai-Quem-Quermaking a
living from tourism. They met once a week, and dssed matters in relation to official
politics concerning the island. Some of their consewere related to the official
categorisation of Cotijuba, and the inconsistencyhe laws. Here one can see some of the
problems related to official versus local categais and how it affects the locals in
different ways. Having to pay expensive electricitgs very problematic for the islanders;
many felt this was unfair as other public systeneseanregulated towards Cotijuba as a rural
area. As Pedro Paulo explained, many of the pubstems were still not functioning
properly. There was, for example, no proper sadoitaat the island, something which would
start to cause serious problems if nothing was dutte it. Garbage was also a problem, as
many disposed of their garbage in the river oraurding nature. Pedro Paulo in ProCotijuba
explained how the population on the island had groemarkably the last decade, and how
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this would cause many problems in the future, & public systems were not in accordance

with the demographic growth.

Local categorisation at the island
Amongst the islanders there existed different viewsd | tried to understand this

categorisation and how it affected their ways f&. IThis relates to my claim that the official
definition was not in accordance with the localinigibn of Cotijuba. Depending on where
people lived on the island, locals categorisedistend as rural in the isolated areas, and
urban in the densely populated areas.

“Cotijuba is more rural; it has a lot of nature anmanquillity» Seu Raymundo said when |
asked them if they thought Cotijuba was urban aalrdYou think so? For me this is like a

city” Dona Esmeralda exclaimed laughing.

| was standing in a small wooden house with onersomroom furnished with a bed, a table,
a chest of drawers with a television, a refrigaratnd a gas stove. The room opened up
towards a terrace with roof where they had a faepland amcai machine. The house was
built upon poles and lay just by the river. The wensation between my research participant,
Dona Esmeralda and the owner of the house Seu Ralgnwas one | had heard many times
before. How they defined and thought about Cotijabaan urban or a rural place was very
different based on whom | asked. Seu Raymundo radigdeng of collectingacai and fishing.
He had a plantation @fcai threes, and went every morning to the market@ardaci where he
sold them to merchants at the harbour market. &fsly also fished, but this was mostly for
their own consumption. Seu Raymundo’s family livedh distant part of the island, an area
called Igarape Piri. The lgarapeis a river going through the eastern parts of giand
curving its way into the landscape, becoming a na&oond some places, and is flooded by
tidewater two times a day. Seu Raymundo had livedhe island for seven years, they had
earlier lived in anothelgarape and was used to that way of living. They livetifa that is
typically of theribeirinhos living by and off the river, making a living ofavious sectors
(Harris, 2000). | was visiting their home in companith my research participant, Dona
Esmeralda, who wanted to show me kjarapewhen | told her | was interested in learning
more about theibeirinhos on the island.. That Seu Raymundo had moved tojuBat
recently from a more urban place, and Dona Esmeraddl lived there to see it change, is
probably the reason why they categorised the isthffierently. She had lived there and seen

the rapid changes taking place. Earlier her hoaskbeen quite isolated, but now their house
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was surrounded by other houses and the main raasingaby in the front. Earlier she and her
family had known everybody passing by their holisg,now with more movement of people
there were many people they did not know.

“l used to go to church every night. There werestreetlights, but | walked alone and it was not
dangerous, because | knew everybody here. Now'l lilanto walk alone after dark, even though
we have street lights now. But there are so maiayge people these days, | only go to church in

the daylight” (Donna Esmeralda, my translation).

For her the little island was becoming more likeueal town. She had experienced all the
changes and seen how the isolated streets haddstarbecome filled with people, bikes and
tourists. Rapid changes occurred after the insi@tieof electricity 15 years ago; when the
island got energy there was a wave of new migrétse people led to increased motor bike
traffic, more tourism and more commercial activitje centro,however, most people agreed
was more urban, as the density of houses, shopsandhercial activities were larger there.
There was a tendency for the islanders who hadl livesee the changes felt the island was
becoming more urbanised and city-like, while thosgving to Cotijuba in recent years still
felt the place to be a rural and calm place.

Here one can clearly see some of the examples siogfthe definitions and regulations put
upon the residents at Cotijuba. The governmentduede official definitions, but in reality

they did not implement the tax regulations defifmdrural areas. At the same time, the local
categorisation of the islands varied, dependingvba you asked. In addition, these examples
have proven one of my arguments concerning urbahraral; they are not separated at

Cotijuba, but tend to merge together influencing dkher.

Merging Spheres
Another aspect of how classical theories do nahgtreality of Amazonia is when one tends

to make a separation between the urban spherénandrial sphere, including livelihoods and
subsistence activity. There is a tendency to believthe rural areas one can only be peasant
or fisher and live “traditionally” while in the udm areas one works in paid jobs and live
“modern” lives. The possibility of having two spbkerthat can overlap and have actors
moving between them is not always taken into carsiitbn. However, this overlapping of
the two spheres is what | found in Cotijuba, and oould never truly separate them. Most of
the islanders in Cotijuba were involved in sevaetivities during the different seasons; they

fished when it was season for fishing, but also $radll gardens and plantations or worked in
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other sectors for periods. This pattern is in adance with one of my arguments; how local
strategies to maintain a livelihood are based eers¢ sectors of “traditional” and “modern”

livelihoods. There is always a movement betweefedint ways of making a living, and the
clear separation of occupations as we have in hedérn” world does not work the same
way in Amazonia (Nugent 1993). | experienced thangntimes as | asked informants and

islanders of their occupation.

“Are you a fisher?™No, no | am not a fisherman. | fish to get food foy family, but | also
build boats, collect vegetables and fruits from étile plantation and find paid work from
time to time” Many times | experienced | could not ask peopthay were fisher or peasant,
because they sometimes got offended that | thaiglytwere just one thing. People were not
bound to one economic or subsistence activity, fe@yormed a multi-use of several sectors.
In the Amazon this was also evident for urban aseak especially these places in between,
the municipalities and rural places close to a apatlitan area. Here one can find all kinds of
activity merged together in new ways of maintainanliving. With already established routes
between the rural and the urban parts of Amazadh,flow between these two spheres

connects them together.

Tranquilidade: Urban to Rural migration
During my visits with the health agent | observedd dearned about local islander’s

categorisation of Cotijuba. | also paid attentionvthether they had moved to the island
recently, if they were born there and how long they lived there. The majority of those |
visited had moved to the island in the last decaded had lived there between 6-20 years.
Some had moved to Cotijuba from Belém or otheesith Para, many came from other rural
places. The main reason to move to the island waget away from the city’s noise, traffic
and dangerTranqulidade(tranquility) was the explanation for them movitagthe island, to

live in a more tranquil and calm place

“l used to live in the city of Belém. But | becadepressed and my health was not good. My
doctor advised me to move to a calmer place angetoaway from all the stress in the city. |
moved to Cotijuba, and here | am happy. We havé&a mouse with a big garden, | can grow

vegetables and we don’t have to worry about ouetyaf(Maria, 50)

Most of those | interviewed who came to live havented to live closer to the nature, to be
able to have a garden to plant vegetables and fiauitd have a calmer life. Another important
factor was to get away from the dangers of the aisythe crime rate in Belém has increased

49



much the last years, and one has to take manydmyasions in order to be safe. Every house
has bars over their doors and windows, one habe tareful where one walks after nightfall,
and the chance of getting robbed are high.

“Here we can have the window open to get fresh wig; don’'t have to bar our windows and
doors because we know everybody around here.ntuish safer to live here, and we can live

without the fear of robbers or burglar§Anna, 62).

Most of my research participants emphasised theitapce of safety and tranquillity; to be
able to live without having to bar windows and dndive in a calmer place and close to
nature. Those who had moved to Cotijuba had ththe&is main reason for moving, and | got
interested by this form of urban to rural movemeAs mentioned with theories of
urbanisation in Amazonia, the pattern in the reg@amn be analysed as one based on
disarticulated urbanisation (Godfrey and Browde9@)9But can it be said that the movement
from the city to a more rural place is part of ttype of urbanisation? Normally, theories of
urbanisation deal with the rural to urban movemanty rural populations migrate towards
urban centres in search for jobs and better s@psistactivities. Urban-to-rural migration has
been analysed as a turnaround in urbanisationrpattand a new trend in urbanisation
theories (Hugo and Smailes 1985). However, as thlvays have been movement between
rural and urban areas in Amazonia, this theory migit be applicable. Studies have been
conducted on movement and settlement in Amazoniathe strong pattern of rural-rural
migration; peoples moving around to find land fgrieulture or work (Browder and Godfrey
1997). Still, this trend of urban residents movtogrural areas for a more comfortable life
might be a different pattern, as people activelyose to move to Cotijuba for its tranquillity.

An Island in transition
In order to understand the transition the islangd been going through the last decades, |

interviewed some of the island’s elderly. Some wéitkos da Illha(children of the island)
born on the island, others had lived there for méegades. | wanted to understand better the
changes that had occurred, and how the changeaffeadled the way the islanders thought
about the island. Since Cotijuba was more ruratddys ago, the life if the islanders were also
what | could call more “traditional”. They mostlyatt a diet consisting of fish and shrimps,
acai, farinha and products grown in the gardens and plantationa. conversation with the
eldest couple on the island (the eldest was 10Bs}e#hey told me how they used to be able
to collect everything they needed to survive oniffiend. The rivers anlarapeswere full
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of fish and shrimps and they could get everythingytneeded from the river and earth.
Nowadays however, they explained this had changddtavas not as much fish and shrimps
as earlier. Now, they were more dependent upoingeftbod and things from the market or
traverse to Icoarci to buy it. Other research pgudints also explained how the activities to
gain a living had changed to more commercial aitisi During a period of Japanese
settlemerft’ on the island, they got introduced to growing aalling black peppers, but when
the Japanese moved on to another island they stappe an interview Dona Lea, a research
participant, she told me how they had an excharngtem earlier at the island. They
exchanged products between them; those having fisitlexchanged it fofarinha and acai,
and vice versa. This system ended when the mormyety took over the former modes of
exchange.

Living conditions at the island had also changeatli& there were no streetlights, the whole
island was dark after nightfall (around 18.00 ie #vening) and they had to use gasoline
lamps inside the houses. The road was not as bitgaas today; it was basically a little path
were horse charts could navigate their way thrahghsland. Houses were situated far apart,
and the island had more vegetation and was coweitedoush (natg. The houses from this
era were normally made of wood and material foundtlwe island, or which could be
transported easily. There were of course some cbb&ween the island and the mainland of
Belém as the fishers and farmers went to sell griducts and bringing back food or goods
difficult to get hold of at the island. But mostuseholds lived more or less a subsistence way
of life and managed with what they could collead gnow on the island.

As | already mentioned, Dona Esmeralda felt thendlhad become more like a little town,
with much more people, houses and traffic and pagily when she did not know everybody
anymore. Most of thélhos da ilhal talked to had divided meanings concerning thenges
that had taken place during the years. They tgtlessionately about the richness of the island
and how they lived of what they collected and mdntBut they also talked about the
difficulties earlier; getting around only by foot bicycle if they had, having to paddle in
small boats all the way to Belém to get necesséres health care, which was unavailable at
the island. Today, with hourly boats going betw#enisland and the mainland, a health post
with doctors, small shops selling necessary agjdieir lives had become easier. On the

*’ There are several Japanese settlements in Amazonia. They mostly worked in agriculture, and influenced the
local communities in many ways. The Japanese immigrants managed to hold on to their cultural traits, and one
can see many Japanese-Amazonians today.
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other hand, they all mentioned the fact that thveeee so many people they did not know on
the island today. Earlier they knew everybody, tatithe island to be very safe, while today
there were so many strangers passing by, espetialhe weekends and holidays. Without
knowing everybody, and with the flow of touriststte island, they were not as comfortable

walking alone in the evenings anymore.

