Introduction

THE APOCRYPHAL STORY, STILL told in the tourist guidebooks, is
that the residents of Airio fled to escape a plague of ants. What they left
behind is now a particularly photogenic “phantom city” on the banks of
the Rio Negro, one of the main tributaries of the Amazon River (Figure L1).
One can wander among the overgrown ruins of houses, the central market,
and the church, imagining how easily the p[ace must have been abandoned
]:)y its residents. “There wasn't much here to begfn with,” visitors might re-
mark to each other, “and how quick[y the jungle takes over again.”

For many modern-day observers, the trajectory of a place like Airio
would seem emblematic of the inevitable decline and abandonment of
settlements in the Amazon. But there is much that the tourists do not
see—and do not even look for—on their treks thrc-ugh the ruins of Airio.
They do nort see the plots of rich, black earth (terra prfm) thar still sur
round the village site, produced by pre-Columbian Amazonians who
added charcoal and organic material to improve the ferti[ity of the soil.!
Beyc-nd the crumbling stone walls of the old church, nothing visible re-
mains of the mission, Santo Elias do Jat, founded in 1694 by Carmelite
friars. There is no sigh of the descendants of the Taruma, Manao, and
Baré Indians, who left their original territories to settle in Carmelite mis-
sions a[c-ng the riverbank, and who may have convinced the friars to es-
tablish Jai in its fertile, ]::-luﬂ:—tc-p location after several previous mission
sites proved untenable. Standing on the bluff, lookfng down at the Rio
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crisscrossed its tea-colored waters, mooring at the \'illage for trade or a
visit with family and friends.

The two and a half centuries that Jai/Airio existed as a community
seem less meaningf'u[, less deserving Dfsrudy, in part because its ultimate
abandonment (in 1964) fits so neatly into the standard narrative about the
limitations of the Amazonian environment, the cultural tendencies of its
native peoples, and the nature of the colonial erlrerprise.l I have had to
grapple with this narrative as much as anyone who studies the reg'lon’s past.
The Amazon has [ong been framed as a “counterfeit pamdise” or “wet des-
ert,” an environment that thwarted human agency and cooperation through
the ages.5 By the law of environmental limits on culture, any attempt to
establish sizable, permanent settlements would be doomed to fail. In this
“land without hisrory,” as one of Brazil’s most famous writers called it, In-
dians and their mixed-race descendants formed the majority of the popu-
lation until at least the mid-nineteenth century.? These types of people have
not been given much credit as stable, long—term settlers, in light of the cri-
tique, daring back to the earliest years of colonization, that depicted native
Amazonians as inherently prone to an unsettled existence and likely to flee
ar the first attempt to root them in place.g’ Maost scholarship on colonial-era
settlement has thus implied that &/ of it was forced, and that much of it
happened during a Hurry of imperia[ reforms back in the mid—eighreenth
century. From this perspective, Amazonian settlements were Enrire[y arti-
ficial creations, held rogerher by little more than imperia[ will. Their de-
cadence in the nineteenth century and again in the twentieth century,
after the end of the rubber boom, was therefore predesrined.ﬁ

There is a kernel of truth in these assumptions. In its unmodified
state, Amazonian soil is indeed nutrient poor and insufhcient for perma-
nent cultivation, and a host of insect and animal pests have frustrated
large-sca[e agrfculrure over the centuries. Many native groups did flee co-
lonial settlements, preferring to live in nomadic bands in the remote, up-
land areas of the Amazon Basin. And the Portuguese colonial enterprise in
the Amazon was brutal, often J:'elyiﬂg on forced migration and enslave-
ment to establish the outpasts of an empire. But emphasizing static con-
straints of nature, culture, and colonialism without also exploring innova-
tions and opportunities for change or growrh constitutes a narrow view of
Amazonian histor}r and ignores a compe[[fng body of evidence.

