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Abstract 

 
This article presents a review of the historiographic production on the subject of Brazilian 
Independence, especially over the last three decades. It highlights the consensus and 
divergences to be noted in the analysis, and the specific lines of interest in the different 
studies, while pointing to the research questions that still remain open. 
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Resumo 
 

Este artigo apresenta um balanço da produção historiográfica sobre a Independência do Brasil, especialmente 
focada nas três últimas décadas.  Sublinha o consenso e as divergências na abordagem ao tema e aponta as 
principais linhas de investigação em curso bem como outras que podem, ainda, vir a ser objecto de estudo. 
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General  overview 
 
 The first thing to be noted in a general overview of the academic historiography produced 
over the last few decades on the subject of the independence of Brazil is undoubtedly its great 
vitality. In Brazil, ever since the interpretations of the process of its political separation from 
Portugal (which took place in the first few decades of the 19th century) began to free themselves 
from the unofficial unsavoriness imposed upon them through their association with a history that 
served the purposes of the last Brazilian military dictatorial governments (1964-1985), they have 
provided a safe, progressive and constant examination of the subject, blossoming into a variety of 
themes, focuses and problems and affording their object of study a definitive status as a central 
point of focus in the thought that has been produced—whether Brazilian or not—about Brazil. 

                                                
* Article originally published in Portuguese, in Manuel Chust & José Antonio Serrano (eds.), Debates sobre las 
independencias iberoamericanas. Madrid/Frankfurt, AHILA/Iberoamericana/Vervuert, 2007, 143-157. In the 
version that is now presented, I have corrected some small passages, added others, updated the bibliography 
and incorporated critical advice from the reviewers of the E-Journal of Portuguese History, for whose help I am 
most grateful. 
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 It is quite true that the criticism leveled against what in many places and in diverse (and 
frequently imprecise) ways was usually referred to as the “official history” did not relate, in the case 
of the historiography of Brazil, only to the question of Independence; nor can it be said that the 
interpretations that for so long had insisted upon this as the supposedly founding moment in the 
formulation of the Brazilian nationality, full of heroic deeds and supposedly pedagogical aspects in 
terms of their civic and patriotic teachings, were always the ones that predominated, as is shown by 
some important works from previous decades (Prado Jr. 1933; Sodré 1965; Fernandes 1975; 
Rodrigues 1975-76). However, when that criticism became firmly established from the 1980s 
onwards and, in the Brazilian academic environment, began to provide the direction for specialized 
historical research in general, the theme of the Independence of Brazil was returned to in a most 
intense fashion, having as one of its main pretexts the need to “purge” it of the ideological burden 
and anachronisms that it frequently bore. 
 On the other hand, the democratic opening up of Brazil in the middle of that decade 
encountered an academic environment of growing professionalization and specialization, as well as 
one of increased plurality. Since the middle of the previous decade, there began to be a 
proliferation of history departments in Brazilian universities geared towards research and teaching, 
with bachelor’s degrees, licentiateships, master’s degrees and doctorates supported by public 
funding that included research grants awarded at all levels, resulting in a large number of individual 
and collective research projects being undertaken at ever more competitive institutions. While, on 
the one hand, such competitiveness has led to the annual production of a vast range of papers, 
theses, articles, books and chapters that are sometimes superficial and largely irrelevant, marked by 
simple criteria of quantity with the intention of guaranteeing the place of their authors in the 
Brazilian academic career structure, on the other hand, such a mass of studies also brings with it 
many consistent contributions with some merit in terms of the revision and deepening of our 
knowledge about the Independence of Brazil. 
 It must also be stressed that Brazilian academic historiography has always been heavily 
influenced by foreign intellectual currents, being permeable to all types of ideas—revised, criticized, 
reformulated or simply accepted—particularly those originating from French authors. The French 
renewal of studies about politics in general in the late 1970s and the early 1980s had a powerful 
impact on Brazil, contributing to a return to studies about the country’s Independence, although 
the most significant non-Brazilian contributions to the theme undoubtedly came from the 
Portuguese and American historiographies. 