The transition taking place the last decades haem lof importance to my understanding of
Cotijuba in relation to livelihoods and categorisas at the island. Being a rather isolated
island with inhabitants engaging in subsistencécaljure, fishing, extraction and collection,
to becoming an island with over 5000 inhabitanigeg me a good insight in how small
communities in Amazonia find ways of maintainingitttraditional lifestyle within a modern
framework. The blurred spheres of urban and ruatdgorisation can be related to this, as the
island had strong contact with urban centres, wee dpheres had always been overlapping,
with the movement of people and products betweenw. The people inhabiting Cotijuba
were also a mixture of several backgrounds; those was born and raised at the island,
newcomers who had lived there for a long timieeirinhos and newly arrived people. Some
have lived there to see the changes while othergechohere from urban places. With a
community based on different livelihoods and knalgle about the natural surrounding they
were able to cope with the transitions taking placel also create an active local community.
They were all involved in decisions about the idlas well as finding ways of improving
their quality of life at Cotijuba. As they said theelves: Isso € nossa relidadle- This is our

reality.
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Chapter 4
Movimento de Mulheres das Ilhas de

Belém

In this chapter | will introduce the organisatiowdrked with, and why a women’s movement
was needed at the island. | argue that women inzdma, and particularly non-indigenous
women living in rural areas, have been underreptese in the literature, especially
concerning their role in everyday activities. | mdiscuss how Movimento de Mulheres das
llhas de Belém (MMIB) became a strong and influemdrganisation at Cotijuba, establishing
a strong and active local community. The importaot&omen’s labour will be discussed,
and | argue how women’s participation in both htwéeg and commercial activities have
played an important role in the merging of tradiab and modern spheres. Through this
chapter I will establish women’s important roleGotijuba, especially their role in livelihoods
and political decisions. | will also discuss théerof a large national cosmetic company in
Brazil (Natura), which gave an opportunity for duneomen to earn an income and improve
their life conditions. An important aspect of Natwand their policy is their way of gaining
access to traditional knowledge about natural amdbdl raw materials, and the way they
organise commercialisation of products. The Braailiaw about access to shared benefit in
relation to the extraction of raw material will alde discussed, particularly how it was

implemented in a project at Cotijuba.

Women'’s invisibility in Amazonia
If “caboclos” and traditional communiti&shave been invisible in the Amazonian literature,

the women in these communities have been even nmwisible (Siqueira 2009:242).
Amazonia has become a place of imagination, andhasnon-indigenous part of the
populations tends to be excluded from these imagesjoes especially the women. The

majority of the anthropologists focusing their studn Amazonia have written about

%% Traditional communities refer to the non-indigenous population of Amazonia, whether living in urban or rural
areas. This distinction does not mean traditional as in non-modern, but purely as a way of distinguishing
between indigenous and non-indigenous, e.g. “all those others” living in Amazonia.
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“traditional population”,caboclosandribeirinhos as a whole group, without much focus on
analysing women’s participation in economic actdgt Most of the studies were carried out
by male anthropologists, which can explain the mali focus on women’s role in the
household, as it might have been difficult to ascdse female spheres. Early, classical
anthropological studies, such as Malinowski’'s wark the Trobriand Islands, have been

criticised for the lack of women'’s role in the comnmity.

The ‘women’s point of view' was largely ignored ithe study of gender roles, since
anthropologists generally perceived women as liwnthe shadows of men-occupying the private
rather than the public sectors of society, reaghgdren rather than engaging in economic or
political pursuits. (Weiner 1988:7).

Weiner has an important point; women have beeneadeas uninteresting objects of study,
and their important role in local communities havet been acknowledged. Women’s
contribution to the family economy has been esfiigai@glected. | argue through this chapter
how acknowledging women'’s role in creating a likiethd is central in order to understand
how the relationship between modern and traditi@nalwledge and techniques in Amazonia,
and especially their important role in the inforreabnomy. In order to understand this, one
needs to look upon the traditional gender roles bod these have changed or been

maintained.

Gender studies in Latin America and Amazonia in Particular
Masculinity and machismo are important themes imdge studies in Latin America, and it

has been argued that they are persistent ide@enafered behaviour. The machismo ideal of
men being dominant is contrasted to marianismo m&wobeing passive and subordinated to
the man. This division have been studied extengivahd amongst feminist authors a
tendency to move away from machismo and the stgreodf male dominance and female
subordination have occurred (Melhuus and Stgler6199ther tendencies, as the division of
domestic and public, where women'’s role are wittiia household and men have power
outside, is also in many gender studies concernédbhatin America. New ways of studying
gender, for example homosexual identities is ex#implby Kulick’'s book about travesti

identity in Salvador, with his division of male amdn-male, rather than male and female

*® Travesti refers to a group of homosexual male prostitutes dressing as women, emphasising feminine bodies.
However, they are not transsexual, as they do not want to become a woman. Rather, their masculinity is
divided between male and non-male, those who penetrate other men, and those who are penetrated (Kulick
1998).
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(Kulick 1997). His study emphasise the Braziliartiono of a male-based gender division
between those who are men and those who are ndtjsaan important contribution to
understand conceptualisations of gender in Brazil.

Wagley (1964) was one of the first to write extealr about non-indigenous communities in
the Amazon, and he included research concerningyfatmucture and gender relations. He
explained the strong ideals of how men and womeulldhbehave; the man was the head of
the family and should be dominant and aggressiviéewine women should take care of house
and children, be passive, non-talkative and subwais¥hese ideals can be analysed as based
on ideals of machismo and marianismo which | oatiim the beginning of this section. The
man was the one in control of the economy as mere wige only one’s perceived to
understand numbers and economic matters. Theyhalddhe privilege of being allowed (if
not expected) to have non-marital affairs, whilenvem should be virgins until they married
and always stay faithful to their husband (Wagleg4). The ideals showed a clear division
between the genders and who was in charge of dasisBut as with most ideals, they were
just ideals, and in reality things worked out diffetly in the community Wagley studied.
Women had a lot to say in decisions concerning @ognand business, as they often were in
charge of the household and knew what was needed dlay to day. They found ways to
manipulate the gender ideals, as letting the maunk e made the decisions while they were
the “brains” behind it (Wagley 1964). The Amazoniemmunities have changed since
Wagley studied them, gender relations are supptmsbd more equal in today’s Brazil. | say
supposed, as the reality can be very different thiaat is depicted in national rhetoric’s.

The division between the domestic and the publiesp still exists, however not as strong as
earlier, as both genders finds new ways of manimgahe ideals. Since | was mostly with
women | will focus on women’s patterns of behavjdaut there are restrictions on men as
well. The descriptions from Wagley’'s community wisem an era when the traditional
gender ideals were stronger than today, but as Weunderstand with the formation of
MMIB there is still matters women want to changenazonian women are not submissive
and have many ways of manipulating the gender sdéébwever, as one can see from my
examples, the manipulation is often of already ptamkrealms or statuses. There is a general
pattern giving more power and respect to wivesranthers, as motherhood has a high status
in Brazil, and is seen as an important ideal (Ma@al1999). Amongst both genders, the
respect for the elderly is strong. The elderly feEsmahave a strong power within the

household, but there is a division related to iesidd outside the household. Women are seen
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as controlling the domestic sphere, while men atstthe public sphere. The house is a good
example of this, as women were controlling inside house (the domestic unit) and men
controlled the outside (public unit). As Bourdieesdribes with the Kabyle house, the
division inside the house symbolise the gendergiidn of society. The parts of the house
separated for women, was also excluding men. M@nbged to the outside world, women to
the inside, and the spaces within the house algoréstrictions related to this dichotomy
(Bourdieu and Prieur 1996). Brazil is very differétom Algeria, where Bourdieu formed his
theory about the Kabyle house. However, there \weme rooms in the Brazilian house that
was clearly the women’s domain, as the kitchenjemiie front room was part of the public
domain, where the family entertained guests (wowere not excluded from the front room).
Restrictions related to conduct, appearance angas@xorality, can be said to have followed
this division of domestic and public in traditiorggnder ideals; women crossing to the public
sphere and in the street are seen as “loose”, @eally they should remain virgins until
married and stay within the domestic sphere. Tdesli has changed a lot during the sexual
revelation and modernity, and is expressed in stgfedressing for example. Today, women
participate in the public sphere, have paid jold @ just as much outside the house as men
(McCallum 1999). However, by emphasising the donsbf house and gendered spheres, |

argue some of the ideals concerning women stilh@mfce division of household and work.

Brazilian women have a say in decision-makings, iandost families | visited it was clearly
the woman who was the person behind householdgenaents. | talked with many women
who had control over the household economy, as these the ones supplying needed
groceries. Family decisions about anything fromtivig family members to buying clothes
were normally taken by the mother. However, memmadily had more legal rights and power
in the formal sphere, as well as less strict idealsehaviour, and one can still see a gendered
division of labour in many parts of Brazil. Largeconomic matters are decided by men, as
shown in many studies of rural Amazonia, and theyfarmally the ones that should decide

large matters.

Organisation of household and work
In Cotijuba | observed two types of families, theaditional”, extended families and the

“modern”, nuclear families. As | mostly visited nmformants in their homes, it was within
the domestic sphere | experienced the female oalstiips. The extended family households

were more traditional than the nuclear family hdwdds, as they built upon family patterns
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and forms of family life that Wagley (1964) and Nug (1993) describe from their work in
traditional, peasant communities in AmazdhiaThese families normally consisted of a
couple living in relative closeness to the pareiteither the man or the woman. Normally it
was an old couple or a widow having one house,thed the children settled down nearby
with their families. | did not discover any partiau patterns related to whose family the
children and their spouse came to live with, it vmagstly practical reasons. The families
living together always helped each other in workthe gardens and on plantations, with
fishing, household tasks, caring for children andngn other tasks at home and in their
livelihood. If the elderly family members had ddfilties carrying out household activities,
their family helped them and collected fruits, hdie garden and provided them with food
and necessary articles. Every small family unitnrmaty had their own house, but people
tended to gather together in the evenings arouedhtiuse of the elderly. Sometimes a
granddaughter with children was living in her gnaradher's house, as it was normal for
young women to get pregnant very early without gemarried. This was also a good solution
if the elderly woman lived alone, the granddaugiteuld help with chores and work in the

house.

The other type of family organisation was based@mnger families, often coming from the
city or who lived far away from their extended f&miThey normally lived in single
households with the nuclear family. Some also ligkmhe without a partner or husband/wife,
and many of the women | visited were living alonighwtheir children, without a husband or
partner. Amongst the single unit households, it slaarly more common that women live
alone with her kids. Men living alone normally dwdt have kids in their household (they
often had kids living with their former partner, who was born outside a marriage). For
those living in a family either both partners watker the wife worked partly in a shop,
pousada’ and at home. My hosts were what | have called demphousehold, and lived in a
relatively equal relationship. They both sharedsaetwld tasks and worked in the garden they
cared for during the weekends, and | never sawiraaguality between them based on gender.

They were both politically active and worked as Ipubecretaries; they had education and

* These works were written decades ago, and while | base some of my analysis upon their work, there have
been many changes in the latest years. They are however good comparisons, and shows the transition of
gender ideals through the history of the region.

3 Small guesthouses, often with a restaurant and bar to serve tourists and locals visiting the beaches at the
island.
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had been involved in several organisations and mews, so this might have influenced

their way of living.

Except from the family household where women wereharge, when MMIB was founded
15 years ago, there were few political or orgarosat activities the women could participate
in. There were established roles in the public enatas well as in many economic matters
within the family, and it normally were the men whgarticipated in meetings and
organisations. In rural places in Amazonia manydgeed patterns remained for a long time;
it was for example only in 1988 that women couldaley own land through the agrarian
reform, earlier the title was beheld the men. Ewéh the law the general pattern today is that
men have the land titles. Luckily this is slowlyatlying with the emerge of social movement

for landless rural workers (Deere 2003).

Division of labour
Theoretically, in terms of gender, the man is coad the family provider, while the woman is

responsible for the housework and childcare. Howetree division of labour and sharing of
responsibilities with regard to production and ogfrction in the household is more dynamic than
that (Siqueira 2009:247).