In this book I am able to describe colonial settlements that adapted
to their environment rather than being thwarted by it. These were com-
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Figurc L1 Ruins of Air3o, a “Phantom City” on the Rio Negro, 2010. Courtesy of
Francis Maglia.

munities buile by generations of native Amazonian viﬂagers and migrants,
with histories that went much d.eeper than the period of colonial reforms
in the 1750s. I also describe a mode of living typical of most colonial In-
dian men, which involved speﬂdiﬂg many months of the year canoeing,
and trekkiﬂg through the interior. In contrast to studies that equate in-
digenous mobiliry with community abandonment and rejection of colo-
nial rule, the central argument d.eveloped in this book is that engagement
in these forms of mobility was a means of consclidating and sustaining
colonial Indian communities. This is not a simple story about “native
agency,” rhough its protagonists are people who followed their own inter-
ests and tried, against signiﬁcanr constraints, to act inc[ependenrly. It is,
rather, a story of how diverse groups Dfpeople with their own ideas ofplace
and community adapted to new, colonial ideas and practices and often
made them their own.
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The key evidence for the story comes from local sources produced
during the second half of the eighteenth century, the correspondence of
hundreds of colonial administrators who were engagec[ in everyday affairs
in the poveagées de indios, the “Indian villages” of the two Amazonian cap-
taincies of Pard and the Rio Negro. These village-level sources show that
native Amazonians did not have to choose between moving on or setrling
down. In fact, spatia[ mobiliry and community formation worked as com-
plementary processes in the second half of the eighteenth century, forging
a uniquely resilient regional culture along the waterways. This culture—
and not imperial will or state pc-wer—best explains why a [arge majority of
the colonial Indian viﬂages endured as settled places into the nineteenth
century and beyond.

Rivers, Rebels, and Dots on a Map

Mobile Amazonians and their communities first became visible to me
during a preliminary study of the Cabanagem Rebellion (1835-1840). The
culmination of more than a decade of regional violence after iﬂdependence
from Portugal, the rebellion turned into a civil war that pittec[ white elites
against a loose coalition of nonwhite peasants, slaves, and urban poor.
When I came to do my first summer of archival research in Belém, the old
colonial Capital of Pari, the Cabaﬂagem was still waiting for its historian.”
Thada vague interest in the spatial dimensions of the uprising and the ex-
tent to which the rebels, many of whom were identified as Indians in the
sources, coordinated their efforts across vast distances, mak'lng it the blood-
iest, most geographically extensive rebellion in Brazil’s history. (A contem-
porar}"s estimate of 30,000 casualties is probably exaggerated bur still
indicative of the scale of the violence.) Ultimarely, I chose not to write
about the rebellion and turned to an earlier and relatively more stable pe-
riod of Amazonian history. But two findings during that initial trip shaped
the kinds of questions I would ask in my subsequent research.

First, I found that the rebels did not stage an uprising in isolation,
nor did they communicate only with other rebels. District military com-
manders’ reports to the provfnc'la[ presfdent pt‘ovided me with detailed
information on local geography and the movements of both rebels and
intperia[ troops in different parts of the province of Para. The command-
ers often described waterways: hot Dnly rivers, but channels between is-
lands (ﬁtm;}, narrow “canoe—paths” (z:gezrapc's), and headwaters of rivers
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(cabeceiras). Small bands of rebels operated in these watery redoubts, where
iarge artiiier}' canoes could not pass, for several years into the repression
phase of the rebellion. The rebels™ tacrical advantages were not only geo-
graphieai; the],r were also social. As one commander lamented, “most of the
leaders of the bands are sons of these environs. It seems that their fathers,
mothers, sibiings, and nephews warn them of the [imperiai] expeditions,
no matter how secret ti‘ley may be.”® This particular dispatch came from
the Furos district, an area of iabyrinthine channels around the old povoa-
¢oes de indios (and former missions) of Meigago, Oeiras, and Portel.

