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CAMPANHA NACIONAL DE APERFEICOAMENTO DE PESSOAL DE NIVEL SUPERIOR (CAPES)

Avenida Marecha! Camara, 160 - 8.° Andar — Caixa Postal 5185 — End. Teleg. «<EDCAPES» — Rio de Janeiro — BRASIL

COOPERAQXQ DO CENTRO REGIONAL DE PESQUISAS EDUCACIONAIS DE PERNAMBUCO

COM O INSTITUTO JOAQUIM NABUCO DE PESQUISAS SOCIAIS, PARA CONTRATO DO

500161060 LEVY PORF{RIO DA CRUZ

HISTORICO

1. Convidou o Instituto Joaquim Nabuco para in
tegrar seus quadros espscializados o Sr. Levy Oruz, ex-bolsista da CA-
PES ¢ Escola de Sociologia e Politica de Sao Paulo, recém—chegado dos
%wwsmmwbm%dmetﬁsmWGHMmr%ﬁmum mmﬁm@
to de Sociologia da Universidade de Chicago cursos e seminarios pos=
graduados com o objetivo de obtengao do grau dq Doutor em Ciéncias So-
ciaig. (Ph.D.)s Nessa Universidade, como anteriormente na Escola de
Sociologia a Politica de Sao Paulo, onde apés obter o grau de  Mestre
em Ciencias Sociais passou a exaercer fungges de professor assistents,
desempenhou tambem o'Sx. Levy Cruz atividades ds pesquisa e ensino no

campo ds sua especializagﬁoe

R Consultada pelo Instituto Joagquim Nabuco, a

Escola de Soc101og1a e Politmca concordou em cadsr o Sr. Levy Cruz pe-

lo tempo que se fizesse necessarloo

3e Retardando=-se, entretanto, a efetivaggo " do
contrato, pof dificuldades de ordem administrativa, segundo o depoimen
to do Diretor do Instltuto Joaquim Nabuco, solicitou este a colabora-
gao do Prof. Anlslo Teixeira, diretor do CBPE; no sentido de que o Cen
tro Regional de Pesquisas Educacionais de Pernambuco se responsabili =
zasse palo pagamentoc dos salarios do Sre Levy Cruz, ate que se  ulti=~
masse o seu contrato pslo Instituto, com o qus conecordou o Dirstor do

Centro, promovendo em conseqﬁancia o presents projsto de trabalho.

OBJETIVO

be ‘ Visa o presente projeto assegurar ao Insti-
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tuto Joaquim Nabuco os servigos do sociélago Levy Porfirio da Cruz, ra
ra a realizaggo de um .plano de pasquisa sobre "Mobilidade Espacial e
Estrutura Social em Pequenas Comunidades do Nordeste Brasileiro", ate
a efetivagao do seu contrato com aquels Instituigao. Para isso o Cen=
tro Brasileiro de Pesquisas Educaclonails, pela dotaggo atribuida no
corrente ano ao Centro Regional de Pesquisas Educacionais de Pernémbu-
co, contrataré o Dre Levy Cruz, durante o par{odo de 16 de setembro a
31 de dezembro do presante axarc{cio, mediante o salario mensal de
Cr$ 14.000,00 (quatorze mil cruzeiros)e

PLANO

5¢ A pesquisa planejada pelo Sye Levy Porfirio
da Cruz destina-se a elaboraggo da sua tese de doutorado, jé havendo o
respectivo projeto preliminar (cépia anexa) sido aprovado pelo Departg
mento de Sociologia da Universidads de Chicago. |

6e ' . Trata-se de um estudo sobre Mobilidade Espa
cial e Estrutura Social em Pequenas Comunidades do Nordeste Brasilei =
aé;f/ hlpouese principsl a ser verificada 6 a-de que existe uma relg-
entre mobilidade espaclal (composta de mlaragao para fora das comu
nidades, micragao de foras para as comunidades, e outros tipos de movi-.
mento no espago, CoOmoO movimentos de curta duragao para fora e movimen-
to de pessoas que retornam a comunidads, etc.) e & estrutura social
das psquenas comunlidades (10000 8 2,000 habltantes), sujeitas durante

