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ABSTRACT
The objective of this article was to analyze the territory, territorialities, and power relations in honey 
production from the perspective of riverside residents of the Pantanal in Mato Grosso do Sul. Two 
communities were considered: Paraguai Mirim and Vila do Amolar. The research is characterized as 
exploratory and descriptive, with a qualitative approach using observation and interviews as data 
collection methods. The data were treated according to content analysis and report writing. Based 
on the description of space and territory-the Pantanal and Pantanal Honey-the study sought to 
understand the territory and territorialities surrounding honey production in and from the Pantanal, 
in order to analyze power relations. Two realities were identified: “Honey in the Pantanal” and 
Pantanal Honey, in which the differences (cultural, social, political, and economic) are mainly based 
on the possibility of appropriating the Geographical Indication (GI)-in the case of Pantanal Honey-
and the relationships communities have with other actors. “Honey in the Pantanal” represents a 
rustic, homemade, cultural, and manual production that does not appropriate the GI.

Keywords: Beekeeping. Riverside community. Southern Mato Grosso Pantanal.
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RESUMO
O objetivo deste artigo foi de analisar o território, as territorialidades e as relações de poder na 
produção de mel pela percepção dos ribeirinhos do Pantanal de Mato Grosso do Sul. Foram 
consideradas duas comunidades: Paraguai Mirim e Vila do Amolar. A pesquisa se caracteriza como 
exploratória e descritiva, com uma abordagem qualitativa utilizando observação e a entrevista 
como método de coleta de dados. Os dados foram tratados de acordo com a análise de conteúdo e 
elaboração de relatórios. Partindo da descrição do espaço e território - Pantanal e do Mel do Pantanal 
-, procurou-se entender o território e as territorialidades em torno da produção de mel no e do 
Pantanal, para então analisar as relações de poder. Foram identificadas duas realidades, o “Mel no 
Pantanal” e o “Mel do Pantanal”, em que as diferenças (culturais, sociais, políticas e econômicas) se 
apoiam principalmente na possibilidade da apropriação da Identificação Geográfica (IG) - no caso, do 
Mel do Pantanal - e nas relações que as comunidades têm com outros atores. O “Mel no Pantanal” é 
uma produção rústica, caseira, cultural e manual que não se apropria da IG.

Palavras-chave: Apicultura. Comunidade ribeirinha. Pantanal sul-mato-grossense.

INTRODUCTION

The Pantanal is the largest flooded plain in the world, an ecosystem that covers parts 

of three countries: Brazil, Bolivia, and Paraguay. In the Brazilian portion, the biome occurs in 

the states of Mato Grosso and Mato Grosso do Sul, and this study considered the region of the 

Paraguay River in Corumbá-MS. The riverside communities in this region are, for the most part, 

families that live basically from selling bait to tourists and who live along the course of the region’s 

rivers, in communities such as Paraguai Mirim and Vila do Amolar.

For the riverside community, there are alternatives for products and services beyond 

bait, many of them aimed at meeting the demands of tourism, with honey production being 

an alternative for work and income generation. In this sense, there seems to be great potential 

for honey production in the territory by riverside families. The proof of this is the Geographical 

Indication (GI) of Pantanal Honey: the honey produced in the Pantanal region, with due approvals, 

can use the seal that identifies it, which is a differentiator in the market. 

Dorneles et al. (2014) highlight that the state of Mato Grosso do Sul has great potential for 

the expansion of beekeeping. However, not all riverside residents have knowledge about the GI or 

even about Pantanal Honey; those who are on the sidelines of this information produce “Honey in 

the Pantanal” in a cultural way, that is, in the way they believe is correct and can generate income. 
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In view of this entire context, this text proposes to analyze the territory, territorialities, 

and power relations in honey production from the perspective of the riverside residents of the 

Pantanal, considering two communities: Paraguai Mirim and Vila do Amolar, in Mato Grosso do 

Sul. The specific objectives involve: (a) characterizing the space, territory, and Pantanal Honey; (b) 

describing the territory and territorialities around honey production; and (c) analyzing the power 

relations in honey production in the territory.

The present research is anchored in the concept of regional development, understood as 

social and economic progress at a territorial level, which incorporates both aggregated indicators, 

such as income and employment, and specific local factors - social, cultural, institutional, and 

economic - that shape the evolution of a territory (Madureira, 2015). Previous studies on GIs, such 

as those by Flores (2007), Velloso (2008), and Farias (2022), show that geographical certification 

can promote regional development by valuing local products and strengthening community 

organization. In this way, this work articulates the analysis of the territory and territorialities with 

the perspective of regional development, demonstrating how honey production in the Pantanal 

can contribute to income generation, cultural preservation, and the strengthening of riverside 

communities. 

