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OF THE TIMBIRA
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My purpose in this chapter 15 to outtine the histo
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major social divisicens of the Timbiva, and to present some backyrouud
fér the material culture which i analyzed in the fo?iowinﬁ chapters.
Since Jean Lave has given the general outlines of Krilati culture end
society’, 1 do not intend to repeat this ?nfarnatfoh here, but T

witl itnstead review the historical background and present ethn&g?aphy

that relate to the specific problems et hand. There is one major

-

respect in which 1 disagree with the ethnographic descripiion given
by Lave, that i; in the auestion of the distinction between the _ ﬁ
FUKoDyYe anc Krikati. oShe chooses 1o cal: them both “hr‘ka;% 'vhiﬁai“ ‘
my fiﬁdings indicate that signiticant cuiturat difference suill
separates them,
The designation of tribal units and the%f boundaries is af.

perenntal ethnographic brobiemo Tribal designations vary in g g ifTCgQ\vr
and thevefore must b spelled out in each case. There is intermarvia g2
among all the Timbiva (and marviage as well with Some.CenﬁraE_Ge ~= the -
Xérente <« and Neo-Braziliang). The marriage among Timbira.gu. fd B

specific tribal groups, is no doubt encouraged Ly the ?inguisiic
and cu?tura?’intei1igibi]iﬂy wirich exisis Lo some extent among &ll

these tribes, |
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Wave, J. Lo, 1967, especiatly hey chaplors 1 and &,
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I hava chosen to maintain the traditional tribal: ’e ignationg
used by Nimuendaju precisely in ovrder to explore the significahce
of these boundaries in cultural terms.

The Krikati, Pukobye, Kraho, Apanyekra. Ramkokanickra and GaviGas
8 A H i { y ) A

are the stiil extant Eastern Tibira tribes inciuded, Also ccn«  J
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sjdared, are the extinct Krepubmkateye and Perecramscran it

Castern Timbira division., The Apinaye, the lone representative

~

of Heztern Timbira, are included as well under the tevm Tinbiva.
&

The other Ge -- name?yg Aevente, Xavante, and several Kayaﬁb_ 
groups -= are largely peripheral to the issues undcm coitsiagration
here, Fivst of all, considerable temporal and spacial distance
separates tham from the Timbira, and in sddition, theiv cotion
technolongy is 1ittle elaborated and there are few artifcats whose . .
primary vaw material 1s cotlon. | .

Soma of these¢ Ge have come into centact with the Timbira, P“ﬁﬁ
especially it is the Xerente who have inter-married in significant
numbers into Kraho vi]%agesez hayapo greups were at ong time located
along the Araguaya R., but they did not survive for Tong after the
turn of the century, and there is no observabie infiuencé on the
Timbira that can be traced to them,
The Tupians, however, in northern Maranh%o and Pard, to ﬁhe

east of the lower Tocantins' K., have most certainly been in cantact .

with the Timbira, especialdly where these Timbira have moved Trom

—aane .-, T
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the sovenns northward inte the forest

movenent of pechaps 100 years ago,! b

contact with Tupian tribes with a sin

Timbira, and their material culture s

i the direction of Tupian forms.

The Tupian tribes adjacent to the

whose contect can be directly docuneni

and Tewbe,  The Parakand, on the Toca

contact Lo some extent with the Gavio

The Guajajara ave dispersaed over

encempass cultural as wellt as sociad

I have tried to indicate the Tocal gr

it is‘kn)wn, The Guajajara are cormon
hate proximity to one of
Gvajaﬁ and Fearin.