The strategic use of rivers and the existence of dense social nerworks
in this part of the Amazon seemed unsurprising, given its geography and
pattern of riverine settlement. Yet I knew that the traditional historiogra-
phy on the Cabanagem portrayed the rebels as isolated factions, operating
with c-niy faint awareness of events elsewhere in the Amazon Basin, their
coordination impeded by huge distances and an ingrained ccmentaiit].r of
individualism.”? In that depiction of the rebels, I saw obvious paraiieis
with the way Amazonian ribeirinbos, or riverine peasant populations (In-
dian or mixed-race), have been portrayed ]::-y scholars working on different
historical peri-::-dhs.1E| It became evident to me that within these partisan re-
ports by miiirar}r commanders iay hints of a reaiiry apart from that de-
scribed by historians—who until recently tended to conduct their research
in overseas or national archives. I had stumbled upon the militarized field
notes of contemporary observers, and some of their details resonated with
the revisionist schoiarship of anthropoiogist.s observing riverine commu-
nities today.”

My second ﬁnding during this initial research was that the rebels
were ethnicaiiy diverse but often had common origins in the old povoa-
¢oes de indios. A series of prisoner rolls from the rebellion, in five bound
codices, enumerated more than a thousand prisoners, each with a name,
age, race, occupation, marital status, piace oforigin, and piace of imprison-
ment. The majority were identified as Indians, but a signiﬁcant number
of mixed-race individuals—meulatos, mamelucos, and mﬁ;zas—appeared as
well, aiong with smaller numbers of whites and black slaves.!? The lists
represented oniy a fraction of the prisoners taken during the repression and
an even smaller fraction of the total number of rebels, but they suggested
that the Cabanagem had been a truly multiethnic movement. It also had
spread across a vast region. The prisoners came from all corners of Pari—an

area roughi}r the size of France—ranging from the outpost c-fTuriac;u, on
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the eastern border, to the \'illage of Faro, on the western side.’* Their
places of imprisonment were often hundreds of miles away from their
hometowns.

To get a sense of the geographical extent of the rebellion, I began try-
ing to locate and contextualize the settlements listed as rebel hometowns.
This task presented some difficulties, but not for the reasons [ had expecteci
initiaily. The settlements had not, in fact, disappeared; most could be found
with a bit of sleuthing on historical and modern maps. Their names had oc-
casionally changedﬂ and sometimes their locations had shifted, but many
were still identifiable as former povoaches de indios, founded as missions in
the seventeenth or early eighteenth century. The diﬂ"iculty came, rather, in
trying to find contextual information about individual settlements in the
available published SOLITCES. Tra\'eling officials or foreigners had described
some of them between the late eighteenth and mid-nineteenth centuries,
but coverage was selective and their comments rareiy went beyoncl the im-
pressionistic observations of outsiders.'® There were also several narratives in
the form of “chorographies” (literally, place—writings] that described each
settlement’s location, ciemographic composition, and economic activities in
a highiy formulaic way.ﬁ None of these sources revealed much abour these
places as communities with historical roots in centuries past. ﬂ'ley still ap-
peared to me as little more than dots on a map.

I finished my first stint in the archives wondering about the emer-
gence of a mobile, mixed popuiation in the Pc-rtt.tguese (later, Brazilian)
Amazon. How had it formed out of the colonial experience of missionary
and then secular administration of the native population? How had peopie
on different rivers of this immense territory become socially integrated
over time, in ways that eventt.taliy provided the context for regional rebel-
lion? Most of all, I wanted to find out more about the povoagoes de indios
that would become focal points of resistance in the nineteenth century.
What had made these communities so durable, when their residents were
constantly on the move?