In terms of the text’s structure, this first section presented the introductory aspects, with 

the presentation of the central idea, guiding questions, the research problem, and the research 

objectives. The second section deals with the theoretical foundation on territory and territorialities. 

In the third section, the methodological procedures with the characteristics and stages of the 

research carried out are presented. The fourth section presents the results and analysis. In the 

fifth section, the final considerations are discussed, and finally, the acknowledgments and text 

references are presented.
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THE TERRITORY AND THE TERRITORIALITIES: A THEORETICAL FOUNDATION

To understand regional development in its entirety, it is necessary to look at the local 

processes that shape the social and economic organization of a territory. In this sense, territory 

and territorialities emerge as fundamental concepts, as they allow us to analyze how communities 

interact with the space in which they live and how their social, cultural, and economic practices 

contribute to regional progress (Reis; Maia, 2009; Abreu, Braga, 2019; Madureira, 2015). 

Abreu and Braga (2019) highlight that the dynamics of territory and territoriality directly 

impact regional identity and the search for better socioeconomic conditions, especially in 

peripheral and Amazonian contexts. Complementing this perspective, Reis and Maia (2009) show 

that public policies in Science and Technology can transform traditional territories, creating new 

forms of territoriality and boosting regional development processes. 

Territory and territoriality are central dimensions for understanding regional development. 

Thus, the discussions about the territory as a product of social relations between man and the 

environment - both physical and social (Dematteis; Governa, 2005), but also, and mainly, as a 

historical construction, which is the result of a long human and environmental evolutionary 

process (Magnaghi, 2010) -, advancing to conceptions that delve into the social relations that 

occur through a set of actions and practices of local subjects in their own territories of life and 

existence, that is, the territorialities (Dematteis, 2005), will be debated in this theoretical section. 

From this perspective, when proposing a discussion of the territory and its territorialities, 

the importance of these concepts as key components to understanding how society is organized 

is highlighted; in addition, it also illuminates the path for the debate on the importance of 

subjects in controlling their actions regarding the space in which they live. To propose a coherent 

discussion about the territory as the result of the interaction between man and the physical and 

social environment and territorialities as the set of actions on the appropriation of the territory, 

it is necessary to explain what space and territory are, emphasizing the relationship between the 

two (Morais, 2018).

Many times the concept of territory is confused with that of space, which makes a brief 

discussion that allows us to differentiate them both opportune. As suggested by Eduardo (2006), 
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several authors begin their discussions on territory by assuming that it is made effective from the 

social appropriation of space. Although this is the correct understanding, the same author points 

out that when starting from this assumption, many researchers only treat space as a synonym for 

ground. Even so, it is evident that there are differences between space and territory, that is, they 

cannot be treated as synonyms. “Territory is a historical and, therefore, social construction, based 

on power relations (concrete and symbolic) that concomitantly involve society and geographical 

space” (Haesbaert; Limonad, 2007, p. 42, our translation), that is, territory exists in space. 

Saquet (2009) makes a point of highlighting that space corresponds to the natural 

environment and the socially organized environment, while territory is a product, that is, a 

construction made of historical actions that materialize in space at different times, being the result 

of socio-spatial dynamics. Man acts and interacts in the territory, which is the space of his habitat, 

to produce and live (Saquet, 2006). These (space and territory) can never be separated, given 

that if there is no space there are no territories (Haesbaert, 2009); “space is indispensable for the 

appropriation and reproduction of the territory” (Saquet, 2009, p. 83, our translation). 

Summarizing the authors mentioned above, the territory is, therefore, a construction 

historically carried out by a series of actors who relate to each other in a geographical space. It 

is the product of the social reproduction of these actors. In this sense, the dimensions of analysis 

used to study the territory should not consider it as something natural, but a social product that 

arises from the historical events of society. According to Morais (2018), this conception allows 

for a reading of the territory, which focuses on the process of territorialization of actors in space. 

The process of territorialization is not linear, given that it is about the relationship between man 

and space throughout his life, carrying and reflecting cultural, economic, and political dynamics of 

society in the course of his existence in the world.