The Urubd are represented large
Borye Malkin, who located them on the
located on the Gurupi, but have only
tions
are tocated in the
and the Araguava Rivers., In the Tast
to the Tocantins; closest to.the toun

Boa Vista),

In 1808, there were about
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‘uuuht em into the closest

ultanzous isolation from other

hows the strongest moditications

Timbiva are the Guajajara,
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r a rather Targe area, and

div f erences,  For this veason,
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mosopclamia between the
century they have been nearest
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villages, S¥o José (with ]Hw people) and HuY:“Z1ﬁhu (with 85 people}.
1t 5 Mavriazisha that has the most nuw:;uu*h.Iﬂs of kinship with
both Pukebye and Krikati, particularly the latter. Travel between
Mariazinha and the Krikati villages is quite common, and has ﬁ&ani'
that a nuaber of artifacts as well as raw materials are casuatly
exchanged between these villages. While In Meriazinha, I noted & waﬁeﬁ_
cotton sling, and headband, and severai twined hammocks which had .
been brought to Mariazinha, as well as one which had been made by
ait Apinaye man on the lodal of the Krikati ones. By Lontvoéug the .
inventory of the other Apinaye village, S&o José, showed no such
foreign ertifacts, The latter village seemed to have more contact
with kyeho, How long this difforentiation of Apinaye villages haé.
existed and what its a ffect has been on Apinaye material culture, I
have no indication,

The Ramkokameira and Apanycekra occupy separate but néarby
villages off of the River Covda, a tributayvy of the Mearim, The
Ramkokamekra are the more numerous, but with the Apanyekra they numbes
somewhat more than the Krikati and Pukobye together. Their situation
might be compared with that of the Krikati and Pukobye. Their most
frequent contact is with one another, but their preference Tor
contact with other Timbira tribes difvers. The Apanyekra and Kraho,
aind the ﬂpanyekra'and Krikati have the closest contact. Even SO,
the Krikati and the Kraho are not friendly with each other,

Collections from the Apanyekra ave very limited and much of the

ETHROGT T TUVOTRGTTOR annt gUTUS, e Remiiokamekras are the best




representes of all iyribes
somettres Tunmed together
maintain, vhers possible,
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in cotlectiont of all pericds. Although
unday the torm tanﬁ%1a9 I have tried to
o sanaraie accounting for sach of these

y

07 peuple in 196Z, and ave divided at present

e villages apre located within a larger
egally set aside for this tribe as a whole,

the Tinbira.

in these Kraho viilages consideranie, in
As a matter of fact, it would seem that

rrying in greatly surpasses tne number of

may be largely attributable o the favereble
rding land use. The variety of Ge iribes

ng Xerente, Apinaye, "Canella" {Targely

even Kivikateye (probably from carlier

5012

ained in part by their central Tocation

in regard to wmost of the Le,

Melatti notes, that
and Kengateye by Hipuendju
ﬁJ{ FJ ”“\‘lLl :..-'i"'f :S‘*

Altheugh sizeabie Kra

the division of the Hyraho into Hakamekra

could not be cenfirmed oy denied by his

ho collections have been made, two of the

viltoges (FAldeia do Fosto and Pedra Branca, which were a single
village in Nimuendaju's time) probably account for most of the
Viivis oooount of Eroho s token Tvom Jdo O felatti, 1907 83-G67.




material.  Some interesting ditierences may exist among these v:i 1. .
but present dets aliow consideration only of Kraho as a whole.

The RaviGes exist as two remiant r“ouPs of under 80 people
altogetiner  Oae group is located near Tucuru?g an the Tower R.
and the other settlemznt is along the bend of the same
river at @ place called ¥fe Maria. Some hints of fTormer cultural
diversity ameng the surviving people, will probably remain just that,
given the devastating papuTation Toss and present state of accultura-
tion of iiis tribe.

The present Keikati are in iwo villages near the Brazilian
tovm of Dorntes Altos, and the Pukubye are divided among three
vitlages near the town of fwavantes, DBoth iocal groups ave in the
west centrel part of the state of ha“anhao (see FMg.2,1). These
village clusters are separated from one ancther by a duy and @ half

curney on foot, and Trem other Timbiva tribes by distances of many

[
-
.
{-

days® travei al least, The Pukobye and Krikati foday intevmarry with
one another, Intermarriage occurs betwsen them with greater frequency
than it does with any other tribe, althougy warriage with other
Timbira is still wmore common than thai with the more distant Ge
tribes, or with the nearby Tupian aroups ov with Brazilians., In
any case, the preference and the majority pattern is still that of
endogany of the Gil1age cluster,

The names of these tribes appear for the irst time in the 19th -
century vrecords, auring a centuiy which saw the Timbira tribes

R N I LT T T BV P O I
pecidod ond vedused dia opumners by ovoy and disease (iHmuondggu 19460 4.
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Figure 2.1 Timbira Tribes - Location in This Century

el
o 1] l{'m.