The division and organisation of work varied exteely at the island. How to categorise
them was difficult for me, as many of the categoogerlapped. | did however find some
patterns that | will base my analysis upon. Amortigetfamilies | visited who worked with
agriculture and with fishing there existed a diersof labour. Men normally worked with the
more heavy tasks in the fields, and with fishingjlesrwomen worked in and around the
home, making food and caring for the gardens ardleid house. Many women referred to
themselves as housewivekfia de casg however the term does not capture their workload
outside the house as well. Many women participatgnvely in work outside the house,
normally in the gardens and with lighter agricudlutasks. Amongst fisher families | noticed
women seldom worked on the boats and directly fisthing, they were more confined to the
house and garden work. This included preparingdrsth shrimps, as well as preparing fishing
tools and fixing nets. Amongst many of the houseésidlvisited, some women also collected
and processedcai® (which is heavy work, as one has to climb up mphlm tree to collect

the acai braches), and helped their partner ieveeyday work. Several women studied part

32 The blue berries growing in palm trees and an important part of their diet.
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time in Belém, and worked half the day at homeaat & little business at the island, and the

rest of the day they studied.

| also visited many women living alone, taking cafd@heir home, children and providing an
income to live by’. Most of these women received tBelsa Familiawelfare payment,
securing an income to families and persons who weteble to have a liveable income. As
the minimal wage in Brazil is very low, women ligimlone had difficulties earning a liveable
income, and they therefore qualified to receivevileéfare payment. Most of the women had a
small income, they normally had paid jobs workingthe pousadasand restaurants or they
had their own business. The majority of the womerisited also had gardens and planted
many fruits and vegetables, which helped their ime@and household. As one can see from
my examples both women and men worked in diffesectors, and with activities to provide
the household with an income or products to be usetthe family. However, there still
existed a gender-based division of labour, andedifices with regards to what was

categorised as work.

Women's labour as invisible
There is a clear tendency that a lot of the worknen do is not officially recognised as work.

Rather, they are considered to be helping theibdmus. Amongst family production units, as
family farming or fishing, the amount of work womelo in the fields or directly with the
production becomes invisible and not accountedTis is evident elsewhere in the world as
well, and many case studies illuminate the invigibiof women’s work, especially in
agriculture, fishing and other “rural” livelihood$-agertun 2008). The sexual division of
labour® where women and men occupy different domains arkvas “naturally given” are
evident in many societies. Men, as the bread-wininave paid jobs and work in the public
sphere, while women’s work are confined to domesgibere within the household (Moore
1994). This has of course changed since theserpatieere first studied by anthropologists,
but gender-based divisions of labour continue igtam many communities worldwide. This
division leads to women’s workload becomes invisitas they are not the bread-winners.
Women work both in the house, and with their husisahowever the domestic work is seen
as the women'’s responsibility, while the other wehe does is rather helping her husband.
This leads to a double work load for women, as thleg have to work in the kitchen and the

33 . . .

Many were divorced or had split up from their partner.
* These domains were seen as naturally given; women are responsible for childcare while men were bread-
winners and provide the family with food. For further reading see Strathern (1988) and Moore (1994).

59



house in general (Siqueira 2009) This was evidenhany of the households | visited in
Cotijuba, and it seemed to be naturalised in somgswNone of the women complained about
the load of work they did, or whether they workedrenor less than their husbands. One
reason for this might be the extent of work womghid the home gardens. This was neither
acknowledged as work per se, since it rather is glathe domestic unit of the house, and
considered one of the many daily tasks women havéheir household (Murrieta and
WinklerPrins 2003).

The gardens surrounding the houses were of grgadrtance to most of the families at the
island. They varied in size, but most surroundesl hlbuse and sometimes also extended
behind the house. Here the bush was cleared, aydhtd several trees, plants, flowers and
vegetables. This provided the household with faod] was in some cases also a source for
extra income. Many women who stayed at home dmt aflwork in the gardens. Every day,
there were several things to do in the gardens,itawds part of the daily work of women.
The importance of the garden should not be underatdd, as it is a sustainable practice and
important tradition, as well as an important facbsocial organisation. Amongst the women,
their garden symbolise sociality, and the excharfgeeedlings and demonstrating the gardens
and its new plants to each other was part of tleeyelay life of many women. Since it also
was part of the female realm, it was an area wtierg had control and were the ones making
decisions (Murrieta and WinklerPrins 2003). Gardgnias both “work”, as it provided food
and herbs, and a recreational activity, as many evollked working in their gardens, and saw

it as something they wanted to do.

Some of the households also had small plantatiery, often acai or cassava. | visited one
woman who had a large plantation of cassava, aedass also the one doing most of the
work, as her husband worked in the city for periofisime. This started to become quite
common, as the breadwinner, the man, where thesopposed to provide the family with
income, and most jobs were only in Belém. Becadighi®, many women were left with the
household, and the agricultural work at Cotijubay Msearch participant had to harvest and
process the cassava at certain times, and diavithishelp of neighbour, friends and members
of her church. This was heavy work, as the proogssei manioc flour farinha), involves
several days of peeling, soaking and grating tleésrorhen the juice is pressed, the mass is
filtered and finally the dried mass is roasted omomemade oven with a large iron pan on
top. Friends, neighbours and community groups sashchurch are very important at

Cotijuba, and people are dependent upon having gelations with their neighbours and
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friends in order to get help with tasks relatedhiir livelihood. Since Cotijuba no longer has
a strong kinship organisation as people live marattered around on other islands and
municipalities, the family’s help in livelihood adties has decreased. As a result of this, |
think the importance of neighbours and the comnyuasta unit has increased the latest years,
in order to receive or provide help in subsisteactvities are important in the harvest cycle

for example.

By looking at certain forms of organisation wittiousehold and work one can gain a better
understanding of the gender roles at Cotijuba. Hewethese categories are not static, and
there were several exceptions to the general patBnce the island consisted of a range of
people, activities and ways of living, in a sensenixed community, the gender relations
varied much. | visited everything from very “tradital” household with a strong separation
of work and gender, whilst other families had mewgal gender patterns. | talked with
women living alone, providing a good living for thechildren and also with female
entrepreneurs having their own successful busise3dee patterns and roles were different;
one reason was the rapid changes in the latess.y8ame of this was because of MMIB’s
work, and with the knowledge of how the gendergratt were earlier one understands the

rapid changes occurring.

Being a woman in a rural community: Why MMIB became an

important part of the local community
During my stay at Cotijuba | learned a lot about MB\itheir work and history. | had several

conversations with the founder of MMIB, Dona Antaind her daughter Adriana, who is the
coordinator of the association today. In commusitike Cotijuba where family agriculture
and fishing are important activities, the men hixaditionally been those having control over
the finances. This has changed rapidly the lastsy@s new economic activities became more
common at the island, and women participated morthé informal economic sector. But
some 15 years ago when was MMIB founded, thingeva#ferent and many women felt
they had little power over the economy and decismaking within the family and also public
decisions related to the island. In family agriatdtit was difficult for women to make some
money of their own, as the man ideally was the redfathe family and had control over the
economy. The women participated just as much agrée in the work, but without the
possibility of having some money of their own. histera, there was only one organised

group of producers at Cotijuba; Associacdo de Ravda na llha Cotijuba (APIC). APIC was
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an association for the agricultural producers, whéey discussed matters related to their
subsistence activity. But the association’s legaesitions and formal roles were held and
dominated by men, and most of the women and wiveth® producers only had light
administrative roles as secretaries, since thelda@ad and write. They could not participate
in decision-making, and had little power over tlmgamisations political matters. Because of
this, one of MMIB'’s founding goals was to give tmen working in agriculture, either
alone or with their husband and family, a way aiheay extra money and have more power
in decisions related to their work. With help fraamlocal NGO, the Amazonian Women
Forum in Para, (FMAP) they were able to form thawn association and they quickly
became an established institution on the islan@yi@ly the group was a purely women’s’
movement where all members were women. Later thelyded men in the group, however,

administration and leader positions is still ontgopied by women.

In the beginning they produced marmalade from |deats and different handicrafts. They
also initiated a project for the teenagers livimgtioe island, to involve them in the production
of natural paper and provide social activitiestfug 50 teenagers participating. Today, many
of the teenagers are active members and trusteersedith most of the activity MMIB does
in the community. They held several workshops andrses related to agriculture for the
members, and also for the others working in agnicel at the island. Soon they also
established partnerships with local NGO'’s, reseamskitutes and other organisations, who
held courses or provided other forms of assistaaro@ carried out some projects in the
community. Today the association consists of 73 besand their families, in addition to
the 10 persons working in the administratforCompared to previous associations and other
organisations at the island, MMIB is the majoremts of member and affiliation. In addition
to being a women’s movement, they also have incdudter areas of focus, mainly

concerning improving livelihoods and social issae€otijuba.

There have been several changes on the island giecéormation of MMIB. APIC was
dissolved after some years, and MMIB soon was #ngekt association for women and
agricultural producers at Cotijuba. As MMIB has ked from being a women'’s group within
a male dominated association to being the islaadges$t organisation and the natural centre
for all the political and organisational matter¢ated to the island, one understands their

development the last 15 years has been extraoydihdrad not imagined finding such a

% Information from Adriana Gomes, coordinator of MMIB.
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strong women association on a little island in Imem Brazil. Understanding the gender
relations, and how a lot of the work women did e tfields, with extraction and in the
production chain, was never fully acknowledged wasrk” (since they were “helping” their
husbands), the importance of MMIB becomes evidéstoutlined above, many women were
not able to have an income of their own, as theljaetonomy often was controlled by the
man of the family. However, women contribute extegly in livelihood activities, but their
workload is not acknowledged. Amazonian women suwdféorm of double invisibility; their
work is not perceived as “work”, and women’s impoide amongst non-indigenous
communities are not included in studies of Amazoiiilae images, as described by Slater
(1996) continues to exclude large parts of the aoleindscape in Amazonia, especially
women. In order to gain a more realistic picturetled complex Amazon region, and how
livelihood strategies are important for its futuveomen’s contribution needs to be studied

further.

Partnership with Natura: A new way
“After contact with Natura, we, the women saw thssimility of becoming an

association. We had the will, but not the meandufdaprovided us with those

means. (Interview with Dona Antonia).

Natura is a cosmetics company, and has built tw@ind based on natural ingredients and
used traditional knowledge in the production ofitfigrances and creams. They get most of
the raw materials from small, rural communitiegr#éiore it became a natural part of their
production chain to cooperate with these commuigazil has incorporated many laws and
regulations concerning intellectual property riglaisd use of indigenous knowledge in
commercialising products. They are part of the @oon on Biological Diversity and Union
for Ethical BioTrade amongst others, who works stablish fair and equal rights for trade
and commercialising of natural products based atigbnous Knowledge and Intellectual
Property Rightgmeaning some has the legal rights over the ravemadit(Deriani 2009). In
2001 they established regulations on Access to féeblearing, through Provincial Measure
No. 2.186-16, followed by several laws and regalaiconcerning rights to genetic resources
and Shared Benefit (WIPO 2003). This means: Ifragany or organisation wants to extract
resources based on traditional knowledge from ibgis or traditional communities, they
have to acknowledge the rights of the communityuerahe indigenous knowledge and

establish the intellectual property rightshis law was created to protect local communities
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from unfair use of their traditional knowledge, andmmercialising products from their

community based on unequal values and paymentyEanpany wanting to commercialise

natural products based on traditional knowledgewbich has Intellectual Property Rights
over the genetic material has to follow the guikedi of Access to Benefit Sharing in the
specific community. As the whole community origigahas access to the raw material, the
whole community is entitled to the share of profithe product. So for Natura, the only way
to get legally access to the raw material, theyehi@vinvolve local communities and start
projects that will benefit the whole community (tchend Wynberg 2008).

In Natura’s case they work with 26 communities ar&commercialising plants, oils, nuts
and roots for using in their cosmetic products, &aste several social projects in all the
communities which aim to benefit the community awlale (Personal conversation with
André, representative from Natura). In Cotijubaytlage involved with MMIB in extracting
and commercialisin@riprioca, (Cyperus articulatus), a local root used in paduThey also
follow an organic ideology, commercialising the gwots in sustainable manner. That means;
they only work with certified sustainable farmseyhdo not overextend the production and
involve local peasants and member of the commumiity knows how to handle the produce.
The partnership with Natura started in 2002, anthvublved 17 families at that time. The
number of families declined after a while, and totteere are more or less 6 families involved
in the priprioca planting. The partnership with Natura work at tieeels, the planting of
priprioca where Natura pays the families for the amounpmbrioca they extract, and the
social projects Natura started with MMIB in 2006ofWersations with coordinators of
MMIB).