Currently, the concept of territory and the discussions are increasingly found in academic 

works explaining, in different ways and in a multidimensional way, how the appropriation of space 

is done, constituting the territory (Fuini, 2017). One of the main conceptions of territory is seen in 

the work of Raffestin (1993), one of the pioneers of the territorial approach. Although his analysis 

focuses on the economic dimension, the author recognizes the importance and complementarity 
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between the spheres of economics, politics, and culture - explored better later in the text. It is 

then that the territory for Raffestin (1993) is produced by a network of relationships created by 

individuals or groups of individuals, in a multidimensional way. The territory can be nothing other 

than the product created by this network, and it is these actors, in the maintenance of relations 

between themselves and with nature, who create it from the initial reality, space. 

This definition of territory given by Raffestin (1993) is in line with others already discussed; 

however, an aspect to be highlighted in his works concerns the plurality of his approach. As well 

pointed out in their reflections, Souza and Pedon (2007) conclude that the territory can be analyzed 

from different dimensions, such as power relations, but also as being the stage for affective and 

identity connections between social actors and their space. This is also highlighted by Saquet 

(2006) when stating that the multidimensionality in relation to what this author called territory 

should not be forgotten - this being the result of power relations of the State, business systems, 

organizations, and individuals. 

Once the importance of evolution in the approach to territory is understood, which begins 

to consider it as multidimensional, we move on to discussing ways to understand this construction 

of the territory from its various dimensions. For this, the works of Haesbaert (1995, 1997, 2004, 

2007) are of utmost importance. The author states that territory is the result of social interactions 

between individuals and nature and can only be understood when its dimensions are addressed. 

In Haesbaert (1995, 1997, 2004), three main aspects are developed: a) “political or juridical-

political”, which is seen as a delimited space, where a certain power is exercised through control, 

generally related to the power of the State ; b) “economic or economicist”, the territory incorporated 

into the capital-labor relationship, in the clash of social classes or seen as a source of resources ; 

c) “cultural, culturalist or symbolic-cultural”, in which a more subjective dimension is prioritized, in 

which the territory is seen as a product of appropriation, the result of the valorization of a group 

in relation to the lived space. 

These definitions are important for understanding that territory is the result of a wide range 

of factors that move through different dimensions, which give territories different meanings, but 

which are always in harmony with the whole. According to Saquet (2015), the multidimensional 
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approach understands that territory is the result of different power relations, conflicts, inequalities, 

networks, among other economic, political, and cultural aspects. In addition, the author adds a natural/

environmental dimension, which concerns the relational dynamics that involve the physical space in 

question and the impacts caused on the environment (Saquet, 2015). In this sense, it is necessary to 

establish analytical categories that will cover the different dimensions of the territory and that must 

be analyzed as a sum. Learning the totality allows one to understand both the general and the more 

specific and deep aspects that constitute a territory.

Territoriality is addressed especially in the works of Dematteis (2005), Raffestin (1993), Soja 

(1971), and Sack (1986). The first considers territoriality to be the sum of social, economic, cultural, 

and political relations that are produced by social actors (Dematteis, 2005). For the second author, 

territorialities are built in the society-nature relationship, that is, they are multiple and involve the 

various actors that are part of the territorialization process (Raffestin, 1993). For the third, it is about 

different social behaviors that add up and are part of the identity construction of agents in the territory 

(Soja, 1971). Finally, the fourth author understands territoriality as actions that aim to control certain 

spaces (Sack, 1986). 

In the field of anthropology, Little (2004) defines territoriality as an accumulation of the 

collective effort of a social group to occupy, use, control, identify itself with and belong to a specific 

portion of their living environment, converting this space into their home, their territory. Returning to 

Raffestin (1993), when talking about territorialities, the author highlights that men live the territory; 

this process is seen through a system of existential and/or productivist relations. Territorialities are 

seen in the daily life of men. On this point, Saquet (2010) adds that territoriality is the translation of the 

set of everything that is lived daily; they (territorialities) are in the relations with work, with non-work, 

with family, etc. In this sense, territoriality is also linked to social and cultural relations, in addition to 

man’s daily activities in nature (Ferreira, 2014). 