J—l

Detail of Krikiti and Pukobye

Viltages




2.2 Vap of Guajajsra Settlements, Tocated by Nimuendgju on ov near
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Crijaus and some Timbira villages extant

in }9290‘_(Map is from ccllection decumentation by H%muendajug_
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There is T:ttle doubt that the social upheaval of this time was
responsibie for dislocation and wixture of pemnant tribes which
resuited in the redrawing of social houndarﬁgsg

The (rikati were first mentioned in 1844, at which time they

were Tocated along the Tecantins to the west of their pres&nﬁ site.
Thein in 1848-54 they were mentioned by the missionary at the present
site of Impevetvriz. From this time to the next mention of them in
18919, when theoy were found in their present location at the Pindare

neadwaters, thelr wieresbotts and situation were unaccounted for.

The Pukobye were first noted on the River Grajad and its westorn

affiuent the R, Santana (or Santa Ana), in the area to the east of

that which they presently occupy, at the turn of the 18th century.

Although the Krikati and Pukobye histories seem to indicate & greater -

geographic separation than at present, Himuendaju suggests thut the
early sources may have confused them and included Krikati in their
accounts o7 Pukobye (summary from Himuendaju 1946: 16-19).

It is possibie that the Krikati and Pukobye have been close
neighbors for a long time now, Krikati recount their presence at
the mission staticn and speak of “"climbing up"'from the southwest

'

to where they arve now (the altitude does increase in this direction),

Although now in the northeastern pari of their territory, where they -

border on *that of the Pukobye, they are stiil within what they
consider to be their terrvitory, which the Pukobye are not.
Difficulties in tracing the continuity of social groups back

wirotime are comsion Yoy tiie Ge end pavidoudoarly o for the Timbira
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branch of *he family. Names occur once rr twice in vrilten racords,
and then disappear., Other names ocour wﬁtho&ﬁ identifiabie precursors;
and one is left the task of worling out the amalgamatiénss separatioﬂé; ’1
and éxtinctions of the groups. Lven in cases wherg there is contihuityﬂ;
in the tribal designation, there is frequentiy an unspecitied amount |
of absorption of other peoples,

Let us Took at the significance of tribal referents to this
problem of ddentity., I will begin with a consideration of the
distinctions which the Krikati and Pukobye make themselves.

The Krikati and Pukobye today share one set of names for
themselves and for eath others: fhe former are cailed PEkateye
(meaning "people of the savanna") and the latter are called Ircbmkatava
(meaning "people of the fofesf”)o._ﬁimuendajun some forty years agG;
recorded the tern Pivévkateve (“people of the true savanna') as an
alternate tevm for the Pukobye (1946: 18). According to him, this
term was usedﬁ-with this referent, by several Timbiva: Krikati,
Krepubmkateye, and occasionally Ramkokamekra, as well as the Pukcbye
themselves (1946: 18; and 1909-40), This usage has obviously been
modified, and was perhaps already on the way out in Himuendaju's

time, for cven then the Pukobye werve Tocated within the forest zone,

e

just to the west of the savaina area which they had occupied in eariier

¢

tines.
But, in addition to this fervitorially based shift in termin-
ology, the term Pukobye has alse becoma functionally moribund, although

still vecoonized by sowe oldew people. Although this rneed for




continuity i names s obviously not ore whichn the Timbira share, 1
have chosot to retain the term Pukehve For LhC sake of ccntinaity-
in the 1ob2Ting of local groups. DBy contrast, the Kwikaﬁi stitl use
the ferm Keikati as their most comnon self designation.

Vitlage namos are another source of identificatfon“ Pukobye
and Kyikati occasionally use village names {o refer to each other,
Somz of them even name people by reference to a particular villags
witich has ceased to exist.