Mobility and Community

This book answers those questions l::-y turning to the second half of
the eighteenth century. The period is unique for its sources and their con-
tinuity: it offers more than forry years of \'illage—level documentation, be-
ginning in 1757, when some sixty missions in Portuguese Amazonia were
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turned over to civil “directors,” under a new system of administration
known as the Indian Directorate (which was later extended to the main
coiony of Brazil).!® This has been characterized as the definitive tt::orning of
the state” to the Amazon, with all of the negative consequences for native
autonomy that this impiies. The present worlk, however, joins other recent
studies in attributing the perioci’s relative stability not to the imposition of
royal control, but rather to the process of negotiation and compromise
that piayeci out on the local level between colonial officials and fndios al-
deados, the members of corporate Indian communities."” Chaiienging the
still-prevalent idea that Indians could find autonomy only by fleeing the
colonial syster, these works suggest thart spaces of autonomy—hc-wever
limited—could be carved out from within.'®

Spatiai mobiiity, I argue, is key to um:iet'staﬂr_iing this process of
ﬁnding a piace within the colonial sphere. Most scholars who have treated
the topic of indigenous mobiiiry in the Amazon focus on movements that
were either forced (Indians being dispiaced to locations not of their choos-
ing) or fugitive (Indians ﬂeeing colonial authority and rejecting fixed resi-
dence), and both types of movements have been seen as thoroughly detri-
mental to colonial Indian communities.” There was certainly much forced
dispiacement over the course of Amazonian history, and evasive movements
were common. But ciuring the Directorate perioci., Indians often left their
villages because they were obligated or encouraged by colonial authorities to
do so and because it suited their interests. Reic-cating, expioring, and trad-
ing across vast distances, they staked out an important position within the
colonial system. They seiectivei}r engager_i in forms of state—sponsored mobil-
ity to exparici their social networks, to pursue economic opportunities, and
to accumulate prestige or poiiticai ieverage. And Indians did so in ways that
often fortified their home communities, by briﬂging material resources or
new peopie from the frontier to settle in the viiiages.

Many colonial Indians found advantages in their distinct iegai sta-
tus as indios aldeados, which entailed obiigations as well as rights and
pri‘if'iieges.ﬂJ Under the Directorate, indios aldeados were J:'equired to be
loyal “vassals™ of the Portuguese monarch, pay agricuiturai tithes, and ren-
der various types of service to the state. [n return, ti’ley were entitled to col-
iectiveiy owned assets, such as land, canoes, and tools; crown sponsorship of
viiiage enterprises [agricuiturai, artisanal, and extractive); and representa-
tion and protection by their own native officials. This book shows that co-
lonial Indians also staked claims and sought compensation ti‘lrc-l.tgh
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spatial mo]:)iliry: 1:he],r took on roles organizing and leading expeditions to
negotiate with indepenc[ent native groups ot to Explc-re unknown territo-
ries, and they made themselves indispensab[e as canoe crewmen and river
gufdes. Colonial officials rewarded these services by granting certificates
of office and labor exemptions, as well as additional licenses and funds to
travel into the remote interior.

‘The Portuguese colonial system depended on these regional forms of
movement and travel, often carried out on terms dictated or influenced by
Indians. Governors, magistrates, and metropolitan officials still railed
against native Amazonians’ tenc[ency to live far outside the \'illage Center,
to participate in farAHung social circles, and to spend part of the year en-
gaged in subsistence gathering, on the assumption that these forms of in-
dependent mobﬂity were detrimental to “civilized™ life. But at the same
time, these high-level officials encouraged Indian vil[agers to go on long—
distance Expedirions thar served economic and gec-pc-litical aims. Wllage
directors, for their part, usuaﬂy condoned any trip or movement that did
not threaten their own agendas, and they encouraged those that benefited
them directl].".'11

As Stuart Schwartz once reminded an audience of Latin American
historians, “telling the story of European iniquity and native destruction
is always possible, but there are other tales that need to be heard.” Paying
attention to these other stories—which include stories of ac[aprarion and
collaboration—does not diminish the damage wrought by colonialism on
native societies, nor does it “e};cu[pate the Conquerors.”u Rather, it is a
means of recognizing that Amazonian history is more than a history of
colonial domination punctuated by futile acts of resistance. The anthro-
pologist Peter Gow puts it this way: native Amazonians “[did] things for
their own reasons long before Europeans turned up,” and they “continue[d]
to do such things afterwards.”** It is now a commonplace to assert that
these were people who had agency, who engagec[ in self-directed action. Bur
undersranding their actions (and the meanings rhey assigned to them) re-
quires more than abstract categories. Instead, we need to explore the deeper
traditions that structured their choices—insofar as this is possible—and
the social, polirical, and material circumstances under which rhey lived.
We can then turn to the big-picture question of how local decision making
affected [arger systemns of colonial gon.-fernance.z‘i