 Specifically in relation to the Portuguese historiographic production, its preferred 
treatment continues to be not the idea of a direct political rupture between Brazil and Portugal but 
rather the creation of some of the conditions that were essential for this to be able to happen, 
arising from the internal splits observed in the United Kingdom after the transfer of the Court to 
Rio de Janeiro and which resulted in the constitutional movement of 1820. The so-called 
liberalism, a fundamental theme of this historiography since the 19th century, continues to be of 
interest to scholars studying the history of that country, which inevitably helps to shed light on our 
understanding of the Independence of Brazil. In some cases, as we shall see later on, we find the 
correct establishment of an indissociability between the political dynamics of both spaces. 
 Thanks to its recent advances, the historiography of Brazilian Independence has become 
so dense and varied as to earn the right to some historiographic reviews (Graham 2001; Siqueira 
2006; Malerba 2006b; and also, to a certain extent, Carvalho, José 2008), in which one can note the 
early outlines of a chapter about specifically Brazilian thought about Brazil (Costa 2005), while 
non-Brazilian historiographies are given their first treatments as a subject of study (Castro 2005; 
Kraay 2005a).  

Both in Portuguese and English, the Independence of Brazil has also been afforded some 
good syntheses, which seek to incorporate academic contributions in didactic formats that are 
accessible to the general public (Bernardes 1983; Novais & Mota 1986; Algranti 1987; Oliveira, 
Cecília 1995b; Oliveira 1999a; Lyra 2000; Souza, Iara 2000; Slemian & Pimenta 2003; Oliveira, 
Cecília 2005a). In English, there is at least one work that, besides offering a good general synthesis, 
is full of important interpretive insights (Barman 1988), while in Spanish there is an excellent 
attempt to draw an analytical comparison with the Spanish-American process (Halperin Donghi 
1985). By attempting the important task of bringing together both academic and everyday historical 
knowledge, such works end up offering “states of the art” that help to explain different 
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historiographic movements on which they have had an important influence; however, in general, 
such syntheses are afforded scant attention by the specialists, who have little time for works that 
they tend to consider insufficient. Both in Portuguese and English, collective works have moved in 
the same direction, although in these the explanatory insights tend to be scarcer and the end results 
more conservative (Bethell 1985; Maxwell & Silva 1986; Cardoso, Ciro 1990; Monteiro 1990; 
Ventura 1993; Lucas 1993), particularly when compared with the work of such a nature that it is 
still regarded in Brazil as a major reference and which, in the 1960s, brought an important chapter 
on the subject of Brazilian Independence (Holanda 1962). 
 Other fairly visible symptoms of the growth in the academic historiography produced 
about the Independence of Brazil are: the recent publication of collective works bringing together 
specialists in various specific aspects of the theme (Andrade/Fernandes/Cavalcanti 1999; Jancsó 
2003; Jancsó 2005a; Malerba 2006a; Costa & Oliveira 2007) and other more diversified works in 
which special prominence is given to the question of Independence (Szmrecsányi & Lapa 1996; 
Mota 2000); the concern shown by certain collective works that deal primarily with the Spanish 
processes in dedicating chapters to Brazil (Annino/Leiva/Guerra 1994; Guerra & Lempérière 
1998; Annino & Guerra 2003; Álvarez & Sánchez 2003; Rodríguez 2005; Calderón & Thibaud 
2006; Frasquet 2006); and the existence of at least one periodical academic publication entirely 
dedicated to the subject (Almanack Braziliense 2005). Besides this, there are newly-created history 
magazines in Brazil aimed at the non-specialized general public that frequently include articles on 
this theme, some of which are written by academic historians (Neves & Neves 2003; Simioni 2004; 
Azevedo 2004; Schwarcz 2004; Maia 2004; Silva, Ana 2004; Kraay 2004; Morel 2005a; Kraay 
2005b; Schwarcz 2005; Neves, Lúcia 2005a; Oliveira, Cecília 2005b; Gonçalves 2006; Lustosa 
2006a; Slemian 2006a; Cabral 2007). 