' carto perlodo de tempo a esses mov1mentos. /A estrutura social e toma-

da no estudo no sentido de "um conjunto de relagoss que, em determina~
do momento no tempo, ligam entre si os seres humanos?. Mais espécifi-
camente, a idéia ¢ a de que as comunidades sujeitas a teis movimentos
tendem a apresentar uma estrubura social "fluida", ou "frouxa" isto é,
em que as ligacoes entre os membros da commidade sao ténues. Ao lado
dessa hipétese principal, oito sub-hinéteses serao tambam verificadas,
cada uma delas tentando relacionar mobilidade espaclal com uma determi
nada caracteristica da estrutura social "fluidal, (Qutra ideia impor =
tante da tese e a de que tals commidades com estrutura "fluida® 520
mais receptivas as mudangas sociais e culturais do'qna outras comunida

des, de estrutura social "r{gida“, aspecto de interasse para os admi -
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nistradores e educadores empsnhados na introducao de mudangas nas co=
munidades brasileirase

z
e ’ A coleta.de dados para o refarido estudo sg

I - - * . ’
ra processada em duas 9tapasSe Na primeira, proceder-se-a a um inque-

rito em cerio nﬁmaro, ainda a ser determinado, de comunidades no Esta=
do de Pernambuco, atraves do qual, por msio de questionérios, coletar=
-se-20 dados sobre as duas variévais em estudo, a sabsr, mobilidade e
estruturs sociél, com o objetivo de, madiante o adequado tratamento eg
tat{stico, tentar estabelecer a‘existancia ou nao de relagoas entre
elase, Na segunda etapa, um nﬁmero limitado de comunidades, talvez qug
tro, sera estudado mais intensivamante, com o objetivo de descobrir o
funcionamento dos diversos fatorés envolvidos e a sua influencia sobre

~ & . oA -~
og fenomenos em estudo, bem como' sua susceptibilidade a influencia deg

tes;/éé;// ' '
7 - —

8o 0 tempo de duragao da pesquisa sera ds, a-
proximadaments, um ano e meio para a coleta de materiasl por intermedio
do inquérito inicial, o tratamento estatistico do mesmo e a realizagao
dos estudos mais inténsivos, devendo s esse par{odo sar adicionados
mais sels meses ou mesmo um ano para a fedaggo final do trabalho. Pre
vs-se, portanto, uma duraggq total de dois anos e meio para a termina~-
gﬁo do projatos Esse tempo poderé sar, naturalmente, reduzido, se o
Instituto Joaquim Nabuco puder forneéer assistentes ou auxiliares para
ags diversas fases da pesquisa.

%% ' Ao fim do perfodo em que vigorara o contra-
to de que trata o presente projsto, enviara o Sr. Levy Cruz a0 Dire-
tor do CBPE circunstanciado relatorio sobre o desenvolvimento do plano
de trabalho, submetendo-o previamente ;‘consideragao do Diretor do Ing
tituto Joaguim Nabuco, '

-

ORGAMENTQ

10, Para custeio do presente projeto seré,destg
cadx da dotagao atribuida ao Centro Regional de Pssquisas Educacionais

de Pernambuco para o corrente exerc{cio, a importancia de Cr$ 49.500,00
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(quarenta e nove mil e quinhentos cruzeiros), a qual fica deade jé oM
penhada para ulterior aplicagao, de acordo com a saguinte distribuigﬁo:
;) - trés e meia mensalidades de

Cr$ 14.000,00, corresponden—

tes ao per{odo de 16:9.57 a

3112657 eveocococcossconces Cr$ 49.000,00

b) L] deSpﬁSaS bancérias eCP006608 CT‘$ 500300

TOT AL @oocéooooo~oo Cr$ 490500,00

Findo o projeto, sara submetido ae Diretor
do Centro Brasileiro de Pesquisas Educacionais um térmc de encerramene
to do qual constara um detelhado relatorio sobre o andamento do proje=
to e consideragoes sobre os resultados do mesmoe

AC/Ima,
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MOBILITY AND SOCTAL STRUCTURE IN SWALL COVMUNITIFS
IN NORTHEASTRERN BRAZIL

Phe Do Thesis Proposal
Purpose of the sStudy

The focus of this study is upon the conseqguences of
spatial mobility for the social gtructure of‘small aome
munitiese/ Yore spseifiecally, it 1s our purpose Lo attempt
a study of the relaﬁionship, if any, between mobility and
loosely=structured (small) communities. To & lesser sxitent,
the study will also touch on, since changing communitles
- will be among thoserwith Loose structure, the problem Qf‘
mobility and change,