By territoriality, therefore, we must understand how social actors act in the territory based 

on symbolic, cognitive, and practical mediation. It is understood, then, that territory is a social, 

historical, and relational construction, and territorialities, which are constituted by the processes of 

appropriation of a space by the people who dominate it. It results from the process of territorialization 
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and the territorialities that arise in the relations experienced by subjects, groups, and social agents in 

space-time. Territorialities are the unfolding of daily activities and relations carried out in the territory; 

they correspond to the daily life present in work, family, church, stores, banks, schools, rites and 

customs, organizations, etc. (Saquet, 2006, 2010). It is linked to the daily life and the place of living 

of individuals and social groups. It is, therefore, the reflection of the political, economic, and socio-

cultural dimensions in people’s daily lives (Ferreira, 2014).

Some works emphasize methodological aspects of the approach to the territory and its 

territorialities. Rambo and Filippi (2012) highlighted that the development of the territory refers to 

the power relations that give it body. According to these authors, these relationships give uses to 

the territory and should be better observed methodologically. These conceptions refer to Cox (1998), 

who highlighted, in addition to the power relations themselves, the fact that they occur in a multi-

scalar and multidimensional way. More recently, two works by Saquet (2014, 2018) discussed the 

territorial approach: in the first, the author highlights the relational aspect and adds the historical 

character, making it clear that the territory is formed in a non-linear way, through the relationships 

that are built in the different historical moments of individuals; in the second work, the author adds 

the issues of conflicts and heterogeneity that also make up the territory and must be considered from 

a methodological point of view. 

Among all the more comprehensive issues, the relational perspective is the one that stands 

out the most. It is necessary to understand the relationships that are formed in the territories. 

Moura and Moreira (2014) point out some issues that should be observed in studies that use 

the territorial approach. These points are indicators that must be present in territorial analyses, 

especially when thinking about territorial development strategies: Which actors are involved 

and in what? What strategies are used? What is the level of intervention of the different actors? 

Which actors and resources are most important? How are the actors’ spaces of action configured/

organized? These points understand both how the actors organize themselves and how they relate 

to each other in the territory. 

Another important characteristic is the multidimensionality of relations. Fuini (2017) proposes 

multidimensional methodological elements, which consider actors and relationships. The political 
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dimension refers to the rules of control of the territory and how the different actors involved plan 

and organize themselves in order to enable structures, regulate actions, transfer resources and income 

to the population, etc. In the economic dimension, the author includes the set of productive activities 

that are part of the daily life of the territory and the actors who live in it, it concerns the infrastructure, 

work, and commercialization flows, etc. In the cultural dimension, a series of cultural manifestations 

that are (re)created in the historically developed territorialities and are part of the daily lives of the 

actors are included. And in the environmental dimension, the author refers to the physical section that 

will be analyzed, how natural resources are used, and what are the impacts of the different actions and 

routine circulations. 

Therefore, it is understood that territory is a social and historical construction, resulting from 

the relations between subjects and geographical space, manifesting itself through territorialities. 

These daily and relational practices - economic, political, cultural, and environmental - express how 

social actors appropriate, transform, and value the territory. In this sense, regional development is not 

reduced to macroeconomic indicators, but is materialized in local dynamics, social interactions, and 

practices of space appropriation. Thus, analyzing territory and territorialities allows us to understand 

how the actions of individuals and groups in the territory influence and promote regional development, 

showing that the economic, social, and cultural evolution of a region is intrinsically linked to the way its 

inhabitants live, produce, and interact with the space they occupy.

METHODOLOGICAL PROCEDURES

The present research was characterized as exploratory and descriptive, with a qualitative 

approach. Exploratory research enables the development of concepts in a clearer way to understand 

the phenomenon, while descriptive research enables the description of the phenomenon or its 

characteristics (Cooper; Schindler, 2003). In this study, the phenomenon was considered to be the 

honey produced by riverside residents in the Pantanal of Mato Grosso do Sul - considering that Pantanal 

Honey has a Geographical Indication (GI) of the Indication of Origin (IP) kind since 2015 (Fernandes et 

al., 2019). The qualitative approach was chosen because it is a very relevant form of research when the 

phenomenon is relatively new or little known and also due to the interest in understanding the nature 
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of the field of study in more detail (Richardson, 2008; Sampieri; Collado; Lucio; 2013). 