In Cotijuba, Natura made partnership with MMIB tod a local project they could support
which would involve the local community and givarsething back to them. Natura always
establishes partnership with existing associatiorthe community they start extracting raw
materials, and MMIB was the strongest associatiorCotijuba at that time. Starting the
partnership with Natura, they were the ones resplento form a project that would benefit

the whole community, and run it for the two yeaestiNa provided means for the project.

“The partnership with Natura helped us make a peojor the island’s elderly. They helped us
build a centre for the elderly group, and we alswé the means to serve some refreshments for
the elderly when they are here. It has been a gseatess, as there are so many retired and

elderly living at Cotijuba. Before, they sat at lmand some did not have good health. Now they
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come here twice a week, do exercise and socialigetie others. It has really improved their

quality of life” (Interview with Adriana Gomez, catinator of MMIB).

The partnership affiliated several agriculturalgurcers to MMIB, and many of them are still
involved in decisions and development of the isjaeebn though they might not produce
Priprioca for Natura anymore. For the women in MMIB the parship with Natura did not

only mean they could involve local families in theject, but that they also could establish
new projects which would involve larger parts oé ttommunity. As collecting herbs and
natural plants is within the female sphere of wdhks is a way for women to participate in

the economic production sphere, and earn an inagrtieir own (Siqueira 2009).

Projeto Vida e Compania
The little building with the purple sign showingstlis the centre for Movimento de

Mulheres das Ilhas da Belém, is situated a 20 resiwalk from the docking area
of Cotijuba. There is a wooden fence going aroumsl iouse, and the little gate
leading into the front garden is open. As | ented avalk through the main house |
can also see a neatly organised garden around thielihg, a kitchen and eating

area, several small offices and a computer roome Ohthe first rooms | see has
large windows, and | can see many necklaces, ctoeidecloths and flowers,

handmade hats and a lot of other handmade prod&ectsn the main house there
is a little path leading over to a newly built heusith a white poster hanging over
the door; “Projeto Vida e Compania” it says and thes a picture of the prison

ruin, a typical symbol of Cotijuba. As | enter thgh the door, a choir of voices
welcomes me with a loud “Bom diaf*"Good Morning”). Around 30 chairs are put

out in a circle against the walls and 30 elderlyopke are seated in the chairs. They
all have a white t-shirt and cap with the same ymetand text as the poster in front
of the building, and they are all laughing and tatk loudly. As | make my way
around the circle, greeting everybody with a haradk&h) a hug or a pat on the
shoulder they all smile and say they are glad ® s&. When | have finished my
greeting round, which is necessary to pay my resfwethe elderly, the session is
about to start. Dona Antonia says good morning tatid us about the day, and the
physical educator is getting ready. He gets evetylto stand up and stretch their

bodies as he starts the day’s physical exerciserybody starts the task with
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smiles and laughter, as they stretch their crookedies. “Today we are going to

do aerobics” the teacher exclaim with a little smil

“Projeto Vida e Companhia” (Project for Life andr@panionship, PVC) is a project MMIB
started last year and was a project sponsoredebZdmmunity Benefit-Sharing partnership
with Natura. With their support MMIB buili centre holding open two days a week providing
physical activity, health care, education, actestand most of all; a social place to meet for
the island’s elderly. At Cotijuba the only restioct to participate in PVC is to be over 60, or
for medical or physical reasons need exercise (Sanmdger 60 participated because of
overweight or diabetes). Every Tuesday and Thurgtlaycentre was open, and they had
courses with instructors and different projectsaitticipated these days during my fieldwork,
and learned about the project, the people and wihatant for them to be a part of thi?/e
learned Tai Chi, had aerobic sessions, walked addskveral physical activities to improve
the physical and mental health of the elderly. Télegred stories and told funny jokes as well
as speaking about different subjects each weely @lhagreed the project had improved their
quality of life and they were much happier whenytparticipated in the group. Some even
stated it was the best thing happened to themen life. | learned by several conversations
how their life on the island was. As many otherii.@merican countries it is common for the
family to take care of their elderly, there are fewrsing homes and public homes for the
elderly. Families tend to live together or close¢heir parents so they can help each other out.
And as the elderly does not work per se, they &#imndhe ones helping looking after great
grandchildren, which was most common at Cotijubbe Ppercentages of young teenage
mothers are high in Brazil, and many girls get peed very early. Most of the elderly women
| visited were helping their grandchildren lookiadter the toddlers at home, by making
lunch, doing laundry and other work in the houdee Then were normally released from this

type of work, but worked in the garden and plaotaiif their health was good.

Most of the elderly were surrounded by family araghbours and the family took care of
each other. There were some who lived alone ambdtksat this was difficult and lonely some
times, and for them the PVC group was a very nieg wf socialising with others. Dona
Antonia also emphasised how little time the eldédyg for themselves to do activities just for
them and being relieved from all their obligatiodfhat was one of the reasons why she
wanted to have this project, to offer them a spasefor them where they could meet peers
and have some time for themselves. The PVC pra@jsct becomes an important factor in

creating a collective identity at the island, beiagmeeting place and holding educative
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lectures. As | have mentioned earlier in the chafieing respectful towards the elderly is
very important in Brazil. The elderly have a forinspecial status; they are very important in
families and often take care of a larger househaldllook after grandchildren. Unfortunately
they have little governmental protection, they @ependent upon family to take care of them,
and there are few activities and forums for theedydto participate in. Hence, one clearly

understands the importance of the elderly grougnged by MMIB.

Creating an active local community: MMIB as the uniting force

As MMIB soon became the only association on thend|(APIC resolved after some years)
and the group with the largest influence, they ason became the central organisation for
other activities concerning the island. There wsseeral research projects managed by the
Federal University of Para, and also other resesrsiitutions worked closely with MMIB.
When there were any public meetings or matters arpdiscussion, MMIB’s headquarter
became the meeting place. During my stay there wbaait eight seminars held at MMIB
from different institutions, several organisatiomaetings, and also meetings held by other
NGO'’s having research projects at the island. Mbshe courses were related to developing
and improving the islanders livelihoods based oitirex knowledge and techniques. The
focus was always on how to be able to maintainvimdi at Cotijuba, without being too

dependent upon work or markets in the commerciatreef Icoaraci or Belém.

One of the most interesting projects that werengkplace was the process of forming a
cooperative at the island. Then they would be m&byrgroup distributing the production and
sale of the product at the market, and they woalehmore power over their own production.
They could also establish formal deals with lodgatributors to buy their produce, and they
would be less dependent upon the market and tltesgpeet there. A cooperative have the
advantage of being stable and robust enough tostaitd large external factors in the
economy. They can also provide security and giwesllsoroducers a way of organising, and
not being fully dependent upon the middleman oditrg agent. Being run from within a
community or directly organised between the actotse community members, they are not
led by the marked-driven economy. The Brazilian egoment have supported and
encouraged the formation of cooperatives, by fisotnsives and several unions for the
cooperatives. They also provide technical assistaaed there are several national and state

associations for providing assistance in the folomabf a cooperative (Deere 2003).
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When MMIB started to get the idea of forming a cexgtive at the island, they invited some
of the producers who already were involved in MMdBd other who might be interested to
have a meeting with a representative, Sendr Edov@himpo, from EMATER-PA, which is
the official organ for technical assistance and@lrextension in the state of Para. He provided
technical assistance in the starting process, afltlihformation meetings for those interested.
It seemed like many had some doubts about formingaperative, and were a bit reluctant
about whether they wanted it or not. There wereesoamcerns relating economic factors, but
those wanting to establish a cooperative focusedastng more power over the production,
distribution and sale of the products. MMIB themssldid not want per se to change from an
association to a cooperative, but they provided Hel those who wanted to form an
individual cooperative. The cooperative would beoaganic production unit concerned with
ecology and being able to attract eco-tourism, theg¢ were discussing new ideas and ways
to make a living at the island. Everyone who waived with fishing, agriculture, tourism,
merchandising and other ways of providing a livedii were welcome to join, and their idea
was to form a cooperative crossing several secfidrs. aim was to make livelihood and
income more secure, based on the island and wetliotus of providing better conditions at
Cotijuba. As many islanders today were dependeah wommuting to Belém or other urban

centres, the idea was therefore to create bettatittons at the island.

| found the active local community very interestifigpe different groups and sectors are very
well organised, and the local community are activeow to have a good life on the island.
They are forming groups and having meetings wheretare matters they want to resolve or
pursue, and new ideas and formations related tataining a livelihood at the island are the
main motivation. Since MMIB was the organisatiomttlunited many of the producers at
Cotijuba, their importance in the process of org@mg meetings, contact external
organisations which could help and guide the actorshe process was central to the
islanders. Having a large network of partnershipt) universities, NGO’s and governmental
institutions, they became such a central orgawisadi the island. Their activities involved
almost all segments of the inhabitants at Cotijulath the general concern of creating better
livelihoods and social conditions for the communifYoing my fieldwork within the
organisation, and learning about women’s social iagtitutional position at Cotijuba and in
“rural Brazil”, | reflected much about the influemsuch a strong women’s organisation could
have in a local community. | paid special attentiothe point about the formation of MMIB
within APIC (the former association of local proéus) and later how APIC was dissolved.
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Was there no need for APIC when they had MMIB, idrtbe latter eventually become such a
large organisation that there was no need for tigarmsations? After talking to, and visiting
many women at the island, | observed the strongar&twomen were able to have between
themselves. They shared knowledge, helped eactr, otinganised their household and
education of children, worked both at home, witbdurction and in paid jobs and they had
very strong opinions. Experiencing the influence MMhad on the local community made
me analyse their formation, and how especially amei@s organisation managed to use their
network, share knowledge and organise their woruich a way that they had influence over
many political decisions taken at the island. Tikatot to say that men would not be able to
do the same, but that the women involved were @htzeate an organisation based on their
knowledge and position, with a strong purpose @firtfiormation. Because of women’s
double invisibility, it is crucial to take note d¢iie importance of their work and how they
manage to combine efforts within several spherdsee $mall-scale livelihoods makes it
manageable for women to participate on the sanmed symen, and also alone. If these were
to be intensified it would become difficult for wem to participate on the same level, for
example to handle large machinery which is normadige by me¥. The images we have of
Amazonia do not include the majority of non-indigas peoples, and women in this context
become even more invisible. We have to focus m@iess on this group, for as my chapter
has shown women’s work is important, especiallfarms of knowledge and developing
livelihoods. Their efforts towards creating sustdile livelihoods and incomes provide
powerful examples of how community development barachieved without depleting local

resources.

In this chapter | have given a general outline g gender ideals and practises in rural
communities in Amazonia, especially how they havanged in recent years. | have
emphasised how earlier studies of Amazonian peasammunities seldom focused on
women and their participation in everyday actigfi@nd the importance of including this
today. During my fieldwork | participated in a wonig organisation at Cotijuba, MMIB, who

focused on women working in agriculture as wellimproving livelihood situations at the

island. | was following a group of elderly living the island who participated in a project
held by MMIB, and through that | learned about gineup, the island and the social reality at

place. | also learned a lot about how small, l@ssociations as MMIB could increase and

%% | will elaborate on the issues of intensification and capital-intensive projects related to livelihoods in the
upcoming chapter.
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become an important organisation, both as a socesting place but also as a factor in
creating an active local community. Through theairtpership with Natura they had projects
concerned with extracting herbal materials to bedus cosmetic products, and | also learned
about the process of extracting and commercialisavg materials being part of traditional
knowledge. In accordance to the Brazilian law comog extracting resources part of
traditional knowledge and involved in intellectyaioperty rights Natura had to do this in

sustainable and ethical manners.
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Chapter 5
Sustainable resource management

The rural populations around Belém living of fisfpiand agriculture have several strategies to
maintain a livelihood. They have extensive knowkedgd several techniques about how to
best orient themselves in their environment, whach part of their strategies for making a

living in the modern era.

In this chapter | relate my empirical findings to mrgument; how the rural population of
small-holders and river dwellers at Cotijuba hawsay of using both traditional knowledge
and modern techniques in maintaining their livetiti@and everyday life. | will explain how
the history and specific ways of making a livingsHaid out groundwork to strategically
orientate between the different knowledge systents implement the different techniques
based on the environment and what would work ba&th extensive knowledge about
agriculture, soil quality and fishing they can makbvelihood that is sufficient and also in a
way ‘modern’, but based on old techniques and vediyde. | argue how these strategies and
multi-use approaches are highly sustainable, but asknowledged in the discourse of
sustainable development. This again is relateidmterarching image of Amazonia, and the

invisibility of the non-indigenous population.