The field work for the purpose of colleching the
data necessary to test the hypotheses developed below will
probably take place in northeastern Brazil, which has been,
for many years, an area of great spatial mobility, and so,
it seema, suitable for the type of stﬁdy we surgest hereg
at least so far as one of the varisbles i3 concerned. ‘

The problem seems to be sound both from a purely
gcientific standpoint as well as from ths point of view
of social engineering. 3ome of the possible gains for
sociological knowledsre will be indieated lster, Almosé
nothing has been established on the subject, so far; both
demographers and sociologists‘se@m to be too busy with

cther aspects of migration, particularly problems of meas-
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urement. From the standpoint of soclal engineering, it
wili be very helpful o Brazilian authorities if such study
can furnish them with new dete on the subject - since both
the Covernment and the public tand’to.look et migration
withing or from, that area, ss & problem t¢ be solved for:
the sake of the economy and tﬁe social organizstion of the

region, 1T not of the whole countey.

Relevant Litersture and Ressarzh

As has been Indicated above, studies on migration
have tended to be concenbtrated con aspects other than ro-
lationships between 1t and social organization. This fack

is reflected in The Determinants and Consequences gg Pope

uiation Trends, which has only one paragraph that is pro-

izted to the subjectol The citations related to this
paragraph refer to works by Lively and Taeubersz the
National Resources Committeeg5 and Dudléy xirk.% vhen we
examine these sources, hcwever@ we diécover very iittle.
Lively and Tasuber, for instance, say only:
The effect of rural-urban migration upon rural ore
ganizations and institutions is not thoroughly under-

stoed., Obviously, the sffects are greatest where
rural depopulatiocn is most severe and where it oce

curs most raplidly. Rural institutions, like all instie

butions, are not su’fieclently flexible tc adjust
readily to rapld population movemsnts., Where heavy
dspopulation oceurs, instibutions ars disrupted,
services must be discontinued for laek of suppors,
and taues become intclerable. Such maladjustments
are insvitable, however, until a greater degree

of stabilizaticn of thse rural population ceeurs,



The National Resources Commibiee?s situdy on povulation

shanpges in the United States says that:

in many places migration hes intensified malad=
?uﬂtman* in rural instifutions and crganizasions, The
reduced number of people and the trensfor of wealish
have mede the support of loeal institubions possidle
only at an increased oost per person. Instead of
gbolishing unnecessary ssrviees, rural communities
hava umu&lly retained &*l Bhose i?he‘&tﬂés adding
to them the new gervices reqvmﬁco by ehanging condi-
ticng. The genawal ﬁe&ult nﬂg beon mailnlenance ab a
lower standard of ef feioneye- ‘

\

o

Plnally, of %the thres works cited, Kirkes is the one whi

12 ¢loser to vuy inberesd haro:

the shift of populatlon to urban areas implies & pge

duction in total fertility. At the mam@ time the cone

tinued conbacts of migranis with their native communie

?i@ﬁ spesds the dissemination of small ?amily ratiterns

in sural communities., Ruraleurban migrabtion unguesticw
Eiy accelerated the demographic transition.

Modarn Hechnological c¢ivilization has had its greatest
f;oTevlng 1a the eitiecsy On the @th@ 'ﬁdg the mobile
gociety characterizing mmﬁern urb fe hasg led to

the disintegration of uﬁﬂal?}»ﬁé ues in the rural
enviromment. It iz commonly assg that economic and
political Lﬂgt“ﬁllity aprg the i le conseguencse of
axesssive urbanization.

Clearly, the studlies sbove are inberestoed in the offects

of outemigration only and, mors pﬁrnﬁ@ugmllyg in whether the

communities of origln will, or will no%, be abls %o support

its schools, churches, stores, ete. A number of more recent

gtudies

Wa ars

» however, deal with either one or both of the variables
interested ine.