The research was carried out in two stages, one unstructured and the other structured. In 

the unstructured phase, small boat pilots, residents of the Pantanal region near the Paraguay River, 

and people linked to tourism (owner of a tourism company and fishing tourists) were interviewed; 

notes were made in the research diary. Thus, riverside residents were identified in Paraguai Mirim 

who produced honey (Interviewees 1, 2, and 3) and offered it to tourists, as well as a Honey Processing 

Center in Vila do Amolar, which was managed by a riverside couple (Interviewees 4 and 5) and run by 

an NGO. In the structured phase, three riverside residents from the Paraguai Mirim community and 

two from the Vila do Amolar community, located on the Paraguay River, in the Pantanal, in Corumbá, 

Mato Grosso do Sul, were considered as research subjects. A semi-structured script was used on the 

space, territory, territorialities, and power relations considering the Honey in and from the Pantanal. 

The interviews were recorded and transcribed; actions were also taken in the research diary and 

photographic records. 

The theoretical foundation on territory, territorialities, and regional development directly 

guided the methodological choices of this research. The selection of the communities of Paraguai 

Mirim and Vila do Amolar considered the diversity of forms of space appropriation and productive 

practices related to honey, allowing the observation of different territorialities in distinct socio-cultural 

contexts. The semi-structured interview script was developed based on the concepts of power relations 

and appropriation of the territory, making it possible to capture information about economic, social, 

and cultural practices that shape regional development. 

The interviewees were previously informed about the objectives, methods, possible risks, 

and benefits of the study, ensuring understanding and voluntary participation. The Free and 

Informed Consent Form was obtained, respecting the autonomy of the participants and the right to 

withdraw from the research at any time or not to answer questions if they did not feel comfortable. 

Anonymity and confidentiality were rigorously preserved through the coding of the information 

collected, protecting identity and sensitive data. In addition, the research respected the habits, 

routines, and cultural practices of the communities, avoiding any interference or negative impact on 

their daily activities. 
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The analysis synthesizes the data collected in the research according to the theory presented 

and according to the content analysis and report writing. Bardin (2004) states that content analysis 

is a set of communication analysis techniques that uses systematized and objective procedures 

for describing the content of messages. Content analysis was guided by the understanding of the 

territory as a historical and social construction and of territorialities as concrete manifestations of 

the interactions of actors in space, allowing the collected data to be interpreted in line with the 

theoretical framework and to reveal the socio-territorial dynamics present in the production of 

Honey in/from the Pantanal. Still on the analysis, Eisenhardt (1989) pointed out that it is common to 

prepare detailed reports that are often pure descriptions but are fundamental for the development 

of the idea. The raw data collected in the field (research diaries and interview transcripts) were 

reviewed and corrected, allowing the inclusion of reflective notes. In the process of data collection 

and analysis, there was a multiplicity of data, information, and content.

RESEARCH FINDINGS: TERRITORY, TERRITORIALITIES AND HONEY

In this section, the research findings are presented, discussing the space, the territory, 

the territorialities - considering the political, economic, and cultural dimensions - and the power 

relations around the Honey in/from the Pantanal.

SPACE, TERRITORY AND PANTANAL HONEY

According to Saquet (2009), space is the natural and socially organized environment. The 

research considered the riverside residents of the communities of Paraguai Mirim and Vila do 

Amolar, in the Pantanal of Mato Grosso do Sul, in Corumbá. The Pantanal, in its Brazilian portion, is 

a biome characterized by being a flooded plain in the states of Mato Grosso do Sul (25%) and Mato 

Grosso (7%) (Silva; Abdon, 1998). Mioto, Paranhos Filho and Albrez (2012) identified the sub-regions 

in the Pantanal, with Paraguay being one of them, with an area of 3,015 m², which corresponds to 

2% of the entire Pantanal plain (of a total of 140,640 km² of Pantanal). The Paraguay River, which 

gives the sub-region its name, is part of the Prata Basin, covering Brazil, Argentina, Bolivia, Paraguay, 

and Uruguay. The Paraguay River flows from north to south, covering an extension of 2,621 km, of 
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which 1,693 km are located in Brazilian territory (Steinke; Saito, 2010; Silva; Souza, 2012; Santana; 

Silva; Silva, 2017).

The human being acts and interacts in the territory, which is his living, production, and dwelling 

space (Saquet, 2006), which was built and rebuilt historically and socially from power relations 

(Haesbaert; Limonad, 2007). Along the Paraguay River there are several riverside communities. 

Therefore, the research considered the riverside residents of Paraguai Mirim and Vila do Amolar, 

which are nearby communities that share the same territory. It is very common throughout the 

covered region to produce bait to meet the demand of fishing tourists - which is the most common 

tourism in Corumbá, Mato Grosso do Sul. Families see bait production as the main opportunity to 

generate income; in contrast, we considered honey production.