Finaily, 1t should be noted that there is no term used by
Kiriceti or Pukobye wihich refers to both of these groups together,

[t is curious that thz weight of.opinion from outside sources is that
these ave but Tocal groups of a single tribal entity. in snite.of the
indigencus terminoiooy which points up only difference, Let me
indicate wnat these sources are,

Regional Brazilians, and probab]y‘after them Kraho ard Apinayﬁza
use a single term: Gavifes, to designate these local groups, with'no
distinction made between them. In the case of the Kraho, some old. men
still recognize the terin Pukobye. 1 found no one among the Apinaye
who did. Both of these groups harbor considerabie fear of these
"GaviGes", which, to iy judgement, is not reciprocated to the same
degree, on the part of the Krikati, One Kraho man said he got as

far as Montes Altos to visit the Ky tkatt, but was so afrald he never

v i

1mho 1Hf)YﬂdL‘Oﬂ is from personal communication 12/68 from d. C.
- pinaye infemmation 13 coliecied by myself in the ficld,
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did go out o the viliage, The Apinaye do hove the greater amount of
contact with Keikati, with individuais from both viilages visiting
and marryiny into the cther, but this feer of the "wildness" of the
£ (R T TP [P by v
bavices s stit1 stronger among them,

In @ publication of the Consciho Hacicnal de Protegdo aos

Indios {Melcher 1862-4: 143}, settiements of both groups are Tumped

under the designation "Caracati (Kr“ika‘ti),1 This inforination comes

o
>

from a survoy which must have been dene duving the period of 1935-4
Judging from the names of the villages given. Finally, Himuendaju
designated these local groups as “Krikati Pukobye" (1946: Map 1)

in the wake of the mixture which he observed of Krikati with Pukobye
in 19208+9. Since this occasien is the only decumented instance

of more thon minor mixture between these groups, it is worthwhiie to
consider the details,

The 19719 census Tists 273 Krikati and only 52 Pukobye
{(Himuandaju 1946: 17, 19). HNimuendaju's visit to both of these
groups ten years later provided population counts of 80 Kerikati and
270 Pukobye. In the interim between these counts, the Krikati had
been in protracted conflict with a Tocal rancher and had begun to
disperse Trom thal settisment area. They abandoned th@ {ast v:ITagc
of Canto da Aldeia in 1330, and Wimuendaju believed tham to be extinct
as a group after'that Lime (4942: 17).

The Krikati did not, in fact, disappe gar after that crisis.

e ferm

: 144),
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They did dlsparﬁe'fnr a fov yeoars (sone oven attached thems elves to
Brazilian Fomesteads in swall family groupu) but by 1935, &t the
tatest, they had united again only a few wites from Canio da Aldeia
in o vitiaye called [tahoquinha. WHorking with Tife history data on
the adult Krikati, T could confirm the continuity of the present
noputation with that of the dispersed village. In these 1ife histories
it is intevesting that there was no mention of even brief sojaurns
fth the Pukobye, since we Know Trom Nimuendaju that a substantial
nuiber did go theve, On the occasion of his visit to the Pukobye
in 1929,7 Fimuendaju noted that: |

the tree Pukobye have dwindled to very inconsiderable numbevs,

the majority of the people now inhabiting Pukobye setticments
being memsers of other tribes. nntahlv Krikati refuoces.

Fmon AT g
LS A 14'.!

From the above xnfer.ut1on we must conciude that the Rydikaty
wno migrated to the Pukobye area, whatever their number, did not
return. There 15 reason to believe, however, that the numbers'weré.
not as graat as the population counts would lTead us to think. Although
the figures imply that some 300 persons changed from the Krikati to the
Pukchye Tocaltity in ten years, other evidence makes this unlikely,

First of all, the p resent population sizes ave quite similar, and it

oy ooz,

The date of Hrmuend“""‘s visite Lo these groups is indicated incorvectiy

in his The Bagtern Tiabira, 19460 It i nrobab?y due to an errovr in

the transiction of the 0“”g1n 1 wa uscrtJt from German to English. The

errer is on p. 17 of this bcold where it s said that he visited the

Krikati the year after the 19195 census Ihid is contradicted both

in his folilow 1nq d!JCd sicen of the “Lk we {p. 19) and in the museum
drich Lo 1 of these Bribes ond which are dated

..J"' =
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is not Tikoly that this would be the casz had se many Keikati left

5

their arews and not returnud; Secondly, even Nimuendaju believed the
1919 count of Pukobye o be on the Tow side (12450 18). Finally,
it oseems 1.kely thel by the time of Winuendaju's visit in 1929 (hy
whiich time he had already recorded Targe numbers of Krikati with the
Pulichve)} that Krikati had Teready begun to disperse Tocally, so that
these who had done so would have been missed in his count.