This book, then, examines the c,omplexity and dynamism of native
Amazonians choices within a colonial context. It makes fruitful connec-
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tions with the literature on native participation in Spanish American in-
stitutions and markets, much of it written l::-y historians of the Andean
highlands and central Mexico. In her introduction to the important ed-
ited book Etr'mici{y, Markets, and Migration in the Andes, Brooke Larson
casts Indians’ engagement in colonial markets as one part of a whole “en-
semble of social reproductive strategies that allowed them to meer their
multiple ol::-ligations to the state and their kinsmen, as well as to the church
and the local deities, while providing for their immediate and future sub-
sistence needs.”™ Another contributar, Steve Stern, suggests that Indians
may have selectively interacted with European institutions in order to
avoid more onerous types of service or to influence the terms of their par-
ticipation in a system that was stacked against them.2® In this light, rel}r—
ing on our familiar categories of voluntary or coerced becomes problem-
atic. Kevin Gosner has recentiy tried to reframe the issue, in response to
an earlier literarure on Indians’ involvement in colonial credit institutions
(repartimiento de comercio) in Mexico. “We should reoognize,” (Gosner writes,
“that the repartimientos, and other systems that structured colonial eco-
nomic and political relations, could be both empowering and alienating at
the same time—it is the interplay in this dynamic that makes them so
interesting.”*’

Understanding Indians’ evident willingness to participate in some
types of:state-sponsored expeditions, one of the focal points of this book,
thus requires an appreciation for patadoxical or ambiguous meanings.
While individuals’ motives often remain snadowy, I have tried to illuminate
as fully as possible the contexts in which they acted and the cohsequences
of action that they themselves would have considered. Ethnohistory, asa
btidge between history and anthropology, has pro\'ided a rnetl‘roc[olog'},r for
writing, about the lives of people who left very few documents of their
own authorship, and who Dnly rarely spol{e through the writings of colo-
nial scribes and notaries.*® This has meant developing an acute awareness
of what archival documents do and do not say. They tell incomplete sto-
ries, only those that their authors considered WDrth}' ofwriting down, and
T.'l'lE:}!’ offer halftruths, with just one side enjoying access (however limited)
to paper, pens, and a culture of literacy. But on-the-ground sources, the
backbone of this study, can be read for purposes their authors never in-
tended, and their record of native actions can be analyzed apart from the
authors’ interpretations of those actions. Whenever possible, and much
more often than I initiaily expected, I also have drawn evidence from the
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small and scattered corpus of sources that purport to quote or represent
native Amazonian voices. These include testimonies taken in the course of
official inquiries (Chapters I, 2, and 5) and petitions to higher authorities
(Chapters 3, 5, and 6). While mediated by the officials who recorded them
and dwarfed in quantity by sources written from a colonial or European
perspective, these testimonies and petitions have led to some of the main
insights of this study.

In a recent essay, John Monteiro called for a “dialogue between pro-
CESSES highlighted in the study of cohtemporary commuhities and similar
processes taking place during the colonial [_:)Etric;c[.”19 Modern erhnographic
accounts of native Amazonians slggest that decisions to be mobile—whether
to go trekk'mg or to resettle in a new area—have been shaped by sociocul-
tural processes within indigenou.s societies and are not unff'ormly “imposed
from without.”* This was true of mobiliry during the colonial period., too,
and I hope that my discussion of these parallel processes will invite anthro-
pologists and other scholars to comment. Similarities also can be found
between colonial Indians’ strategies of selective economic engagement
and those of contemporary Amazonian peasants. Enmeshed in regional and
world markets, and moving frequently between rural and urban zones,
modern-day ribeirinhos likewise seek to maintain a degree of autonomy
and a measure of local control over community affairs and resources.*