Honey was chosen due to some factors; the main one is that Pantanal Honey is an initiative of 

Embrapa Pantanal, which obtained the registration of a Geographical Indication (GI) of the Indication 

of Origin (IP) kind, granted by the National Institute of Industrial Property (INPI) in 2015, and can 

be used as a great differentiator for the territory (Reis; Bijos; Menegazzo, 2015). Embrapa Pantanal 

defined the criteria with the minimum procedures that must be adopted for beekeeping production 

in the Pantanal (Fernandes et al., 2019). There are approximately two thousand beekeepers in Mato 

Grosso and Mato Grosso do Sul who can benefit from the GI of Pantanal Honey (Mel […], 2015). 

The GI guarantees the protection of the geographical name and obtains a differentiation 

of the product with exclusivity in the market (Joia, 2021). The production of Pantanal Honey is 

certified with the seal for commercialization and other purposes when the activity occurs in the 

area delimited as the Pantanal of the states of Mato Grosso and Mato Grosso do Sul. The apiary is 

certified as a producer of Pantanal Honey only after inspection by the Management Committee. It 

is necessary to follow Good Beekeeping Practices, and the processing must be carried out in a unit 

with some type of inspection service (municipal, state, or federal) (Reis; Bijos; Menegazzo, 2015). 

Despite this initiative, the idea of Pantanal Honey does not seem to be widespread among 

the riverside communities, and divergent discourses were perceived in the unstructured phase. 

Considering the Pantanal as a territory and honey as a starting point, the research was structured 

in order to describe the territory and the territorialities around honey production - even if it is not 

Pantanal Honey. The community of Paraguai Mirim is conducive to fishing, so there is a large flow 
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of tourists. A riverside resident who produces honey (Interviewee 1) and a riverside couple who 

produced honey (Interviewees 2 and 3) were identified - “Honey in the Pantanal”. In Vila do Amolar, 

which is an area for fishing and experience tourism (it seems to be a new modality), is where a Honey 

Processing Center is located, linked to an NGO and managed by a riverside couple (Interviewees 4 

and 5) - Pantanal Honey.

HONEY, TERRITORY AND TERRITORIALITIES

The territory is a construction, a product of the social reproduction of actors (Morais, 2018), 

which occurs from the complementarity between the economic, political, and cultural dimensions 

(Haesbaert; 1995, 1997, 2004). The intrinsic relationship with tourism was perceived in the studied 

territory, the Pantanal; thus, what drives the economy in the communities are the tourists, who 

previously acquire complete travel packages with transport/stay and food included. The main 

economic activity in the territory takes place around fishing tourism. The riverside residents turn their 

production to serve this public (offering bait) and, secondarily, offer other goods and services, one of 

which is honey. 

In political terms, the existence of communities with delimited controls is perceived. In Vila 

do Amolar, there is the presence of a tourism agent with a private space and infrastructure to receive 

tourists. In this environment, there is the space of the Honey Processing Center, which is managed 

by an NGO and serves interested tourists. There are a few riverside residents - there are masonry 

houses in this place. The Paraguai Mirim community seems to be egalitarian: there are riverside 

residents, most living in stilt houses, and they are all made of wood. However, a lot of connection 

(or dependence) was seen with external people - with the president of the NGO (the same as Vila 

do Amolar) and with another tourism agent who explores the region and partnered with only one 

family of riverside residents. In both communities described, the strong power of the State in the 

communities was not noticed. 

The relationship between the riverside residents and honey in the cases analyzed differs. The 

riverside residents of Paraguai Mirim use means of production that are tied to the historical form of 

the relationship between man and nature: direct contact, in the “middle of the woods”. The riverside 
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residents of Vila do Amolar appropriate the name Pantanal Honey; they meet the requirements to have 

the GI, but still do not have the seal, and all the dynamics around honey assume a more sophisticated 

form. The distinct dynamics are territorialities that differ and that seem to bring with them a content 

of power relations from the installation of the Processing Center - that is, the production of honey is 

done differently by the riverside communities, and, in general, what was perceived in the territory are 

human relations around two realities, “Honey in the Pantanal” (a name to identify the production of 

honey that does not appropriate the GI) and Pantanal Honey (honey production that can use the GI).