Modernising Amazonia
Amazonia has often been described as the backwazl|Bnever fully embracing the great

modernisation projects the rest of the country gaisg through. It has been the periphery,
never truly connected to the national, urban centwath its rural population described as
backward, lazy and stupid (Nugent 1993). Througéesé¢hrepresentations, the historical
peasantry (in contrast to neo-peasants immigratedh felsewhere in Brazil) became

anomalies, neither “natural” as the Amerindians‘moodern” (Nugent 1993:4-5). Even today

the rural population experience stigmatisation aodusations that they are backward, poor,
uneducated and “dirty”. During a course arrangedhsy government as part of the social
welfare programme Bolsa Familia, | understood home of these stigmas still were evident
in the modern Brazil. One part of the course wasuaipersonal hygiene, and particularly

highlighted the prejudice against the rural popaiat The course leaders educated the
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recipients of Bolsa Familia about the importancevashing themselves every day, keep hair
and nail clean and the importance of a good petsomgene. Contrary to this, | experienced
the islanders as very preoccupied with personaliemgy nails and hair were the most
importance signs of this. Nails were kept cleammaiter if they worked with agriculture or
restaurants, and the style of the hair should awas kept neat, straight and “frizz-free”.
They were neither ignorant nor inattentive conaggrpersonal hygiene; rather, it was very
important in their everyday life. Nevertheless,idgrthe workshop, they were treated as if
they were uneducated about the notion of persoygiehe. The Amazonian populations as |
experienced at Cotijuba are by no means backwardsodern, lazy or unable to develop. It
is important to note that these terms are subgesttérpretation; their use depends according
to who has the power to define them, and how idasdsconceptualised. | will elaborate
further upon this problem of definition; first | wato present some of the modernising

projects and themes in national and global appesmth Amazonia.

Today, Brazil is a country referred to in developingerms as an “up-and-coming” super
power, with quite remarkable economic growth. I lae world’s seventh largest econdfy
and many international corporations are investargd amounts of capital into business and
other economic sectors in Brazil (World Bank 20IY)e summer 2014, Brazil is hosting the
FIFA World Cup and in 2016 they will host the Olyimpgyames (Leira 2014). The road
towards being a super power, as many developmentisits call Brazil, have been long and
harsh, and whether Brazil has reached its goalsbeadiscussed. Even though they are a
relatively wealthy country today, with reduced pdyethe difference between the richest and
the poorest is still huge, especially in land padit “[A] Third world county with its own
internal First World ” (MacDonald 1991:2), might lbegood way of describing the relation
between the rich and poor in today’s Brazil.

The first large development projects in Amazoniaemite PIN (National Integration Plans)
projects trying to make Amazonia into a last frentiextracting its richness in resources such
as oil, mining and timber. This was part of the ewdsing projects the rest of Brazil was
going through, a process of implementing Brazilhe world economy, climbing up from the
label as a development country and becoming a modgobal nation state. The change in
environmental politics partly reduced this, as éaayeas were destroyed through mining,

extracting oil and deforestation. Still, Amazon@tains an enormous amount of richness, as

% The World Bank measured this in 2012, so it might have changed in these two years.
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the mineral resources of natural gas, gold, irah@al (to mention some), yet to be exploited
are calculated to a value of 1.6 trillion dolla@@DEA 1992:85). The area is of huge value
both nationally and internationally, and severatpooations and development banks are
interested in it. The change in international emwnental concerns changed the focus from
development to sustainable development, and ekigatsources in a way that ideally should

not destroy the nature.

Sustainable development as described in the Bramdlittreport is development that meets the
needs of the present generation without comprogigie ability of future generations to meet
their own. Socioeconomic development goals mustdimed in terms of sustainability in every
country.Our own agenddroadens the concept of sustainable developmenthade equitable
growth, along with the expansion at a rate needegenerate well-being for the entire nation
(CDEA 1992:57).

The Inter-American Development Bank and the Uninations Development Programme,
together with the Amazon Cooperation Treaty madel®92 a report titled “Amazonia
without Myths”, emphasise the environmental and etfgwmental problems ahead for
Amazonia. The title however, does not apply to ¢batent inside the report. It focuses on
how to develop the region sustainably. At the séime, the organisations behind the report
are favouring capital-intensive projects, whereiadfure and fishing should be intensified,
modernised and capitalised. They suggest that madehnology and science should lead the
way together with the local and indigenous knowkedsf the environment and forest
management. Areas unused should be put to use ulstaisable cattle ranching and
sustainable cultivation, timber production shoulel dttilized in a sustainable manner and
recovery of abandoned land was some of their stiggestowards the future of Amazonia
(CDEA 1992). However, how sustainable timber praduccould be carried out in reality is
not thoroughly explained. Neither is sustainableaanching or mining, and for the average
reader it seems difficult to for example cut dowmker and burn large areas of land in a
sustainable manner. They justify their large-sgadejects by implementing a rhetorical
strategy; sustainable development (Guimaraes 20013 kind of rhetoric’s also becomes
part of the overarching image of Amazonia, as teed in sustainable development has been
to focus on the Amerindians as the ultimate coregerg. The way sustainable development
rhetoric’s describe Amazonia, is both a resultavfgd participates in shaping our images of

Amazonia.
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The rhetoric’s of sustainable development
The term sustainable development is repeatedlyieapph projects and reports about

international development. However, the term raigesy questions related to its usage,
which are important to clarify. Is this just a rbwtal device to justify resource extraction and
capital-intensive projects? What are the real camepts of sustainability, and how exactly
will “normal” development differ from “sustainabl@levelopment? Who are the actors behind
certain sustainable development projects, and hwould the local actors which are most
affected by a certain project relate to the graisg¢alirse of sustainable development? The
term sustainable actually contains several formssutainability: Environmental, social,
economic and cultural sustainability to refer tongo Within each sector, the agenda and
outcome will differ greatly; sustainable productidor a logging company is radically
different from sustainable forest management foemavironmental NGO (Guimaraes 2001).
Factors as the state and the global world are iadportant aspects within the sustainable
development discourse. Should projects be leadcandrolled by the state or should the
world’s free market set the agenda for the develpnn sustainable manners? There are so
many unanswered questions that it becomes diffioultetermine whether a project is carried

out sustainably, as the term has become too complex

“Reiterating the basic argument behind the preseaudy, current affairs reveal that sustainable
development has become such an indispensable meéeie political, corporate and civil society
discourse that ends up running the risk of losingcimof its meaning for social change, and of

being reduced in strategic importance to a simpéaric resource” (Guimarées 2001:44).

Sustainable development has become a strategpfpomations to justify their extraction in a
certain area, and has been implemented in many wayshetoric’s in talking about
development and environment, as one could see tlhhemMAmazonia Without Myths” report
from World Bank and Amazonian Development Bank. ©lerarching image of Amazonia
fits perfectly within the ideals of sustainable dmpment, as the rain forest is pictured as the
last “garden of Eden”, and needs our protectioatésl1996). The Amerindian groups as the
ultimate protectors of the nature also function Iweith these images, as long as they
correlate with the representations. The exampléhefYanomao and Kayapd presented in
chapter two demonstrates how there are ideals wfthe natural Amerindian should be; the
Kayapo groups which embraced “modernism” did nogkr fit within the idealised images,
and were presented as “jungle maharajas” ruineanbglernisation and capitalism (Slater
1996).
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Will this new focus on sustainable development geathe way projects have been carried
out previously, or will it just be a strategy tontimue the capitalist approach with the
justification of being sustainable? Earlier progecupported by the World Bank loans,
resulted in destruction and removing of several Antggan tribes, as the World Bank did not
follow up the environmental and human right claubal loan came with. Instead, they gave
the responsibility to the Brazilian State’s ageacwhich in many examples have proven to
be corrupt, insufficient and involved in violatioagainst Amerindian rights to land (Treece
1990). Many of these projects were carried out euthinvolving the local people most
affected by the projects, and without cooperatinithviocal NGO’s concerned with the
changes or implications of the projects. The clatims World Bank made official in the
1980’s about projects being carried out within emwmental and human rights standards
were lost in bureaucracy and corruption. The fasuwvere neither included in the “Amazonia
Without Myths” report from 1991.

Many projects concerned with sustainable developrhame the ideal of both utilising and
conserving Amazonia. They are involved in conseéowatpolitics and establishment of
national parks and protected areas, but also teldewhe region in terms of extraction of
products for global markets (Treece 1990) As | dbed in chapter two, the Amerindian
peoples came to be seen as the perfect conselgitiom the environmentalist discourse,
living in harmony with nature, through conservingdamanaging the specific landscape
(Slater, 2002). | will elaborate upon this with thetion of an “Ecologically Noble Savage”,
idealised by western environmentalists as “natacaiservationists” (Conklin and Graham
1995). As the natives were described as the nabages through colonial writing and in the
early days of anthropology, the “ecologically nolsievage” builds upon the idea of “the
perfect native”; demonstrating the westerns expectaof “the others”, close to nature, and
never diverging from this picture. Later the ecatafjy noble savage was reinforced in
ecological anthropology, as the “others” livingperfect harmony with nature; the ultimate
conservationists (Hames 2007). Today this idea besnincorporated insustainable
development practices, where indigenous groupseee as the “protectors” of nature. The
establishment of protected areas normally incluatdg the Amerindian “ecologically noble
savages” dwelling in the specific area. The othbabitants of the specific protected area, the
small-farmers and river dwellers, have been exduadleforced to move (loris 2005). The
rural population making a living of agriculture arfghing in Amazonia both utilise
indigenous knowledge and modern techniques; thpysttb the capitalist market and most of
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their livelihood activities are carried out in esginable manner. The exclusion of this part of
the population, has been inspired by the imageryAwfazonia, and as a consequence,
unwittingly also excludes a range of activities amalys of living sustainably which would

enrich the policies concerning sustainable devetagm

Local strategies as sustainable
The poor soil quality of Amazonian floodplainafzeg and dry land térra firme), makes

cultivation difficult. Therefore; knowledge aboutet soils and how to cultivate them have
been important since pre-Colombian times. Amorugdioclosand peasants in Amazonia,
shifting cultivation has been a technique to cali@vthe different soils, while systematically
leaving areas to rest and regain fertility. Thesodhave knowledge of which crops are best
suited for a specific soil, and when to plant th@fdoran 1974). At Cotijuba | learned about
people’s techniques in maintaining gardens, plgntrops and fishing. One farmer | visited at
Cotijuba told me about the different crops he @drand his strategies to maintain the fertility
in the soil. He farmed organically without chemidattilizers. Throughout the year he
changed plots, so the soil could rest and regatititie and he also burned some areas before
the rainy season to release the nutrients in th&*$dHe had several different local crops, and
with the shifting cultivation he managed to haviarge plantation of crops, which he sold at
the markets in Icoaraci and Belém. Originally cognfrom Rio de Janeiro, he had to learn
from the elderly at the island how to best cultévat the local soil, he now had an extensive
empirical knowledge after many years of experiefi¢gough the oral knowledge he learned
from other farmers, supplementing it with some searin agrology, he managed to have a
good crop and sustainable livelihood. He was corexevith organic farming, and had many
techniques within this field. He had compost whbeetransformed organic material into
earth, which also was a rich fertiliser. He useddea leaves shaped to small cornets to plant
seedlings before they could be replanted in thiddjeand thus did not have to buy plastic
cups for the seedlings. He found ways of both amjgdo the ecological conditions at the
island and towards the local markets. In additi@yas planning with other islanders to form

a cooperative for a more secure way of producirtgraaintaining a livelihood.

| paid attention to the notion of organic farminggw the farmer was preoccupied with

ecology and how to plant without chemical fertitizé also heard this several times at the

% This is a form of slash-and-burn agriculture, which | will explain later in this chapter.
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island, those wanting to form a cooperative wes® g@llanning to start an organic market to
sell vegetables and agricultural products. Thishinlzge related to what Milton (1993) points
out about the new idea of environmentafidthat has emerged the latest years. When a new
discourse is created, like the one about envirosatism and sustainable development, the
ways people think about the environment are alspesth within the new framework of ideas.
Organic farming and caring about nature and enwmemnt has become an important theme in
much environmental organisations, but it has aklsenba concern for the local population at
Cotijuba. | do not have the proper data to genszalvhether the organic idea is something
that always have been there, or if it something bz gained importance the latest years.
However, | did notice a general concern about ddimiggs sustainably and organically, but
many islanders emphasised how this was part of tbeal knowledge and ways they had

farmed for generations.