Evon Vegt?s 3tuéyg8 for instance, has %o do with o very

=

smalli communiby in Wew Wexleo » only about two hundred peoples

Thals communibty wasz formed by peoples coming from differend ple=
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ces in ithe states of Texas and Oklashoma and, on the ¢ther
hand, the group is characterized a8 possessing a Yloossely
structured ajtomistic social gystemong

John Embrees seems to heve been the firat $to use the
concept of loose structure systematically in empiricsl re-
Stfucturaﬁ

search, €cfey in his paper "Thailand = A Loosely

o

oy
v

Social Systamwglg which provoked the interest of other sccial
scientlste in the concept. In his paper, Bmbree talks abous
"locsely structured” or "loosely inbegrated® cultures, "iloosely
integrated? sipgnifying a culture in which considerable varia-
tion of individusl behavior is sanctioned."t: Embrests cone
clusions were based on observetion of several cspscts of

Thai socieby and culture. This looseness, Imbrse maintains,
"doss serve a Social’functionﬁz

A locsely Integrated structure such as the Thai may ade

Just to external culsural influsnces with less_drastic

overall changes than a wore rigld shtruciturece.—=
Embree conceives the loosely structured culture as being only
ong of the two poles of a continuum, the other being culturss
that are "tightly woven", examplss of which would be Japanese
and Vietnamsese sccietlies.

Ryan end Straus, in & little moncgraph on the intepration
of Sinhalese sosiaty913 tried to refine the concept of looas
structure. These authors state that

icose structuring is nob ﬁo be concelved of 28 normlesse

ness, but its behaviorsl manifestations sre a product

of conditvions which qualify norms and their subsidiary

cedas, Behavior itself 1s not loocsely structured, but
loosansss in soeclal strucbture gives rise to behavier

B
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which Is unstrucbured, or unpaitterned, lacking in rou-
tinization and mormetively deviant.+=

They specifly three conditions the presence- of which Justify

thet " a scciety, its institutions, and consequently ths beha=-
vier of the participants, may be termed tlocsely structured® 45
These three conditions are: predominance of flexible culifural ve
lues which allow wide ranges in the specific norms implementing
thoss vaiu@ss condonation of bshavioral deviance and violation
of norms, and a lack of group cchesiveness,+8 Pinally, they
call attention to the fact thet 1t is not% the whole society
which 18 loose: we have %o know “Which specific institutionsl
systems within the soclaety are lLoose,. wl7

0f these last three authors, Embree seems to be the only

he refers %two or three times in his paper, always in re %l@@
to looseness. Bubt these refersnces are rather casual, no syi~
tomatie atbempt being made in the direction of relating the
two vapiables, mobility and locossness,l8

| The 1dea of loose structure hes been present in the
work of autb hor@ with more interﬁsﬁ in thecry. HRober:t Werbon
uses the phrases "relatively small and relatively tightknit

non=iiterate groups" and “more highly differentisted zand peve

haps more loosely integrated socleties® in his "Manifest and

9

z:utﬂ

Latent FPunctiong,yd

~
fost

alcott Parsons has written that

there 18 a final point %o be wade in connection with sow
elal iﬁbeg?ﬂél on and nenintegration. Wo soclal sysbem
ean be comp Lletely integrated; there will, for ALy
reagonsg, always be some discrepancles betwesn rolee
expectations and performances of roles. Similarly
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2% the cther exitreme, there 1s never likely %c be 2
gsompletely disintegrated 806ietVecse LVon socletica
ridden with an@mﬁe ane STLLlL DPoOssess within them-
selves conaiderablie zones of salldSWitye

The same sociologist, in The Social System, has slsc charachsw

-

rized the szystem of soclal straitification in the United States
'y < < « o .,
as & "loosa® @n@;gl and the phrase "loogely integratsd® (refer-

LY

ring to social systems) appears in obther places of thait book.

Ctheyr studiess dealing with loose ﬁﬁ?ucﬁu?ing are Gthose
by Galiaghsr, 22 reporting on the family in a French communitys
23

Willems,“” who characterizes the structure of lLower class faw

mily in rural Brasil as e loose onej and Holmberg,® % on the

A Trame of Relerencs

IR TR TS G AR S MR S TR

In this seation we will try to make explicit at loast

the most importan% concepts we are going to use. Ths first

*JE

of them rs mcbility and migration. Purpossely, we want
by g

%o avold the idez of change « l.6., socilal and cultural

chenge as a result of new experisences, etc. - implied in
the coneept of mebility, 2s Rur ,eaé é065§25 Its use would
be confusing if we want to relate mobi 11lity %o social changs,
sinee for thet author the concept of mobility already has
change as one of 1ts characteristics,

Mobility, however, must be, for our purposes, broken
down in ita componentes, which arsy

1, Qut-migration of those who were born in the

comuniby but are now living in other places.
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2s In-migration of those born in other vlaces bub
whe are now living in the communlitye

3. Other spatial movements:

2. Yovenents of people who return %o the come
munity of origin after having lived in other place (s).

b. YMovements of short durstion (longer than one
day) bto outside of the community {either for pﬁrposes of
business, ?ecreationg health care, religion, efc.).