In its approach to the stud}r of mc-bility, this boolk goes beyond the
tradirional focus on counting and mapping physical movements. W hile
some quantitative and geographical ana[ysis is pertinent to my ana[ysis
(particularly to that of Chapters 4 and s), the focus is on the experiences
of mobile people and the ties they maintained with their home communi-
ties, as well as the relationships rhey built en route and at their destinations.
In large part, this approach has been dictated by the historical sources
themselves. These tend to be unreliable as statistical portraits of a popu-
lation but rich in their details about smaller groups of migrants and their
communities.

The Portuguese naturalist Alexandre Rodrigues Ferreira wrote evoc-
atively of the eighteenth—century Amazon that “all of the people in it can
be likened to Noah’s family, in the middle of the posr—ﬂood world.”? The
impression of low popularion c[ensity is accurate, as lc-ng as we are speak—
ing of the postcontact era.*® But as Daniel Usner has pointed out for the
lower Mississippi Valley during the eighteenth century, the standard im-

age of territorial vastness and sparse occupation “not only exaggerates the
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boundlessness of life in the vaiiey” but also causes us to overlook important
inrraregional connections. Like their counterparts in other frontier regions
of the colonial Americas, Amazonians spoke a lingua franca, intermarried,
exchanged local products for iiquor and metal tools, and built economic
relationships that linked peopie across culture and social status.? They
converged for popular events like saints’ festivals and markets, gathered for
conversation in taverns, and deliberated in town councils.®® Diverse groups
of peopie were aiways passing through the settlements of the interior; it is
teiiing that as eariy as the 1680s, there were royai prohibitions on soldiers,
sailors, mamelucos, and blacks entering the sertdo, or hinterland rivers and
forests.?® Higher authorities considered this mix of peopie to be a dangera
ousiy unruiy one, but the sertio could not be cordoned off by decree. A
tempts to do so may have made it even more aiiuring.-”;"

The Amazonian Wwaterways thar made these interior social nerworks
possibie form the largest and densest river system in the world, with more
than 12,000 miles of na\'igabie routes.”® Amazonians past and present
have shared an “intimate everyday reiationship with rivers,” using and ma-
nipuiaring these and other features of the iandseape in compiex Ways.
Since at least the eighteenth century, and probably long before that, Ama-
zonians have dug channels to create shortcuts to other rivers; drained
SWamps; and deepened, widened, and cleared brush from 1.varer\=i-f:1],rs.3‘-‘J
These routes were used inrensh-fei'},r during the colonial period, varying in
accordance with the seasonal €conomy. During the low-water period, from
about August to January, people traveled in search of fish and turtles,
which migrated from the Hooded forest to the more accessible channels
and lakes of the region. For weeks at a time in this “summer” season, fish-
ermen and their families lived at camps aic-ng the expc-sed beaches of the
floodplain, enjoying the company of other sojourners. The high-water sea-
son, from roughly February to July, was a time for venturing farther afield;
ciuring those months, when aquatic resources were more scarce, Indian vil-
iagers went on forest coliecting expedirions and then delivered their proda
ucts to the downriver capirai of Belém. After returning to their \'iiiages, with
river levels beginning to fall again, they prepared their honlestead—gardens
for planting.* Seasonal rhythms of mobility and fixity have long shaped
native Amazonians' “ways of belonging on the land.” “ And as Indians
mixed and intermarried with non-Indians, what deveioped in the colonial
Amazon was a pattern of settlement that permitted, and even fostered, sig-
nificant mobility.
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Overview

If the second half of the eighreen‘ch century was a time of relative
stability for most of the povoagées de indios in the core areas of the Pard
and Rio Negro captaincies, the frontiers were another story—and one that
Nadia Farage has already told in impressive detail for the Rio Branco
region.‘u For this reason, I have left out of my analysis the cluster of po-
voagoes around the forts of Sio Joaquim (on the Rio Branco) and Sio José
de Marabitanas and Sie Gabriel da Cachoeira (on the upper Rio Negro).
Founded almost enrirely on the basis of geopo[itical considerations, these
frontier settlements followed a very different historical trajectory than
that of the former missions in the colonial core.