The rural population of Amazonia, with their histad background and close links to
traditional knowledge have several crops well shifer the bad soils or floodplain of
Amazonia. Their diet is made up from crops and/fisdat easily accessible from their
environment, and they have good techniques to miairthe crops and not overuse their
resources. Instead of focusing on cash crops, ay mevelopment projects do, they should
change their focus to the small farmers who liveshysistence crops and in sustainable

manners (Barrow 1990).

The gap between western knowledge and traditional knowledge
Contrasting indigenous knowledge with western gidierknowledge is a common separation

today. Within today’'s development theories, envin@ntal politics and organic ideals, the
importance of indigenous knowledge is emphasiséeérd is a general dichotomy between
indigenous knowledge and scientific (normally weast&nowledge. There is a large literature
on this topic, too extensive to review here in detavill, however, present some of the most
important aspects and critiques. To simplify mattand because the scope of my thesis is not
indigenous groups, | will from here on avoid thertendigenous knowledd®in favour of

traditional/local knowledge, as | found aspectbath categorisations evident at my fieldsite.

% Essentially how humans are responsible in the quest for a reliable future. The environment is the most
important eco-system or landscape surrounding us on its way to be extinguished, and environmentalists stress
how we are all responsible for preventing the disaster (Milton 1993).

“ There are places where | use the term indigenous knowledge; this is when it is used by authors in relation to
specific arguments of theories.
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Kalland (2000) stresses the limitation the termigedous knowledge might have, as this
exclude non-indigenous knowledge and local knowdedg my fieldwork was carried out in

a mixed society of traditional, modern, urban aodalr people and approaches to things,
calling everything indigenous knowledge will novgijustice to the local knowledge systems
at this place. The important distinction to disgussthe one between scientific and local
knowledge. This division of knowledge systems hasnailar history and hierarchy as the
divide of modern and traditional, where the modeas considered to be at the end stage of

the evolution of cultures and society.

Indigenous knowledge is often seen to exist incallcontext, anchored to a particular social group
in a particular setting at a particular time. Westenowledge, on the other hand, has been divorced
from an epistemic framework in the search for ursaé validity (Banuri and Appfel-Marglin in
Agrawal 1995b:4).

Agrawal emphasises how this is a created separaditimough well accepted, and how
western knowledge have been seen as the “ultimate {Agrawal 1995a). The separation of
scientific knowledge and local knowledge (tradiagnpractical, and cultural) is not only
evident in global, westernised politics, but also @nvironmental rhetoric’'s. Amongst
environmentalist the indigenous (local) knowledgeseen as “greener” and in accordance
with nature, while scientific knowledge is againsture. On the other side, scientific
knowledge is viewed as superior, with the justifima of being scientific and therefor the
only dependable knowledge and a form for ultimat¢ht (Murdoch and Clark 1994). “The
development of scientific knowledge can be portdage the continued attempt by humankind
to gain mastery over nature” (Murdoch and Clark4t2%9). The divide between “western”,
scientific knowledge and “the other’s” local andditional knowledge was also part of the
separation of society and nature. The split betwtdenwest” and “the rest” and the notion of
how “the west” had dominated nature and differéatlasociety from nature, while “the rest”
still overlap the two realms, was one way for theestific paradigm to justify its hegemonic
power, even though it is part of political procas&l never really a separation (Latour 1993).
It became the strongest paradigm, in which all ofbems of knowledge was inferior, and
was also part of the separation of society and fmram nature. That western, scientific
knowledge was built upon evidence and with a fofrurversal law establishing it as the

ultimate scientific paradigm. The hegemonic powke tscientific knowledge contains,
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excludes other forms of knowledge as they havestiperior power in defining what is proper
scientific knowledge (Murdoch and Clark 1994).

The separation between scientific knowledge anditiomal/local knowledge explains why
the emphasis has been on the former, especialllgeirdevelopment paradigm. Authors as
Kalland (2000), Agrawal (1995a) and Murdoch and rKl&1994) all argue how this
separation have led to the exclusion of local,iti@ial knowledge in many projects, and
emphasise the importance of changing this. The fasd most important criteria in
sustainable development should be the local knaydeaxbout the nature and ecosystem, and
the valorisation of the methods and techniqueddbal people use. This is not to say they
only use “traditional” non-modern or non-technolmdi methods; as | will argue below, the

both combine traditional knowledge and implemenotiern” technolog$ in the production.

Strategies to secure a livelihood: Combining sectors and knowledge

systems
During my fieldwork | realised the extensive knodde and diversity of strategies local

islanders used in their livelihoods. They had maways of planting crops, harvesting, fishing
and commercialising their products on a small-sbaks. In accordance to this, the extensive
knowledge the islanders at Cotijuba had made tharticplarly knowledgeable in resource
management and how to cultivated the land. “Thesslemn resource managers use
techniques derived from indigenous practice. Vityuall the crops are native. Inabocloor
mestizo backwoodsman still reside centuries of accumulakedwledge” (Hecht and
Cockburn 1989:28). In accordance to this, the esttenknowledge the islanders at Cotijuba
had, made them particularly knowledgeable in resounanagement and how to cultivate the
land. After many visits and conversations with savhéhe fishers and agricultural workers |
understood the range of the knowledge they posdease also how they actively tried out
new things and were concerned about the environmedtorganic living. They both had
embodied an extensive range of local and tradititnawledge at the same time as they
embraced “modern” techniques and invented new wagscuring a livelihood and creating a
market for their products. | soon learned thatrtieay of living was both traditional and

modern, and found their ways of implementing knalgke unique in a sense. With that said,

a Technology is not modern, hence the exclamation mark. As Ingold (2011) argues, technology has come to be
treated at something purely modern, affiliated with modern science. Technology has always existed, but today
the technical has become that of the mechanical, separated from human experience (Ingold 2011: 296).
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when | separate “traditional” and “modern”, | dotrimply an evolutionary trajectory from
traditional to modern. Neither do | use modern asa@ersal conceptf an aspiration to be
“modern” separated from “traditional” through a&k with past and present, which has been
highly criticised (Appadurai 1996). Rather, | emgpisa how there exists different knowledge
systems, and while there tends to be a hegemoparaen of traditional and modern, the
latter being “western” and scientific-based, | toydemonstrate how the islanders combined
both, and by definition were “modern” in many wdi&urrieta et al. 2009:337).

Multi-use strategies
Harris (2009) amongst others, argues how the igsdoand economic conditions of

Amazonianribeirinhos makes them well adaptive; being able to adjuséxiernal changes
without losing their daily way of life. Adaptive ithis sense means they have ways of
adapting to external factors as market, economytlagid given environment, as part of their
strategies to secure a livelihood. To confusenwliils adaptation theories of cultural ecol8gy
and the notion of how nature dictates social stmecand human behaviour, would not give
justice to the strategies implied by local commiesitin Amazonia. To say adaptive in the
sense Harris (2009) does, is also to say adjuslihg.riverine populations of the Amazon
have always adjusted; to the river, market, palitichanges, movement of people and to
technology. But it is not only the external facttinat define the social and economic life of
the ribeirinhos, they shape and form it themsearas find ways of manipulating the system.
They are innovative in finding new ways of doinghtds and experimenting with techniques

in fishing and agriculture, or commercial activitid supply their income.

The riverine population seem to be doing more thecommodating the prevailing demands.
These people are able to not just accommodatdubeidting markets, but also reorganize and
reproduce in the new conditions in which they fihemselves each time. As such they have
developed a capacity to embrace the change atreaglstage, without it leading to the demise
of their current way of life. On the contrary, theconomic openness, that is their ability to deal
with rapid changes, serves their reproductive gatkeextremely well. For this local peasant

economy is resilient enough to expand in timestaftive market stagnation (Harris 2009:76).

42 Appadurai criticises the use of modern as a universal concept, based on a time-specific separation of modern
and traditional, present and past. Modernisation, as globalisation has different localities and trajectories, but
has largely been confined to a western hegemonic definition.

* Cultural ecology builds upon the theory of Julian Steward, where the environment laid out preconceptions
for the human behaviour; culture was a result of nature. For extensive discussions see Steward (1955),
Rappaport (1984) and Moran (1982).
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The mode of life and always having to develop stjegs to be able to continue their way of
life, have given riverine population capacity tdeotate in the local economy and find
markets and livelihood activity that is not alwdgsmally recognised in the official economy.
They can be a part of the capitalist market systesthiout embracing the capitalistic
ideology** and changing their social organisation. “Theréhan a basic contradiction at the
heart of modern Amazonia: it is capitalist in naam&l in the drive of profit and expansion,
but non-capitalistic in its character and relatiamsl in notions of ownership (Harris, 2009:
76). Amazonia today is modern and capitalist witharket based production, and
commercialisation of products is common. Howeverisinot capitalistic as it would be

defined in economic theory, and some of the foatetake are different.

There were several examples of how the islandersboted techniques and sectors in their
livelihoods. Fishing and agriculture was importdmif the islanders also combined tertiary
sectors, as trade and tourism, in their livelihoddany women affiliated with MMIB (the
women’s’ movement) sold handicraft at local fafdsme woman, Dona Anna had learned how
to make ceramic pottery, which she sold at a listand by the docking area. Several
restaurant owners had diverse strategies for isgrg@dheir income. Seu Maraj6é was one of
them. He owned pousada with some rooms and a restaurant. He owned ommefof the
bondhinosthe tractor transporting people around the islaamty he conveniently let the
passengers off outside his restaurant. He als@teadural pond on his land, which he wanted
to clean and use for fish to provide his guestf irgsh fish. Another restaurant owner also
wanted to make a fishpond on her estate, wherglsinmed to let the tourists fish their own
fish to eat. These examples show entrepreneurs hhae strategies to maintain their
livelihoods, whether based on fishing/agricultume commercialising products or running
small businesses. At the same time it also sholuglaparticipation of the local community
in making a living at the island.

The islanders at Cotijuba orient their activitietvibeen traditional and modern ways of life in
the intersections of urban and rural landscapes;eneny argument that the local populations
have ways of using both traditional and modern Kedge in creating and maintaining their
livelihood and ways of life. They are in many waagsmodern as the “western” categorisation
of modern, with ways of adjusting and orientingithieelihood towards external influences,

“ Nugent (1993) argues the Amazonian economic production is not capitalist, “since there is a clear separation
between worker and boss and no single owner of the resources” (Nugent in Harris 2009: 76).
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integration towards the global market, at the séime as they continue their “traditional”
modes of living (Nugent 1993). The overarching imaf Amazonia as a “garden of Eden”
has prevented people from thinking of traditionaienunities in Amazonia as modern, as the
natural aspect of the area have been emphasisedeftiency towards categorise Amazonia
as either traditional/indigenous or urban, overkbdike places in between; where all these
forms blend. The particular history and internatiaborganisation at Cotijuba gives them
groundwork for being modern and traditional.