 The possibility of writing historiographic reviews and syntheses does not, however, mean 
that the historiography about Brazilian Independence is marked by consensus. Currently, the great 
quantity of specialist in-depth works specifically dedicated to the theme indicates a fertile and wide 
range of different positions, where—as is natural in the case of numerous historiographies—the 
idea of consensus gives way to another concept, that of premises for analysis. These were gradually 
constructed over the decades prior to the period touched upon here, generally more through an 
accumulation of knowledge that showed itself to be perennial than through any elaborations of an 
a priori or programmatic nature. Nowadays, it seems impossible to consider Independence merely 
as an event, i.e., as an isolated historical phenomenon; it is preferable to treat it as a central point of 
a development that dates back at least to the transfer of the Portuguese Court to Rio de Janeiro in 
1808, frequently extending into the mid-18th century and the first signs of weakness in the 
Portuguese Empire in relation to world competition at that time. Equally impossible to ignore is 
the huge spatial dimension of Independence, which was not only related with other politically 
agitated spaces in the western world, but also with various local, provincial and regional spaces in 
Portuguese America, where, in different ways and at different rhythms, it appeared as a viable 
political alternative. 
 As pointed out earlier, another point influencing the direction taken by academic studies 
on Independence is the rejection of the anachronism underlying the idea that it represented the 
natural outcome of a gradual process of maturation of a Brazilian nationality that—supposedly—
had been gestating since the colonial period; in the same way, the idea had been formed that the 
break with Portugal had been motivated by such a sentiment, culminating in the emergence of a 
Brazilian State and nation in opposition to other Portuguese states. The direct historiographic 
criticism of this “myth of the origins,” initially outlined by Caio Prado Júnior (Prado Jr. 1942) and 
returned to later by other historians (Novais 1997; Silva, Rogério 1997; Pimenta 2002), as well as 
the increasingly generalized study of Portuguese, Portuguese-American and Brazilian collective 
identities (Stumpf 2001; Ribeiro, Gladys 2002; Souza, Ricardo 2005; Silva, Ana 2005a; Silva, Ana 
2005b; Pimenta 2006b; Silva, Ana 2008a; Jancsó 2008), or even the attempts made, in complete 
harmony with world historiographies, to apprehend the historicity of such concepts as state, nation 
and homeland, have provided some of the analytical tools that can be used to support such a stance. 
The central propositions of an influential article (Jancsó & Pimenta 2000) centered on these 
positions have not yet received any criticisms in their disfavor. 
 Finally, since this is still a first look at the historiography of Brazilian Independence, the 
different studies have been increasingly confronted with the need to adopt a dual approach to the 
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subject, examining the continuities in relation to the colonial order of the ancien régime and the 
profound breaks that took place in relation to it; what would be an apparent truism does in fact 
amount to an important statement in relation to the powerful tradition—still to be found in 
academic and non-academic environments, both Brazilian and otherwise—of considering Brazilian 
Independence almost exclusively as a conservative movement, supposedly without any great 
implications in terms of inaugurating a new state of affairs, and genuinely “despicable” when 
compared to other contemporary movements denoting a break between colonies and metropolises. 
If, as suggested above, since the first decades of the 20th century, important historians had already 
noted the revolutionary nature of the movement, nowadays the explicit recognition of such a 
fact—albeit submitted to different conceptual treatments—seems to be the starting point for more 
sophisticated analyses (for example: Mattos 1987; for an overview of the question, see Pimenta 
2008). 
 All this shows us a fertile historiographic panorama, consistently diversified and plural, in 
which the Independence of Brazil occupies a central position. Next, we shall take a slightly more 
detailed look at a summary of specific contributions that have made such a state of affairs possible. 