The conclusions thal emerge Trom the above discussion are
that the Pukobye did experience some increased infiux of Krikati
in the Tate 1020's but without any equivalent mixture of Pukcbye
with the Kiilkati in theiy area. This fermulation presents difficulty
enlyv ih onne veaard:  the Krikati todav also clatwm to be a niixture
of many tribes, They say that the veal Krikati ave very few, as do
the Pukobye in regard to the true Pukcbye among them. But, theve is
no documented mixture of octher tribes with Keikati in any significant
nULHEYs . Houe?erg persons for whom there was general agreement that
at least one parent had been true Krikati, were all above sixty
years old. The difficulty in explaining the unaccounted for mixture
could be resoived if the mixture'took nlace during the last century,
when there wore no vecords foy these tyibes,

Let me now turn to some of the population date collected in
1968 which also shed Tight on the extent of Pukobye and Krikati
mixture in tiis century. These ave especially important in the
evaluation of the hammock material.

:

The daia copcerning populabion in Table 2.1 provided an
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A

indicalion of the relative degrees of miviures there are three Times
as meiy Yrikati-born persons wmony the Pukoliye ag fhere are Pukobyge
bovn porsons among the Kpikati.
In Tabie 2.2, the Pukobye villege lata ere breken down by age

category. Keikati-barn persons in the two oldest cetegories are the
ety cnas who might have come to the Pukobye area during the period

of Krikatt havrassient beTore 19300 Those over fifty years migh{ even
bave come as oung adults, while these uncer Tifty years must have

P

ne as children with their kin, 47 they were there bafore 1930,

COi
It is significant that the nighest ratio of Krikati-born persons to

-~

Pukobye-born persens in the Pukobye avea, comes from the over fifty
years cateqory, 1T soggests that the mjxture of the two groups was
greater for people of marriageable age in the 1920's and carly 1930%s
than for persons of marriageable age any time after that (except
perhaps for persons presently in their twenties). 1 have also included
the compareble Krikati village deta in Table 2.3,

In summary, we can see that these pop pulation data are consistent
with the above conclusion that the most sizable influx of Krikati into
Pukobye villages was duwing the crisis period before 1930. It is,
furtheymore, clear that the mixture between these tribes has gone on
for at Teast the past iwé to three genevations.,

One wight be tompted to use this cngoing nixiure as evidence
to support the view that the Kyikati and Pukobye are really one tribe,.
However, this mixture continues to be numerically slight. Moreover,

. e e . e - " U
VrAo sane dinaved foeeiings dooexisi hetsoen the tribos, they tend
i
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Table 2,1 Swmavy of Keikali and Pukobye Population Data, 1960 -

Krirati Villages: tlumber of Totai Persons of
hiouses poputation Pukgibye birth
S50 Jos€ . 17 158 2
30 Grigdeio ' 5 48 2
totals 22 204 4
tukobye Villages: Persons of
Krikati bivin
Goverpader 11 140 13
Rubias 2 - 30 ]
Riachinho 3 26 0
totals 16 186 14

R 8 A A N L A Y T T A S e e e

3 EaL ' Giue R ldaes R RaTT o Pukcbye and ali
other pe"sons of other or g?n then that specified. In the case of
the Kriketd this includes © Apinave and several others with one Apinaye
1
1

parent, as w as ihe noted Pukcbye; and in the case of the Pukobye
this total ing

udes a Xerente and 2 porsons with one Guajajavae parent,
J

Y. This is actually no longer a village, but % houses now in thiee
places all within 40 minutes walking distaence of one another,
Quarreiing asiolg these housaholds %s the cause of the viiitage
separation; and at this po%nu it threatens to send one famity of 7
to live with the Apinaye wheve they u3m ala iveq° :