In other words, we will be interested in most of the
spatial movements, and not only in ine or out-migration (and
much less in net-migration).

To other cruecial concepts are structure and lLoossnass
in' the structure, Structure has been defined by the Department
of Socieiogy of the University of Chicago as “the set of re-
léﬁionships which, at a given moment in time, link together
-certain human beings,"?® 1y cup césag the human beings living
in a community. Accordingly, & community with a 10@5@ gtruciture
weulévbe éne in which:l'

1. There is a low degreo of participasicn in communi by
affairs

2. The people do not feel attached to the community
3. Pamily disintegrates easily
4. Kinshlp is relatively unimportant

o

5. Cliguea are not common, but each perscnf?s associatlions
are 4iffuse

6. Soclal ranking is not definite
7o Luthority is no% taken sericusly

8. “ssoclational pattern is underdeveloped.
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Integration is, Tollowing Parsons and assoclates, the
Toomplemenitarity of voles and clusiers of roles.”27 Thare
must be, say Parsons and Shils, snough of this complementarity

for ecollectlve and private geals o be effectively

pursued. Althoush conflict cen exist within a sgo-

cial system and, in fact always does, there are

1imits beyond which it cannot go and still vermit

& zocial syatem Lo exist,. Ny definition the complemante

arity of roles is destroyed by conflies. Conse=

gusently, when confliet becomes so far veaching

a8 o negate the complementarity of azp@cﬁa%igns@

- there the social system has ceased 10 enish."=28

Soeial systems are "gystems of intersction of a plurae
ity of individual actors orlented %o a gituation and where
the system includes a commonly undsrsitocod system of culbural
symbols."%% Soclety is a Sotel, as distinguished fvrom a
partial, social sysbem. Community is “that collectiviisy the
mombers of which share a common tervitorisl area as sheiw
base of operaticns for dally sectivities,®o0

A cultural system is "e pattern of culsure whose difw
Ferent paris ave inkerrelated to form value systems, belisef

. ) ' )
systems, and systems of exprsssive symbols.®3: 0Or, mors
conerstely, 2 culbural system is constituted by the organiza-
tion of the values, norms, and symbols which guide the choices
made by actores and which limit ths types of interaction which
MAY OCOUr 2mong acHors."or

“ocial control consists of ths mechanism which ast
ageinst deviance in order to re=sguilibrate the interactive
system {which is in danger of being changed by that davianc@)mgﬁ

The relationships beitwesn those consepts and the

/
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theory thet we are attempting to formulate and from which
specifie hypotheses will bs derived %0 be tested through

our field work, will be made more clear in the next ssction.

Leading Ideas

In &this ée@tion a number of statements will be made
on what is known on some aspects of mobility and structure
rigpidity, and some oroblems will bé pointed out for furiher
researche.

It ssesms to be accepted in scciological theory that
societies wary in the degree of ripgidity in the social
structure, This has been acknowledped by smpivrieal invese
tlgators, G.8., Embree and others; by persong engaged
both in research and in theorizing, 6.8., RObert Mertong
and by theoreticlans, like Talcott Parsons. It is asserted
here fthat mobility can be the immediate causs of $his rela-
tive looseness., It is further assefted that some scecieties are
permanently loosely structured and without & rigid eultura,

23 seems to be the cases of Thai and Sinhalese socleties, as
described by Embree, Ryan and>St?&usg and, on the other hand,
that in other societies loosenesas can be only = astage in the
whole process of soclal and cultural change. If we add that
"even in & relatively stabilized soclety, process of siruchtural
change are continually.going on in many sub-syctems of the so=
Gi@tyﬁgg% or, in other words, that there is no soclety in which
there is no change, then the situation gets more complex, and

the problem arises, when studying a system, of what 1s changs,
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on ope hand, and what is permansnd, though looss, on the other
hand. The sclution can e found oniy in historical bterms: @.g8.