 
b) Advances 

In the last few decades, one of the most notable points of innovation in our knowledge of 
Brazilian Independence derives from the studies made of the Independence process in different 
parts of Portuguese America. These studies give continuity to earlier efforts of authors such as 
those involved in the writing of a collective work published in the 1960s (Holanda 1962; Holanda 
1964), and, shortly afterwards, three other works entirely devoted to the theme of Independence 
(Montello 1972; Mota 1972; Anais 1975). Thanks to recent works that are consistent, innovative 
and preferentially supported by provincial documentation, the cases of Pernambuco and its 
neighboring areas have been very well studied (Ferraz 1996; Carvalho, Marcus 1998; Bernardes 
2003; Berbel 2003; Mello 2004; Villata 2003; Silva, Luiz 2005b; Hermann 2005; Bernardes 2005; 
Bernardes 2006; Silva, Luiz 2006), as has the case of Bahia (Araújo, Ubiratan 2001; Wisiak 2001; 
Kraay 2001; Souza Fo. 2003; Wisiak 2005; Graham 2005; Sousa 2008 & 2008b). Other equally 
serious works have also helped us to better understand Independence in Pará (Coelho 1993; Souza 
Jr. 1997; Machado 2006), Maranhão (Assunção 2005), Piauí (Chaves 1993; Dias, Claudete 1999), 
Minas Gerais (Silva, Wlamir 2005; Silva, Ana 2005b; Cunha 2007; Silva, Ana 2008b), São Paulo 
(Delatorre 2003; Oliveira, Cecília 2004; Donato 2004; Dolhnikoff 2005; Medicci 2007), Rio Grande 
do Sul (Xavier 2004; Piccolo 2005; Osório 2007) and the Cisplatina Province (Ferreira, Doli 2004; 
Pimenta 2005; Sánchez 2006; Ribeiro, Fábio 2007). Generally speaking, all these studies have 
helped to take us definitively beyond a restricted and provincial understanding of Independence, 
which formerly focused almost exclusively on the provinces of the center and south of Portuguese 
America (which does not in any way detract from the merit of the recent attempts by scholars to 
understand the historical dynamics of these same provinces). Today’s historiography must 
necessarily operate from a dual perspective: at the same time as it cannot be restricted by a study 
geared exclusively towards the Court in Rio de Janeiro (Silva, Maria 1977 and 1993; Oliveira, 
Cecília 1999b; Malerba 2000; Silva, Maria 2000; Schultz 2001; Mattos 2005; Slemian 2006b; Schultz 
2008; Gouvêa 2008a; Gouvêa 2008b), it similarly cannot ignore the complex and varied relations 
established by each province and region—also composed of great diversities of asymmetrical flows, 
vectors and developments—between one another, and of all of these provinces with the one that 
was to become the headquarters of the Portuguese Empire in 1808, and, in 1822, of the Empire of 
Brazil. 
 Becoming ever wider in terms of its spatial boundaries, Independence continues to be 
studied from the viewpoint of its insertion into an international context. An ever recurrent theme is 
that of the “western” or “Atlantic” dimension—to use two expressions that are very much in 
fashion—which has led scholars to revisit and review questions such as the impact, in Brazil, of 
revolutionary influences coming from other contemporary movements, the position of America in 
relation to the reshaping of the world’s economic and political power, and the relations between 
Brazil and Spanish America (Seckinger 1984; Araújo, Ana 1992; Alexandre 1993; Jancsó 1996; 
Costa 1996b; Proença 1999; Brancato 1999; Maxwell 2000; Gomes 2002; Pimenta 2002; Pimenta 
2003b; Izecksohn 2005; Morel 2005d; Pimenta 2006a; Schultz 2006; Adelman 2006; Sousa 2007; 
Slemian & Pimenta 2008). Despite their persistent nature, the formally comparative studies, in 
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which the Independence of Brazil continues to cause a certain feeling of strangeness and 
discomfort because of its particularities in relation to the international context, have gradually been 
giving way to more fruitful positions, where the consideration of the particular details of each 
movement—which are, in fact, to be found in each and every historical phenomenon—may be 
taken as the result of a direct relationship between these, whether at the economic level—the 
circulation of people and goods—at the level of political ideas, or, of course, at the level of 
diplomatic relations (Santos, Luís 2002a; Santos, Luís 2002b; Ribeiro, Gladys 2008a). 