“HONEY IN THE PANTANAL”, PANTANAL HONEY, TOURISM AND POWER 

RELATIONS

“Honey in the Pantanal” in Paraguai Mirim is a rustic, homemade, cultural, and manual 

production, which uses beehives in nature - or “cachopa”, as they themselves put it. The riverside 

resident demonstrates a relationship with the environment when he talks about the importance 

of controlling the burning, but, contradictorily, uses smoke to handle the bees. It is not possible to 

guarantee the safety of the product offered, due to the working and processing conditions, but it is 

understood that the income generated is directed directly to the riverside family that produced it. 

There is another agent that is part of the power dynamics around honey and that also 

contributes to the development of new territorialities. Tourism is a very strong practice in the 

studied region, and tourism agents are inserted in the territorialities around honey. There is a 

tourism agent who formed a partnership and included a honey-producing riverside family on the 

tourist itinerary - this partnership was restricted to one family. Other families that want to (or 

return to) produce honey should seek commercialization means, which can be with this agent 

or occur at fairs and retailers in Corumbá, Mato Grosso do Sul, as has been done previously. The 

“Honey in the Pantanal”, regardless of the riverside family that produces it, has no label; the bottle 

in which the product is sold is reused, and the producers are unaware of the issue of the seal, GI, 

and concrete information about Pantanal Honey.

Pantanal Honey, in Vila do Amolar, is a kind of mini-agroindustry, with the honey produced 

from bees raised in boxes and the productive process being carried out in an adequate environment 
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(Honey Processing Center), in accordance with sanitary standards, with machines and equipment for 

this production - including access to drinking water. Despite all the structure, honey production is low. 

The riverside couple who manage the center also demonstrate a relationship with the environment; 

they talk about the importance of trees and flowers, but the discourse does not go deep, and they 

point out that the location, Vila do Amolar, is not the most appropriate for honey production. 

In this sense, the riverside couple is training the women of the Canal do Bonfim community to 

produce honey from bees raised in boxes - a proposal from the NGO. The people from this community 

will be able to use the Processing Center, subject to scheduling and a commitment to follow good 

practice protocols, and thus be able to use the Pantanal Honey GI seal - however, they have not yet 

appropriated it. The product produced at the Center has a label (it does not contain all the food 

information); the container is standardized (hermetic jars and lids), and the income generated is partly 

for the producer, partly for the NGO.

Based on what was presented and agreeing with Souza and Pedon (2007), the territory 

can be analyzed from power relations, and Saquet (2015) complements by including conflicts and 

inequalities. Considering the position of the riverside residents themselves, some judgments are 

perceived considering the honey production method. Some say that “Honey in the Pantanal” is impure 

and others even claim that “Pantanal Honey is not even honey”, since the bees are fed with sugar 

and water. These divergences can be considered power conflicts. Power relations are fundamental to 

understanding socio-territorial dynamics. 

A brand, like the GI, or a tourism sector agent can assume a role of imposing power on the 

territory, which helps to understand the non-adherence to the brand or the low participation of 

tourism in relation to the riverside residents who adhere to the GI. However, they do not realize 

that everyone could gain (in economic terms) if they united knowledge and practices, if they shared 

spaces - especially the Processing Center - offering quality and safe honey and generating income 

for the riverside residents of the entire territory. Together, they would have more voice and visibility, 

being able to negotiate with tourism agents and even demand support from public power. A possible 

solution and alignment of strategies and power dynamics can be associated based on collective 

actions and decisions. 
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In addition to the riverside communities, as Rambo and Filippi (2012) reinforce, the territory 

refers to power relations, and here they highlight other actors in the territory, but who have a strong 

relationship with the riverside community. Embrapa Pantanal seems to hold the knowledge about the 

process of appropriating the Pantanal Honey GI, being, therefore, a relevant actor for the development 

of honey production in the territory. The NGO can be a partner of Embrapa in this process, even 

involving the entire riverside community, informing/facilitating access to the Honey Processing 

Center. The tourism agents can also be partners of the riverside residents, thinking about marketing 

strategies with tourists and working together with members of the tourism trade. Finally, the local 

public authority could get involved in activities and mobilize actors, these and others, around honey, 

generating positive externalities beyond the quality of life of the riverside residents of the territory. 

All these agents can get involved with the socio-territorial dynamics around honey, however, power 

conflicts also have the potential to increase.

Experiences in other regions, such as the Amazon, Serra Gaúcha and Urussanga-SC, show that 

the GI can be a vector of regional development by promoting productive inclusion, quality tourism 

and greater revenue, but it can also generate social exclusion if there is a concentration of power and 

income (Flores, 2007; Velloso, 2008; Farias, 2022). Carvalho, Pereira and Ferraz (2017) reinforce that 

the success of the GI depends on sociocultural relations, the competence of the actors and integration 

into consumer markets.