&

in a comparison of the present with the past. If the $c-

(4

ciety is now different, 1% is changing, or has already changed;

but if the general nature of the sociebty inm the past is slso
ong of looseness, i% is nobt chanping, so far as locscness is
concerned. In this latter cass, it should be considered as one

of those permanently lcoossly siructured socleties.

Pubtting asids the more complex and possible case of
change in the content of the soclal and culbural systems, with

or wilthous

4
xR TR

change in ths looseness«rigidity pattern, we have

four theorstically possible cases, go far as looseness is COne

eswwny

cerneds

Refore Afser Chenge Type of socleby

Looso Loose No Leosely structured

Loose Rigid Yes Loosely structured,
but changing

Rigid Rigid Vo #rraditional®

Rigid Loosea Yes "Tradlsional®, bub
ehanging

"Change without movement 1s Impossible®, says Hawlayegs
And we assert that mobilisy ecan ye the immediate cause of
L) echangs and 2) looseness. In the latter case, mobility proe
bably has sterted earlier in the history of the community,
and might still be in sctions In %he former case, howeveyr,
158 oceurrsnce 1s more recent - and Lts effect is changae.
Comminities whose populatlons have been subjected to mobility
over & considerable periocd of time, then, will tend to presens

a loecse structure, either with 2 perménent nabture or as a
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stag@\ef shangs.

This lcoseness - either permanent or tenmporary {change) -
can present itself in at least two arsaes: the sceial system and
the cultural system. Looseness in the social system is the one
characterized above in those eight items (papes 6=7)}, LoOOSensss
in the cultural éystem is characterized by a lack of alrigid
system of rules and symbols, This work will be focused in the
first aspects

These two phenomenz need EQE be concomitant. That is,
She socisl system may be loosely siructured, as defined above,
or even disintegrated, without this being necessarily accompae
nied by a loosely structured culture; and viceeversa, Mobility
can not be said %o disrupt preferentially one system or the
other; €.g., if newcomers %o the community have approximately
the same culsturse of the’recipiant actors, there prokably will be
no disruption in this cultural sysitem; but that does nob guare
antee thet there will be no disruption in the social sygtems

and viceeverssy newcommsers can aestablish with the natives a

atrong web of relationships and get along very well with them

despite the fact that thelr respective culiures are different w
though the oeccurrence of the later makes the formar less likely
0 ceeurs It is not raré that disruption of both the social
and cultural éystem go togethey,.

In addition, different institutions ars affected in
different~d@gpﬁes by loozeness in the community.

Filrally, 1% is assumed that locseness in the soeisl

structure 1s not only, as Embree has suggested, funciional
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for the community = €oge, it feeilitates social and cul=s

tural change, perhaps parsicularly the introduction of teche
nological innovations « but also that it wey be dysfunciional =
Seffoy by making loosely structured societies move subject

to internal eonflicts than rigldly structured ones,

Hypotheses

“

Several hypotheses are goling %o be tested in the

Y

fisld work we are conteuplating. Thess hypotheses are all
extracted from the ldeas presented in the previous pages,
but they do not sxhaust the number of hypoitheses that can
be derived from them, For instance, sinee the study of

changs requires that at least two points in time bo Laks

o
3

&3

o

asg rafefenceg and gince, furthermore, due H¢ iimitations of
time, funds, ste.”8 we have nc intentlon of doing this at
this time, no hypotheses is state& her@ o1z change. Th@ ones

we are particularly interested - and suggesting here <= are
thesge more ?g}ﬁted %o mobility and loosenesse in the socisby.
Thelr %testing, then, will provide only a partizl verifisation .
of the theory,

The mejor hypothesis relatss mobility and loosensss in
the soclal structure = under the assumption, of course, that it
will be possible o geb an cverall measure of lcoseness, Light
sub-hypotheses relats, on the one handg mobility, and, on the
other hand, one of the eight charscteristics of leose sbrucbure,

presented abovee. Accordingly, bthe hypotheses are as follows:e
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Lo The higher the wobility, the higher the loozsness
in the socizl sitruciurse.

de. The highe; the mobility, the Lower the degres
of participation in community alfairs.

1b. 'the higher the m33111by9'gha Legs the people
Teel attached to the community.

le. The higher the mobility, the more cowmon is the
disintegration of the family.

1d. The higher the mobility, the less important is
kinshiv.