Local knowledge at Cotijuba
Most of the literature preoccupied with the adaptstrategies of Amazonian peasants and

ribeirinhos are mostly concerned with rural productand fishing techniques, but | will
discuss how the highly adaptive pattern were \siblother ways of maintaining a livelihood
as well. At Cotijuba | learned about the differesttategies to provide a livelihood and
maintain an income. The islanders would not caitriategies per se; it was rather knowledge
being part of their culture. Barth (1995) suggéstswledge should be seen as a modality of
culture, referring to peoples engagement with tbddvhrough actions. Knowledge as part of
culture also acknowledges how many localities use sgame knowledge but also how
different knowledge systems exists within cultueesl localities. Being part of their lived
world, how they engaged with their surroundings aads of embodied habits and skills,

knowledge was a modality of acting in their livednd.

| have earlier mentioned Seu Raymundo, livinglgarape Piri making a living from the
collection of acai and fishing. Many of the islarglshared his approach, making a living
from different sectors and combining these in saguan income and livelihood\cai was a
particular good source of income for many islanadgr€otijuba, and the surrounding island.
The acai palm is able to grow in floodplains and is a matér good source of nutrients
(Brondizio 2009) Those who were able to have atpteon withacai could sell them at the
market in Icoaraci (the nearest market town) asd plocess the blue berries iaigai mass,

a thick juice made by pressing the berries in alim&c Several small stalls around the island
providedacai juice to the daily lunch for the islanders, thiasaa very important part of their
diet, and families would normally buy one or twdrds for consumption per day. Seu
Raymundo also soldcaijuice at the island, but he had found a new wagawfg it. He made
the juice at home, where they had a mechanicakpeesl took the readymade plastic bags of

acai juice in a polystyrene container, and went arowitt his bike to sell to households. He
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then was able to reach the more distant partseofsiand, and also sold to elderly who had

difficulties walking to the stalls.

Fish tanks as an example of the merging of modern and traditional
Seu Raymundo had a fish tank on his estate, aatqtond by the river where he kept fish for

consumption. It was dug out from the ground anduaBanf, with a little channel connected
to the river passing by. | was very fascinatedhy tank, since for me growing up in Norway,
fish tanks were part of what we would call modenowledge. My own preconceptions about
what was moderns and what was traditional had nmaelehink fish tanks were something
belonging to the modern and capitalist world. Bogt a natural fish tank was a very old and
traditional technique of keeping fish did not crasg mind. It turned out that many of the
ribeirinho families had used natural fish tanks for many yeand that it was a part of their
traditional knowledge system and a form of adapteto the landscape and surroundings. Seu
Raymundo told me he made the fish tank just byritrer so the natural flow of river water
would exchange the water in the tank, and prowidshf oxygen to the fish. Seu Raymundo
and his family kept fish in the tank to provide rthevith food, so that they were not always
dependent upon going out to fish every day. It alas a very practical way of keeping the
fish; if they made a good catch they did not nemdar other forms of cooling systems to
preserve the fish. It was both simple and practenadl they needed no technology to keep the

tank, it was all built by hand, exchanging watettly natural flow of the river.

Once | learned abouibeirinho families making fish tanks, | discovered this wawvery
popular practice at the rest of the island. Manydetolds either had natural fish tanks, as
Seu Raymundo, or they made artificial ones builblbigks. One household | visited had two
small tanks; these were not connected to the gsystem and were dependent upon other
ways of exchanging water to keep the oxygen lepaetper. The owner experimented with
using water plants to provide oxygen, but he sadid not work as well as he had hoped. It
made the fish survive, but they did not increaskiclv was his purpose with the fish tank.
This was also evident in other households, asviigh an important source of income when
sold at markets. Some families made fish tanksetpkish and increase the production, then
sell them to the fish market in Icoarci. Many hatifiaial nutrition given to the fish, to make
them increase and be large enough to be sold fgooal price. This was a “traditional”
practice mixed together with modern techniquesds a sustainable income, already had an
established market for distribution, and | soonmred about its potential.
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Fish tank built by bricks, with natural plants piding oxygen. (Photo: Yngvil S. Lien)

Ecomuseo da Amazodnia is a local Non-Governmentghfisation situated in Belém, with
projects in the rural municipalities and islandsreunding Belém. At Cotijuba they had
already established a larger project concernintagwble fish farming (increasing of fish for
commercialising on sustainable levels), and wasundy field work mapping out how many
private persons were interested in creating fistkdaon their properties. They had several
meetings and courses for the local population, idiog information on how to construct the
fish tanks and to increase fish. Their ideology wasvisit communities who had the
knowledge, and provide them with the technical sup establish and start sustainable fish
farming in natural tanks. The project was conceméti aquaculture, and had researchers,
engineers and technical workers to help establisfigh tank projects. They were concerned
both with the small natural fish tanks in peoplg&dens or estate, but they also had larger
fish farming projects where they installed pumptsys to provide oxygen. In Cotijuba they
first had a project in the community Pocou, locatedheast and furthest away from the main
road. Most of the residents here were making adi\ay fishing and having gardens, as well
as other small jobs to support their income. Whensited, the project had already been
running for over a year, and experienced positeguits of the project. According to the
technical assistant responsible for the fish tardjegt in Cotijuba, Seu Durval, the project
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had proved successful and they had a big standsbfthie locals involved were able to

distribute at markets.

Ecomuseo da Amazoénia’s aims were to give small conities new ways of making a living,
combined with their traditional lifestyle. For tlehabitants of islands around Belém to be
able to keep living on the islands, they held ptgend research about how to maintain their
livelihood, learning new techniques they could iempént with their traditional ones, always
in accordance with the local knowledge and waysfef Observing the projects Ecomuseo
had on Cotijuba, | have included them in this sgcas a good example of a local NGO who
valued the local knowledge and techniques, and sdsw the strategies islanders had to
maintain an income. In cooperation with the locabple, they had projects to develop these
strategies. In the next section | will elaboratemphe traditional techniques and strategies to
demonstrate how they have been used for centunéswduy it is important that they are

included in new projects concerning sustainablestigpment.

Traditional management techniques
Archaeological evidences of fish tanks and otheysaaf trapping or keeping fish, have been

found in pre-Colombian societies in the Amazon diplain. This type of knowledge have
existed through many centuries and was used béfier&uropeans came to colonise South
America (Erickson 2000). Several patterns of fisiggwor handmade structures to catch fish
and keep it in the pond have been found in thevigoli Amazon, which corresponds with
other archaeological findings elsewhere in Amazoiiiaese were techniques Amerindian
groups used in securing food, and were part ofnigcies they used in manipulating the
landscape. Darell Posey, an anthropologist who hstuglied extensively the Kayapo
Amerindians forest management techniques and whyigep have also discussed how the
Kayapds and many other Amerindian groups manageid &mvironment in several ways.
They planted and replanted forest, cleared outldi@ind demarcated ecological zones based
on the different type of forest, soils and planikis also illustrates that the Amazonian
rainforest is not as ‘natural’ as the common impgesents the rainforest; rather it has been
managed through centuries by the Amerindians (Pa@sel Balée 1989). The ways the
Kayapd have managed their forest, and with theitrerestve knowledge about forest
management, also suggests that in the future corfoerenvironmental damage, one should
focus at the already existing knowledge and teclesqgof managing and conserving the

rainforest (Posey and Belée 1989).

85



Slash-and-burn agriculture
Burning of the rain forest is today associated Watige cattle ranchers, soy farmers and other

large scale projects, which set fire to thousarfdsectares of land every year. The fires can
be seen miles away, and frequently come out ofrocbrreventing large fires is one of the
major themes in environmentalist concerns, asdtgelscale burnings destroy the rain forest
as well at letting out tons of carbon dioxide sawrethe trees (Hecht and Cockburn 1989). It
is important to emphasise, however, that thereatheer technique of burning areas to use for
planting, the so-called slash and burn technique¢hwlocals at Cotijuba also use during the
agricultural cycle. This kind of manipulation ofetttandscape was also used by Amerindian
groups, as the Kayapd, and was parts of their syafigrowing crops, trees or other plants. In
the Kayap6 slash-and-burn cultivation, they cleaardarea and then planted manioc seeds,
sweet potatoes and other plants before the burmingply because the warmth starts the
sprouting process and the ash provides nutritiontfe soil. As most of the nutrients are
stored in the plants, the vegetation have to beandtburned in order for the forest to renew
and let new plants grow (Hecht and Cockburn 1983®8Among the Kayapos, fire shamans
monitor the fires, and they take care in the time fire is set; it should be started at the
beginning of the dry season, but not when it isitp and will become uncontrollable. The
burning not only provides nutrition to the soil astarts the recovery process of the forest, it
also prevent pests. With the large fires used bilecaanchers and other large-scale
developers, the main aim is just to clear the todestead of letting the ground renew itself,
by letting the soils rest through fallow periodssiburned again the next year, making the soil
too depleted for most vegetation. Although theristexdifferent techniques of burning areas,
many environmentalists treat everything as a thteathe rain forest; some development
organisations also state the small-scale slashbardtechniques are the major threat towards
the environment (see for example Lininger 2011) Thportance of local (and indigenous)
knowledge should not be underestimated here, asettieniques makes arable land more

productive.

Sustainable development and the exclusion of local knowledge
With the shift towards sustainable development a@&maphasising indigenous and local

knowledge, one can believe the problems of Amazargadeclining. This can be true, but |

wanted to demonstrate in my thesis that the readitpnaybe not as rosy as development
agencies and international reports presents it o Sustainable development has many
implications and challenges, as one can see througthesis several problems arise out of
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the new sustainable development politics. Thabistm say that caring about the environment
is wrong, or that every sustainable developmengeptavill fail. Rather, projects stand in the
dangerous position of repeating failures from thstpThe greatest concern is the way the
inhabitants of Amazonia are pictured as either legioally noble savages” living in harmony
with nature, or the destructors and intruders dgstg the rain forest. In addition, the
separation between traditional life style versuesitiodern way of life does not acknowledge
the very “modern” way most of my research partinigalived today. | argue that they use
both traditional knowledge and modern techniqueghieir livelihood, and it is at this
crossroad between modern and traditional the Amanosocieties are situated today. It is
adaption, adjustment and relating to internal axigreal changes that can be said to have
made the island into what it is todaysso e nossa realidatle- “this is our reality”, and in
the easy statement lays the core of my argumens. iShheir reality; the landscape they
dwell in, and which they base their livelihoods npdhrough multi-use strategies and
sustainable resource management. And by what Irexped, they did so quite successfully.
To sum this up; the simplified imagery of the Amazm population that centres on
dichotomies such as ecologically noble savagefdesie intruder, traditional/modern, not
only misrepresents this complex reality; it alsorries with it problematic political
consequences, such as the exclusion of whole pomsgaand their knowledge from the
design of projects and decision-making. As the ecgli data | have presented here
demonstrates, their knowledge is of crucial impwéato the global efforts to promote

sustainable development. In the following sectiomill expand on this.

Local strategies: Combining several sectors and its sustainability
The way livelihoods at Cotijuba included severativaites, is also a way of relating

sustainably to the natural landscape; as intemgjfyone livelihood, as for example
agriculture, would lead to more forest destructiBat when local communities, as Cotijuba,
have a range of activities they also let the rived forest restore, they do not overuse them
and most importantly; they act sustainably. Thetrude strategies of rural communities,
where they combine several activities in theirlliiveods, have been argued to be particularly
efficient. With several sectors contributing to@bkehold’s economy, they are able to protect
themselves from market fluctuations, they can covesa good amount of their produce, and
last but not least it is conserving their particdendscape and environment (Toledo 1990).
The multi-use approach contradicts predominantdeai@s in rural modernisation projects,

where the focus is on capital-intensive, specidlised market oriented production. One can
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see this tendency in recent development projecsnwdizonia, where the intensification and
specialisation of sectors are emphasised as thedbgslopment strategy, disregarding the
multi-use strategies Amazonian local communitiasaba in.

Fishermen-farmers and Amazonian resource-managers
| have earlier compared the livelihoods at Cotijulath the Norwegian fishermen-farmers

(fiskarbonde), and here | will once again use tloewégian context as an example of how
specialisation and capitalisation of sectors caadldo extensive changes in local
communities’ livelihoods. Modernisation processaesNorway during the 1950's lead to
radical structural changes in the fishermen-farneseyyday activities. The Norwegian state
favoured specialisation and intensification of eitlagriculture or fishing industry, and the
ways the fishermen-farmers combined several secise viewed as backward and
unmodern (Bjgrklund, Drivenes, and Gerrard 1994@wNoolitics led to new technology
within the sectors, agriculture became more indelgted, and therefore also difficult for the
women to handle while the men were fishing. Memthad to focus on one sector, either
agriculture or fishing, as they were the bread-wisn This separation also lead to a more
general division of labour, women could no longamyg out the agriculture work and had to
find other ways of providing an income. The sam&pss appeared in the fishing sector, and
overlooking the local fisher's massive protest, M@wegian state started to modernise and
industrialise the fishing sector. As the local &sh anticipated, intensification of the fishery
led to decrease of certain fish stocks, and haa bagcised for not being adjusted to the

ocean ecosystem and in the long run very unsu$taiiiilsen 1998).