Frontier conflicts and conspiracies are, however, still important to the
story told in these pages, because they provoked a host of new po[icies
and priorities for the region as a whole. After the Treaty of Madrid (1750)
between Spain and Pormgal, controversies swirled over the implementation
of the agreement and the demarcation of boundaries in the Amazon, and it
was in this context that the Portugues&setrled portion of the basin became a
prime target of imperial reforms. 4 Named after Portugal’s powerful prime
minister the Marqués de Pombal, the Pombaline reforms included economic
initiatives, labor reforms, settlement and transportation experiments, and
attempts at social engineering. A key element was the consolidation of a
system of productive, European-style urban nuclei that would help guaran-
tee Portuguese possession of the main channel of the Amazon River and its
major tributaries. At the same time, these nuclei would serve as “civﬂizfng”
arenas for the Indians, who could then be more Easily called upon to serve
the state in exp[c-ring, defending, provisioning, and sett[ing the frontier.*

The literature on the Pombaline reforms can give the impression
that the Amazon was a blank slate before the reforms, and that almost
ox'ernighr, by royal decree, the Amazon filled with new \'illages. The first
chapter of the book offers a corrective to this version of Amazonian settle-
ment history. It argues that what crown reformers did was sigﬂiﬁcanﬂy less
ambitious and more pragmatic than historians have assumed: they appro-
priated what was a[read}r there, more than sixty missions that had been
established by the Jesuits and three other religious orders. When the state
came to the Amazon, in other words, it found colonial Indian communi-
ties that had a prior histor}r and traced their identities to an earlier time
and order of rhings. And in contrast to parts of Spanish America, where
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paraiiei processes of secularization piayed out, the transition to civil ad-
ministration in the Portuguese Amazon did not involve the divestment of
communal assets.*> It occurred smoothiy in most of the former missions,
because the indios aldeados found that the],r were able to maintain their
old community lands and structures of\'iiiage governance, as well as their
dispersed patterns of settlement. The viiiagers also tended to resist subse-
quent, sporadic efforts on the part of colonial authorities to restrict their
customary mobiiity.

Chapters 2 and 3 explore the ways in which indios aldeados fulfilled
their service obiigarions under the Directorate system while foiiowing their
own itineraries ]::-eyond the confines of the \'iliages. Chaprer 2 focuses on
the state-sponsored coiiecting expeditions, which anﬂuaiiy departed each
viiiage for the interior rivers and forests in search of cacao, sarsapariiia, and
other wild products for EXpoOrt. The VEery nature of the coiiecring expedi—
tions made close supervision impossibie, and crewmen found ampie op-
portunities to engage in contraband trade, to visit other settlements, and to
mix with independent native groups and fugitives. Dtawing evidence from
the crewmen’s own testimonies on the expedirions, Chapter 2 provides an
explanation for why some indios aldeados evidently preferred to participate
in this form of labor over other types of service.

Chapter 3 examines a different type of state—sponsoted project that
involved ic-ng—distance travel: the descimento (iireraliy, “descent”) of inde-
pendenr native groups to settle in the colonial \'iilages. Many indios aldea-
dos maintained Friendiy, iong—term contacts with uncolonized groups in
the interior, and the individuals responsibie for bringing these groups into
the colonial sphere often received rc-yai privileges in exchange for what
was seen as an important service to the crown. This chapter presents new
evidence on the participation of colonial Indians as informants, sponsofs,
leaders, and hosts of descimentos, and it expiains wily the],r took such ac-
tive roles in what has generail}r been porrrayed as a missionary- or state-
run enterprise.