Lo, The higher the mobility, the less common are
the cligues,

1f: The higher %h@ mobility, the less definite is
the sozial ranking,

igs The higher the mobility, the less sericusly is
avthoristy taken.

ih. The highsr the mokility, the less developed is
the as &oﬂiatiamal nattern.

Cther important relationshios will ke possible to mea=

sure by dsaling with ths componaﬁts of mobility, each ons
aeparately s well as by diffsr@n%iating between the mobils

and thes ponenoblile parits of the noaL3at§QL¢ Specifie hye
petheses are nst presented hera, but ‘the follo owing gusstions
areg sated: .Wigl the non-mobile pepulation present chare
anteristics of loosensss to0o? Vill oubewmigration alons |

ba responsible Tow & bigh degrse of 1ooseness in the come
wunlity? How do noves of short éuﬁ&tion affect the nature

of the soeisl strusture? (It is ragognized that movemsnis

of short durabion are part of the structure, and what we

o -

are going %o de in this respect, sssentially, is to show

she rslationship between two aspests of the structursl.



<] 2@,% =]

Regarding functlonal aspeschs, answers will be sought fowr
questions like the following: To what exiteont dosg looseness
Pacilitate the introduction of new technioues? To whed

gxtent does the adult {and even the old) populasicn is
willing to accopt changes not only in Sechnology but aluo
iz beliefs and values? Do communities with loose struciure
really present a grester tendsncy for conflict than non-
looss sccieties? What institutions are preferentially

affected by looseness? Why? Bice

Collecticn gg Data

Undsy Ghe assumption that Y$he technicues of pariieie
pant observation and the sample survey are not competitive,
but, in the welleconducted community study, will be complementae

. a0
E??j}’“ s r.)'?

it is part of our project to wmake use of both these teche
nigues, &3 follows. Tirst, we will meke 2 suwvey of the bowns
la the state of Permambuco, in Northeasterm Brazil, of, say,.

‘‘‘‘‘ <G00 %o 2966@08 in populations There wers Lifty=four ploces

2f this size in thet state, In 1080, end a sample will prebably

be taken. Waterial will be collected, in the communities in the
sample, from famillies, of which 2o sample will be taken in each

commnity. & questionmaire will be used Ho get dats on those
aspects of community ilife that bear con the toplcs of mebilisy
and loos @ﬂ@d%o

&

Regarding the firsh topic, wobility, informaticn will

o
&
“‘41

ained on the following:
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numbey of psr
ivi

gong born in other plasaes bus
now 1 ng

8
in the commwunity

numbsr of persgons born in the (Qﬁm&ﬁLLyg bui

now living in ouher pizces

number of persons fyrom the community who hevs
ever lived in obher places bubt ars now
living in the community

munber of those whoe have cver Lwavulxed
te outside the communiby

Regarding the sesond topie, lnosensss, Lppendix A gives
some probobyps questlions o0 be asked of iths intevvi@weeﬁg

The dete so obteined will be statistically analysed
in ordsr Yo discover and to measure Sthe ssgsocisztion bebween
those two variables,

The second part of the resenreh will consist of a movrs
intensive study of a few communities, so that we can look mors
deeply &% bthe facfors thet possibly are, or are nob, ralaged
0 mobility and looseness, We hope to have, by tn@wg with the

2

resudts of the first pars of the study et hend, very zpscifis

) 3

propositions on these factors. T4 is here that participant
obzervation will be made. AdGitional guestlonnaires, howevewr,
will also be used. TFurthermore, our participant observaticn

o

will be g

ecbive; that is, we will no% be interested so much

in 21l aspacts of the comnunity 1ife, as 1% ternds toc be dono

aspects that are suppesed to be more rslated Ho our vavizbles.

o

The number of communities to be studied intensivelvw

2,

shrough paviicipant cbservation con not be ascertainsd at the

~

resent gtage of the research. I% 1s suggested hers, howevewr,
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¥

that they should number at least foury that is, the number
of possible combinations of the mobility situvabsion (high

following fashion:

) Community A: High mobility and high desgree of loossness
Community B: High mobilisy and low degree of Loosene
Community C: Low mobility and hipgh degres of loosensss

Community D Low mobility and low degree of looseness,

Ao

Contributions Hto Knowlsdga

It is hoped that ﬁ?s gtudy will contfibuta £0 80«
gioiogical knowledge in the following ways:

e It will demonstrate, 2s clearly as vossible, thati
2 relationship exists between mobility and loosely struce
fured (small) communities, as well as between mobiiiﬁy
and the partleuvdar cspects of loose struchure.