Table 2.2 Age Distribution of Aduit Population 1in Pukobye hraal,

1968

Age Range Year of Dirth Number of Humber of

Pukobye 2 © Krikati 3
EQ+ ' before 1920 11 3
4049 1820-1929 23 1
30-539 a1 070 oo 3
2029 1840~1949 27 6
10-19 1950-1859 31 1
Totals 121 - B 14

Yeount is for villages of Rubias and Governador oniy
Zporn in Pukobye area and Tiving in Pukobye area

Sorn in Krikati area and tiving in Pukobye area




Table 2.3 - Nge Distribution of Adult Population in Krikati Avea,’

tued
Aye Range Yeayr of Bivrth Humber of fiumber ot
Krikati ¢+ Pukobye
50+ : before 1920 23 1
40-49 1920-1529 20 1
3G-39 1930-1939 30 | 2

20-29 1940-7849 19 0
10-19 1950-19562 41 0

L L o] T s .

Totals 133 ‘ -4

Yaorn in Keikati area and Tiving in Kriksti area

ZBorn in Pukebye area and iiving in Krikati area
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much morae o see thamse}ues as differven’, Thus, wbi?e-ﬁhe Krikati
readily acknowicdge themselves to Lo o rivture of many groups, tney
do not especially stvess the Pukobye.  Furthermore, during the
pariod of harrvessmeni, there ware trikeli whe did not seek asyium
with the Pukebye, One such old woman said that she had never even
visited the Pukebye villages, out of fear of then.

The desgent patterns of these two groups also function to

maintain thair discraten

ﬁ‘:

55, Theve is no iineal descent, Nor is

there a precise rule which assigns people to a given group i7 they

—fn

are of mixed parentage,! 1t e, fathewg & combination of parentage
and Rivthplace which provides the besis of identification. If
SOMIONRE mixed parentage mavries into the natal arcup of one of
his parents the issue of his tdentity is essentiaily settled.

The significance of this pattern is that in spite of the
intermarriage, there are no pevsons born and living in one avea
who hold, by virtue of some unilineal désceﬂt.ru1e9 membershiﬁ in
the oppoesiie group.

The above pattern of group identification serves well for ny

i s e i ST

Krikati ana Pukehye give both faaPnLH caouat acknowledgment whan
their tribal origing differ, The suifix  -tanbw~tabmévwa is added

to the nange of & given tribe to desiguate the tribal membership of

& pevson whose oarents are of q;?{ﬂfmri tribes,  In kinship, this .
torm designates mother's sister!s daughter®s child, father's brother's
daughier's child, ego's sibling's hsaa‘r child, Tor exampie, &

chiid of, Ron&uwautye and luareka teye would be: Ronkugatibmlul ne

.
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purposes of classificetion of individue’s as Pukobye or Kriketi.

3

some clessification wmust e'madeg in order to compare the preducts
of individuais wne belonig te one group vrith thoese of the other. In
the poputablon tables persons ave cias,ified as Krikati or Pukﬁbye
o the basis of birthplace, since they ware ull Paised in the area
where they wore hon,
This Tast point ic crucial, for wnat I mean to discuss here
are their learned behaviors, Although ?nd%v%dua?s may change their
tocation, they do not erase the cultural Tearning that has teken
place during the first fifteen de“S of life. Therefore, individuals 
who have changed tribal areas as adults (i.e., on the occasien of, or
Pt merricge) ave still considered to be cultural
products of the group in which they were born and raised. The
children of these individuals, 17 they were bovn and raised in the
second area, would be considered products of that area. ‘The inf?ueﬂéé
of the foweign‘parents might well cause certain deviations in the
behavior their children vis-a-vis the new cultural miiieu,
evertheless, the cultural forms which the adupted group manifested
in each generation would be determined in part by LhLS” added elements,
Turning now to & specific set of cultural behaviors, that of
hammock making, let us see if these behaviors can be usad to gauge
the extent of cultural and §ecia? overiap between thase Timbira groups
The general questions being asked can be put as follows:
1) To what extent and by what means can we recognize and quantify
cotiival diversity within o sincte soocial group: aud &) To what

extent can social boundaries be identified in techneiogical nound*rxas?