Modernisation, specialisation and intensificatidrone sector has proved to work against the
sustainability of both the environment, local eamyoand cultural identity, especially
amongst the Sami fishermen-farmers in Northern Mgrw.earning from this example one
can clearly see the changes occurring in a logainconity, when introduced to specialisation
and intensification of one sector. Comparing tbigivelihood strategies at Cotijuba one can
see similar backgrounds; the environment’s limitasgi on the livelihoods and the prospect of
what could happen in Amazonia with a capitalisigéascale approach. The soils and the river
of the region cannot carry resources enough tataapiensive sectors. "Commercial over-
fishing has reduced the availability of these fisin the poor; shippers now corner the
commercial catch for Manaus, Belém, Sdo Paulo hedriternational market” (Hecht and

Cockburn 1989:42). If these tendencies continuplogation of the local resources will make
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the life of the local communities, as Cotijubafidiilt. The small-scale farming, fishing and
combination of many sectors and activities maketaretheir local resources are kept at
proper levels and not forced to its limitationsd dhe best way to live sustainable and have a

secure livelihood.

The sustainability of Cotijuba
Sustainable development projects, often carriedbguxternal agents and organisation have

projects focusing in sustainable livelihoods angsvaf making a living. Teaching the locals
how to do things sustainably overlooks the fact thany local or indigenous communities in
Amazonia already live sustainably. Much of the Idgc@wledge and ways of making a living
is both sustainable and modern, and they also aavay of adjusting to both external factors
and internal organisation. Local NGO’s often havdéraader knowledge about the local
environment and the people of the region, and itiq@rtance of their advantages should be
included in larger global, national or transnatiopajects. Ecomuseo da Amazonia is one
example of this; how they emphasised to help develbeady exiting techniques and
knowledge of fishing and agriculture is a good eghamof how projects can be carried out in
cooperation with locals. MMIB, which | worked exswely with, is even a smaller and more
local association established by local islandeiGatijuba. Their work and projects involving
the locals is another good example. They also esesting knowledge together with their
own, new ideas and managed to create an orgamdd@b soon became very important at
Cotijuba. Their focus on women in agriculture, amdo how women could generate an
income through various sections was a good andiisatle way of development in their
local community. Because MMIB was formed, organised carried out at the island, with
the main aim of having livelihoods and income gatest at the island, without needing to
supplement an income with working in the city thaiojects functioned in a very good way.
It was led by internal factors, but with adjustiaigd implementing external ideas and views.
They had a strong local commitment, but they algal tto reach outward and cooperate with

other communities and organisations and reseastiutions.

Having been left out of both anthropology and depeient approaches, the knowledge and
strategies local, non-indigenous inhabitants in Aomga utilise could benefit both new ways
of thinking about and approaching the environmeptablems in Amazonia. The core of the
invisibility of the Amazonian peasantry (includirfgshers) lays within the overarching

framework of Amazonia; the Amerindian societiesdheen the focus of most studies, as the
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“exotic other” and representing the ecologicallybleosavage - the societies perceived as
being closest to nature and engaged in a sustaineb) of life since time immemorial. This
picture however, have both overlooked the many @wagion strategies and manipulations of
the surroundings many Amerindian societies perfoinas well as the rest of the population
living in Amazonia. Cotijuba was an example of fh&er, with a mixed population and
situated at the edge of an urban metropolis, BelEm. ways the islanders adjusted to new
markets or trends, at the same time as they maithair everyday activities as they always
had performed them, with their combination of ttadial knowledge and modern techniques
have created a unique way of maintaining theirli®ds. Their focus has never been to
intensify and specialise on one sector, they ratiae a living of a range of activities. This is
one of the main points towards my conclusion. Tagitalised, “modernised” west tends to
think in terms of capital-intensive livelihoods: tliere is one sector with the opportunity to
make profit, one should specify on that sectomiwreéase surplus. Still, this breaks with the
same ideal the west has, of a sustainable livetiboor living within an environmental
friendly ideology. Specialising in one sector wgtevent this ideal; exploiting resources in the
given sector, will work against the sustainablealds extracting resources without destroying
the possibility of further extraction for comingrggations. Rather, we should turn around and
look towards the Amazonian communities, as the brstudied. Using many different
activities, the resources were maintained at uede levels. Some were commercialised in
small-scale production, whilst other were purelydobsistence and food security. Combining
these with new sectors, as tourism, also provideaxdra income. Using a little of many
different resources, based on their extensive kedgd of their environment and its
limitations they were able to live as sustainaldyttee so-called “ecologically noble savage”.
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Concluding remarks

My thesis has explored how the overarching imag&mézonia presents the area as a natural
landscape and a “garden of Eden”, the last paragliisearth only inhabited by pristine
Amerindians living in harmony with nature (Slat&96). These images exclude large parts of
the population, at the same time as they have gtiofluences on development policies
carried out in the area. Included in the represems is also the threat towards the
ecosystem, in forms of national and internatior@leopment focusing on extracting mineral
resources, timber and establishing mega projectsayéeng huge areas of land. With the
emerging environmentalism and the concern for gpvihe rain forest, sustainable
development projects has replaced the previougfénémce in Amazonia, and today’s

projects focus on protecting the landscape anokitple.

The focus of my research has been to emphasisklivelhoods and strategies as a viable
outcome for the future. My main argument throughbig thesis has been how traditional and
modern knowledge and techniques merge in many waysnazonia. | have analysed the
livelihoods and knowledge of the local environmenan island community; how they were
able to maintain their local activities within saistable levels of extraction. | found the local
livelihoods based on a combination of differenttsex and resources to be carried out
sustainably, as the local people never over-explo#& sector, and had knowledge about the
environment and the affects certain extraction wdwve upon it. The Amazon is today a
contested area, with the threat of further destsnatf land and forest. There are many forces
and influences entangled in the representationbeofirea, and these images have influenced
the way sustainable development projects have lmg@emented. However, as | have
argued, one cannot establish projects related g¢optiotection of the rain forest without
understanding the complexity of the social lands¢cgarticularly the people dwelling in the
area. Environmentalism and sustainable future hbgeome important aspects in the
development discourse, however as demonstrated yinthasis, many non-indigenous
communities have been excluded from the overarcimmagge of Amazonia, along with their
knowledge and livelihoodSthese communities use a lot of local knowledge aadage their
resources sustainably. Leaving them out hindergldpment projects to be executed in a

good and locally adapted wegnvironmental threats will affect everyone livimgAmazonia.
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Focusing on the small-scale farmers, fishermemngallat places as Cotijuba will give a better

understanding and future for everyone.

In today’s Amazonia urban, rural, traditional anddarn spheres overlap; historically there
have always been patterns of movement between déneinthis tendency is still evident many
places. The island Cotijuba is a place where tleagsgories are intertwined; it is a rural area
with “traditional” activities as agriculture andshing, but also with urban aspects and a
combination of livelihoods within different sectoBy focusing on livelihoods and different
strategies to make an income, | have been abladerstand the knowledge and techniques
local communities have, and how they have adjusiegkternal factors as environment and
markets, at the same time as they continued theyraf living. The importance of combining
sectors in securing a livelihood, a multi-use sggt occupied by many rural people in
Amazonia, takes advantage of the several locakralateisources, without over-exploiting one
sector. This contradicts earlier development sffate focusing on intensifying and
capitalising one sector to increase profit. Restns on the natural environment at Cotijuba
prevented intensification of one sector; the isteaachad extensive knowledge about the local
environment, and knew its limitation. However, withese limitations they found other

activities to combine in their livelihoods.

The livelihood activities the population at Cotiguloccupied was carried out at subsistence
levels, ranging from agriculture, fishing, tradedaourism. While they focused on improving
and finding new areas to include in their livelidsp their aim was not to commercialise
products on a large scale. Rather, local produots fishing and agriculture were consumed
in the households or sold at local markets. Oneraisting finding was traditional fish tanks
many islanders had, as it was both based on lauavledge and combined with modern
techniques. It was an old way of preserving fisht &lso with “modern” techniques, as
installing oxygen pumping systems. Many islandessduthe natural tanks to increase fish to
be sold at local markets, and explored the markgiodunities in this sector. The local
knowledge derived from both traditional and mod&rategies made the islanders particularly
suited in managing their livelihoods without expilmg one sector; they rather found new
ways to carry out their subsistence activity, as fih tanks. | have compared this strategy
with the Norwegian fishermen-farmeriskarbond¢, and how they combined agriculture
with fishing in small communities in Norway. Thigaegy provided the households with a
stable income, as they based their livelihood overs¢ sectors, and they were able to
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maintain their local way of life. During the modesation of fishing and agriculture in
Norway during the 60’s, the government wanted isifesation and to capitalise one sector,
and viewed the multi-use strategy as backwarddiigllimited profit. This has been argued
to lead to over-intensification of one sector, ting the natural eco system. Local fishers and
farmers were afraid of over-fishing, and stressed imtensification fishing would lead to
diminish of fish stocks. Today, fishing is restedi and many worry that continued fishing
will destroy much of the marine ecosystem. The é¢gicgt to systemise and intensify sectors
separately is not sustainable, as one could seaghrmy examples. The small-scale extract
of natural resources is a sustainable solutiorhi®, which contradicts many development

plans.

Working through a women'’s organisation, MMIB, | gosight into women’s participation in
everyday activities, and understood the importari¢dbe household and the work women did.
Today's Brazil has moved away from old gender iget a large extent, but many
nevertheless continue to be relevant. As the sadpey thesis was to understand the
overarching image of Amazonia, and how it affeckechl communities, particularly how
their knowledge and ways of living were not inclddé have not focused specifically on
gender. Rather, | have emphasised women’s patticipan livelihood activities, and how
they were an important part in continuing the logaly of life. Women participated a lot in
livelihood activities, but their workload was oftet acknowledged. Much of the workload
women did was confined to the domestic unit, arehsss their duty. This was partly because
of resisting ideals of women belonging to the damesphere, while men worked in public
sphere, but also because much of the work womerwdsl seen as helping the man and
family (Siqueira 2009). These ideals have changedy, but some patterns still remains at
smaller level. MMIB wanted to change men’s domimatiin decision-makings and
agricultural work when they founded their assooiatiand to acknowledge women’s
participation in work, especially in agriculturentderstanding their aims, and seeing the local
projects they managed to emancipate, | also uratgtsihe importance of women'’s role in
sustainable livelihoods. To include women’s pgsation in work, one can understand their
importance, especially in relation to multi-use astgies and sustainable livelihoods.
Modernisation projects would change this, as mucthe work women do would not be
included. One could see this with the fishermemfs in Norway, where modernisation lead
to exclusion of women in several sectors. The wdserovement at Cotijuba was a good

example of this, as they worked to include womeadanomic and agricultural activities.
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| hope my thesis have contributed to a better wtdeding of the social landscape of
Amazonia, and the complexity of people, knowledgel divelihoods. Today, with the
sustainable development discourse and focus omgirot and conservation of the tropical
rain forest, the knowledge and livelihoods of b# different areas needs to be included in the
discourse. Disentangling certain trajectories imtgred in the overarching image of
Amazonia in one step towards a better understanafiniige region, but further emphasis on
the non-indigenous part of the population is need®danthropological studies. The
importance of studying resource management antéihoas in local, Amazonian contexts
should not be underestimated; they will provide ettdsr framework towards future
interference in the region. The discourse of snatde development has already been
established as the major development paradigm aestn Amazonia. However, the
overarching images of the area as a tropical regsfoonly inhabited by Amerindian groups,
has prevented a nuanced image of the sustainaleléhbods already carried out in many
local non-indigenous communities. The multi-usategies and knowledge about the capacity
of a local environment, makes the people inhabitirgparticular landscape into sustainably
resource-managers, as was the case of islandéstigiba. | call for a new framework of
thinking about, and imagining Amazonia, a framdwbased on the lived reality of local
places, and where the merging of traditional, medasral and urban spheres are included.
This would guide future projects and actions cdrrait in Amazonia in a more realistic

manner.
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