2. It will show the functions and dysfunctions of
léasem@ss for the communiby.

Se By Studyiné 8 r@lativelj great numbsr of come
munities, we expeet to show that looselyesiructured eome
munities, at least in northeastern Brazil, ars mors common
than is usually thought and, consequenily, that there have
been an oversmphesis on the existencs of rigidity and its
role in emall societies,

4e I% will meke &% least a prelimimary distinction,

or indlecete ways in which the distinction can be made,
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bstween permansnt looseness snd looseness &s a 3tage of
social ehange. \
‘Sa By showing that rural communlties = and not only
communities In process of indusiriaslizastion = can presaent
‘a looese struchure.
6. Investigating whether it may not te true thai
communities in underdeveloped areas have mobility verhaps
ag high as communities in highly developed countries, simple

means of transportation not being the grest hindrancs %o

migration thet 1% is usually thoupht %o bes
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Appendix A

Prototype Quasiions
(rough deafd)

Ao Participation in commuu*ty affairs
Has this person visited another family in She communiliy in.

the past wnonth) (or vesk) How meny times? o
Have you teken part in any collective work in the pesh
yv\ c;‘;.)ﬂ?

Doesg this person vdually participate in any form of mutual
aid (through exchange of equipment or appliences, exchange of
service, etc.)? How many times in She past month?
Has this pgr@au “Pbeen in any Ysocial® gstherings (periy,
" pieniey, steo) ln the past month? How many times?

AR R I BT R TR R

AT TED

Bo Attachment to the community:

I8 this person planning to leave the communiity? {IF Yes}):
When? T

w0 opportumkty arisess i1s this person willing to migrate?

In case of a dispute between this cormmunity and others, which

slde dces this psrson teke?

Co Family (dis)integrabtion:

Is this person marvied? . {If Yes}: 1In ths civil
D in the churen
n both T
Doss this person live maritally with another person? o
De they havs children?  How meny? T T
Has this person been married to still enother person?
{If Yesj: 1In the ecivil Temem—
In the churcn ' ’

In both i

Lived maritally
Do they have childran9
How many?

Ds Relative imporiance of kimship:

D¢ you feel & pasrson should help a relative of hers instead
of & non-related person?

2

Among the fami lles you visited in the past month, hew many
are related Lo you?

Fo Cliguess

Are you member of some small group for ceritain purpoées”
How many? Wor what purpeses do you meet these
paople? How ofsen do you see them?

T R S AT S TS TSI R S AT
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Do you discuas things Shat are lmportant to you with other

members of the groupi!s)? Do you, usually follow
their advice? o To whom do you ask for advice mors
commonlys family clioue person of presw~

tige in the fown  other {8vesify)

R ot

Scelsl panikzing:

- Nams Ghe ten persong of high prestipe in this stowng

Peprson Oceupation

IR AT D

(Et’(";’ &}

Name the ten persons of low prestige:

(Rteo)

Name Gen perscns of "middle" prestige:

(Et(z o }

o

What I8 It that makes a person important in this town:

Authority:

Are there psople in this town who usually discbey:
2. publiic authorities
b. employerts orders

?

How does the community feel about thai?
Aasocliations:

iz this person & member of any assceiation? How many®
o TP RCIRD T T <
Purposes of the association{s):

-

RN D

RHave you been in the threse last meetings of these sssocia-
tioms?
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Have you ever held some office in these assoclations?
3pscify how often and how long:

Do you have interest in continuing being a member of these
asgociations?®

Would you like to be a member of associations other than the
ones you belong to now?

I, How do you feel about having changes (for better) introe
duced in the local sgriculiture?

The earlier the better _
Should come 2t its "proper” sime o
- g don?t nsed them

(If third cholecs is checked):

vhy do you feel that way?

De you think this town should have some induztry?

tes, ~ No o Don‘t know
{If answer iz nolg Why?

Do you think this town should have new means of reersstion
{(movie house, etc.}?

Yas No
e oncomamten e

Dontt know
DU SS—
Why?

Do you think this place should have electric lighse

Yes Ne_ honts know
Why?
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