Movements typicaiiy seen as manifestations of resistance to colonial
rule and settlement are the focus of Chapter 4. When Directorate Indians
absented their viliages without permission, some were indeed seeking to
leave the colonial system. Many others, however, were iooking for incor-
poration on their own terms. The anai}rsis of more than 200 \'iiiage absen-
tee reports reveals that significant numbers of people moved from one
colonial Indian viiiage to another. Supporting documentation SUZZests,
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furthermore, that these iﬂter\'iilage movements were not arbitrary or
spurred simply by external pressures. Instead, they were multiply deter
mined by i:amily and ethnic affiliation, labor preferences, and reiatic-nships
with local officials (who often sponsored or condoned the relocations of
absentees). This chapter links absentee movements with community for-
mation by showing that village membership criteria remained flexible
enough for these migrants to assume the privileges and obiigarions of en-
rolled residents, if they chose.

Chapter 5 departs from the rest of the book in focusing on Indians
and people of mixed race who lived “sobre sf'”—iiteraiiy, on their own,
apart from the corporate Indian viilages and without the ruteiage of the
directors. For the state, this popuiarioﬂ represeﬂted lost productivity, as
they lived outside—and energetically dodged—the Indian labor distribu-
tion system based in the villages. As antivagrancy campaigns in the 1770s
and 1780s attempted to force thousands of “hidden” or “dispersed Indians”
to relocate to the povoagoes de indios, individuals devised novel ways to
live where thE:V wished and to control their own labor. The campaigns in-
adwvertently weakened the entire systemm of Directorate villages, as most of
the forced migrants fled back to their originai homes or to new, informal
communities, and petitions for exemptions from aldeado status increased.

By the end of the century, these changes in Indians’ status and resi-
dence were institutionalized in the form of the Directorate’s revocation.
Chaprer & describes the shift to a more assimilationist system of adminis-
tration, in which colonial Indians were assigned the same iegai status as
other free vassals of the crown® The system also depended on private
initiatives, rather than crown sponsorship of corporate \'iiiage enterprises.
This final chaprer examines the impact of the new iegisiation on the for-
mer {ndios aldeados and their descendants in the early nineteenth century
and offers an e};plaﬂatiorl for why, a little over a generation after the end of
the Directorate, neariy all of the old povoacoes de indios joined the side
of the rebels in the Cabanagem Rebellion.

Note on Terminology

The term “Indian”™ (indio) is ubiquitc-us in colonial sources and thus
appears throughout this srudy, ciespire its inaccuracy. I also empio}' the
term “indio aldeado”™—denoting legal status rather than ethniciry alone—
with reference to peopie under colonial administration. This term is more
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precise because some {ndios aldeados self-identified or were identified by
others as racially mixed (mameluco or cafuzo), rather than Indian. Other
groups who were sometimes iumped together as Indians and among whom
I have tried to distinguish include gentio (“geﬂtiies,” of unconverted native
groups:l, gente nova (iiteraiiy, “new peopie,” referring to Indians re::entiy re-
settled in the colonial sphere}, and members of speciﬁc RACOES {Indian “na-
tions” recognized by the Pormgu.ese]. Whenever possibie, [ have used the
terms and categories that appear in the sources themselves.

The regionai terms “Amazonia” and “Amazonian” also require some
qualification. The Amazon River’s drainage basin traditionally delineates the
boundaries of Amazonia, but at closer inspection we find that the macro-
region favored by scholars actually encompasses river systems in the Gui-
ana Shield that drain into the Atlantic, rather than the Amazon River.
Amazonia also includes areas of the southern Caribbean and the Orinoco
that fearure “Amazonian” cuitur&bearing units or ianguage groups, some
of whom have historically chosen to enter the Amazon River’s hydrographic
system during the flood season. Furthermore, these regionai identifications
have changed over time, as cultural traits o\'eriappec[ and influenced one
another, commercial patterns evolved, social ties were established and then
broken, and river systems converged seasonally.’ In the pages that follow,
I have relied on these and other macro-regional terms for lack of better al-
ternatives. At the same time, [ have tried to remain alert to what ambigua
ous borders and shifring zones of interaction mighr have meant to the
peopie who lived, worked, and traveled aiong those routes.