 A fundamental component in the new stance being adopted in relation to the radical 
nature of Brazilian Independence is the highly innovative tendency to examine the participation of 
different social strata in the movement, therefore running counter to the traditional—and still 
continuing—insistence on considering it as an exclusive product of sectorized class interests, as if 
its gestation had always contained the elements (slavery, for example) that would result in the 
configuration of a new conservative order. The most powerful expressions of this new perspective 
are to be found in direct analyses, which seek to discover the political activities of subordinate 
social strata, observed in an atmosphere of political struggle where different projects either 
interacted of entered into conflict with one another. In the last few years, however, by virtue of the 
vitality of the historiography written about slavery and its defenders in Brazil, there has been a 
great diversification, with many of the studies being concentrated not only on the political actions 
of both slaves and freed slaves, but also on the problem of their representation in the new order, 
on the pro-slavery and anti-slavery ideologies and other correlated questions (Reis & Silva 1989; 
Assunção 1990; Ribeiro, Gladys 1991-92; Araújo, Ubiratan 1999; Kraay; Silva, Luiz 2003; Kraay 
2003; Marquese 2003; Marquese 2004; Guerra F. 2004; Silva, Luiz 2005b; Carvalho, Marcus 2005; 
Assunção 2005; Marquese 2005; Berbel & Marquese 2006; Souza Fo 2008; Carvalho, Marcus s.d.). 
The studies that include mention of the role played by the native populations have also grown in 
number (Moreira Neto 1988; Carvalho, Marcus 1996; Paraíso 1998; Machado 2006; Spósito 2006; 
Leite, Rosângela 2006 & 2008; Almeida 2008), but those dealing with the role played by women are 
still in their early stages (Pereira, Sara 1999; Prado 1999; Azevedo 2003; Slemian 2006c; Lyra 2006; 
Souza, Laura 2008). 
 The breaks and continuities to be found in the process of Independence in relation to the 
colonial conjuncture of the second half of the 18th century, when Portugal found itself in the midst 
of increasing difficulties, continue to be of interest to scholars. Owing a great debt to the important 
work by Fernando Novais published in the 1970s (Novais 1979), the idea that the opening of the 
process of Independence represents a duplication of the systemic crisis faced by the Portuguese 
Empire is widely accepted, albeit in increasingly painstaking, varied and complex ways. In this 
sense, the studies about reformist policies and ideas, the protest movements occurring in the 
colonial space as from the last quarter of the 18th century, as well as the progressive growth in the 
public spaces of political discussion, have provided contributions enabling us to think about 
Independence from a long-term perspective (Santos, Afonso 1992; Lyra 1994; Jancsó 1996b; 
Jancsó 1997; Villalta 1997; Morel 1999; Jancsó & Pimenta 2000; Villalta 2000; Araújo, Ana 2005; 
Silva, Ana 2006). Various critical examinations made of the relationship between the structural 
changes presented by the Empire in the 18th century, the protest movements and the crisis that, in 
the 19th century, would lead to the break with Brazil (Alexandre 1993; Neves, Guilherme 2003; 
Furtado 2006; Pedreira 2006) have proved to be important in revising assertions that are frequently 
traditional in the historiography, but, by offering little advance in our understanding of Brazilian 
Independence, seem precisely to confirm the need for taking a long-term view of the subject. 
Elsewhere, the propositions made in an important work that draws attention to even more 
ancestral factors conditioning the process leading to the formation of the Brazilian national State, 
linked to the slave traffic and the construction of a colonial society based on slavery (Alencastro 
1986), still need to be properly assessed in the light of recent advances in the historiography. 