In this way, the present study shows that regional development is intrinsically linked to the social, 

economic, and cultural practices present in the territory. The different forms of honey production and 

appropriation reflect the territorialities of the riverside residents, who interact with the space and with 

other actors in relations of cooperation and conflict. The Pantanal Honey GI emerges as an instrument 

capable of articulating these practices, creating opportunities to increase income, strengthen local 

identity and promote social inclusion, as long as the actors share knowledge and resources. Thus, 

understanding the territory as a social and historical construction, mediated by power relations and 

territorialities, allows us to perceive that regional development is not just an economic dimension, but 

a complex process, shaped by the interaction between individuals, institutions and spaces, reflecting 

the social and historical dynamics of the Pantanal.
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FINAL CONSIDERATIONS

The objective of this article was to analyze the territory, territorialities and power relations in 

honey production from the perspective of the riverside residents of the Pantanal. For this, a selection 

was made considering two communities: Paraguai Mirim and Vila do Amolar. Starting from the 

description of the space and territory (Pantanal and the Paraguay sub-region) and the explanation 

about Pantanal Honey, we sought to understand the territory and the territorialities around honey 

production to then analyze the power relations.

The main finding of the research is that, despite being in the same territory, two realities were 

identified: “Honey in the Pantanal” and Pantanal Honey. The differences are cultural, social, political 

and economic; they are based mainly on the appropriation of the Geographical Indication (GI) and the 

relationships that the communities have with other actors. “Honey in the Pantanal”, in Paraguai Mirim, 

does not appropriate the GI, but the culture. The production does not follow good practices; they use 

beehives from nature, have a partnership with a tourism agent and have a relatively high productivity. 

Pantanal Honey, in Vila do Amolar, meets the technical requirements to appropriate the GI, but with a 

low production, and the beekeepers try to follow the sanitary norms in the Honey Processing Center. 

It was also seen, in the course of the research, that tourism, as an agent, has dynamics and power 

relations in the territory.

Given this brief context and considering the power relations, some points arise: 1) It would 

be interesting for the riverside residents of Paraguai Mirim to be sensitized/trained on good honey 

production practices and the Pantanal Honey GI; 2) The Honey Processing Center of Vila do Amolar 

could adapt and appropriate the Pantanal Honey GI and perhaps even train the riverside residents of 

Paraguai Mirim, including enabling the use of the place; 3) The tourism agents and the local public 

authority are interested, in addition to fishing tourism, in the development of Pantanal Honey and 

could support and publicize this product; and 4) The consumer market seems to recognize the Pantanal 

Honey GI with a possible willingness to pay more for this product with the seal.

The power relations analyzed throughout the text hinder the process, but they can turn to 

developing the territory from Pantanal Honey, with coordinated and articulated actions among all the 

actors in the territory. A solution is not proposed here, but the points mentioned above can be the 
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beginning of reflections in this regard.

The territorialities of the riverside residents, manifested in the different forms of honey 

appropriation, reveal how the geographical space is lived, produced and transformed historically. The 

GI, as an instrument for valuing the product and recognizing the territory, has the potential to articulate 

these practices, promote social inclusion, strengthen local identities and boost the regional economy. 

In this way, understanding territory, territorialities and regional development as interdependent 

dimensions allows us to perceive that local progress is the result of complex processes of interaction 

between individuals, communities, institutions and spaces, reflecting the social and historical dynamics 

of the Pantanal.

The present study has limitations, since it focused on the territory, territorialities and power 

relations in the production of Honey in/from the Pantanal from the perspective of some riverside 

residents; thus, the findings should not be generalized - remaining restricted to the time, space and 

subjects of the research. Despite the limitations, the study brings theoretical and social contributions. 

The theoretical contributions involve the territory in honey production, considering the existing power 

relations in this reality. The social contributions are in the sense of promoting a reflection on honey 

production and the appropriation of the GI.

Future studies could propose qualitative research on the other actors in the territory that 

have a strong connection with the riverside residents in honey production: Embrapa Pantanal, 

tourism agents, NGO and local public authority. It would also be interesting to understand more 

about the diffusion and obstacles to the appropriation of Pantanal Honey by the riverside residents, 

among other studies.
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