 The importance of the public spaces for political discussion in Brazil after 1808 has been 
widely recognized in the last few decades, considering, above all, the brutal impact of the 
Revolution of Oporto and the Lisbon decrees regarding the freedom of the press, which were 
responsible for deepening and broadening the discussions and their contents, as well as for the 
appearance of what authors have, quite properly, labeled as the first beginnings of a public sphere 
of the modern type (Morel 1998). Here, attention has been paid to various different dimensions—
individual trajectories, books, the press, freemasonry—also giving an account of the period 
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immediately prior to 1820, especially interesting for analyzing the persistence of a political culture 
of the ancien régime type and of the thinking of the Enlightenment at the deepest point in the 
Portuguese political crisis, when, effectively, the integrity of the Monarchy and its dominions in 
South America was already under threat (Silva, Maria 1978; Sena 1983; Neves, Lúcia 1999; Lustosa 
2000; Leite 2000; Morel 2001a; Schultz 2001; Pimenta 2002; Morel & Barros 2003; Neves, Lúcia 
2003; Lustosa 2003; Algranti 2004; Neves, Lúcia 2005b; Morel 2005b; Morel 2005c; Barata 2005; 
Barata 2006; Slemian 2006b; Meirelles 2006; Abreu 2008; Silva, Virgínia 2008; Ribeiro, Gladys 
2008b; Neves, Lúcia 2008b). More specifically, studies have centered on the symbolic dimension of 
the presence of the Portuguese Court in South America, on movements that had powerful 
implications for the construction of the Empire of Brazil under the auspices of a monarchy, as well 
as on the contemporary construction of a memory (Oliveira, Cecília 1995a; Souza, Iara 1998; 
Malerba 2000; Miranda, Ângela 2003; Lopez 2004; Dias, Elaine 2006; Oliveira, Eduardo 2006; 
Hermann 2008; Oliveira, Cecília s.d.). 
 The studies of political culture have gradually given rise to others, dedicated to the 
understanding of the political vocabulary, and, at a more refined level, the historical development 
of key concepts for the Portuguese-American society of that time, whose changes not only 
expressed broader social phenomena, but also brought with them the potential for intervening in 
the very reality that produced them (Pimenta 2002; Pimenta 2003a; Neves, Lúcia 2003; Morel 
2005b; Berbel 2005; Neves, Lúcia 2007; Araújo, Valdei 2008 and 2008b). Such a field of study is 
eagerly awaiting the final results of the collective research effort undertaken by Brazilian and 
Portuguese academics working in conjunction with correspondents from other European and 
American countries (Zermeño 2008; Ler História 2008), whose goal is to draw up a comparative 
historical chart of key concepts from the Iberian-American world between 1750 and 1850.1 In any 
case, the history of such concepts, which is still in its formative stage in Brazil, will certainly prove 
to be an essential tool in the task of continuing to rewrite the history of Brazilian Independence, 
revealing aspects that are relatively unknown and following ever more stringent criteria and levels 
of accuracy. 
 Another promising source of historiographic production is the one linked to studies of 
Portuguese and Brazilian constitutionalism, legal culture, administration and diverse institutions, 
particularly those that seek, through the investigation of breaks and continuities, to learn more 
about the dynamics of the passage, in America, from a Portuguese State to a Brazilian State, 
without disregarding the presence, in this scenario, of political struggles of varying natures, of 
slavery and the defense of slavery and of the questions linked to citizenship and the nation (Mattos 
1987; Silva, Maria 1988; Alexandre 1993; Costa 1996a; Neves, Guilherme 1997; Berbel 1998; 
Dolhnikoff 2000; Carvalho, José 2001; Lopes 2003; Costa 2003; Carvalho Fo. 2004; Wehling 2004; 
Flores 2005; Gouvêa 2005; Slemian 2005; Schultz 2005; Lynch 2005; Slemian 2006d; Berbel & 
Marquese 2006; Gouvêa 2008a). On this same point, it is important to note a distancing between 
this area of historiographic production and another, which has focused on questions that have 
been predominant for some time in Brazilian historiography, in which administration and politics 
have only been considered synonymous in a purely formalistic conception, one that is self-
contained and tending towards the bureaucratic. It is also important to note, in the Brazilian 
historiographic production, that there has been a closer approximation to the Portuguese studies 
that are themselves preferentially geared towards “liberalism” (amongst many, Pereira, Miriam 
1982; Nunes 1988; Alexandre 1993; Vargues 1997; Miranda, Jorge 2001; 
Costa/Domingues/Monteiro s.d.), understood here as the historiographic expression of a period 
and a political conjuncture that, in Brazil, tends to be marked out preferentially as “independence”. 
In providing what to some extent is a continuation of the pioneering efforts of such historians as 
Maria Beatriz Nizza da Silva (Silva, Maria 1988), a few Brazilian authors have turned their 
attentions directly towards the theme of Peninsular politics at that time, but there now seems to be 
a trend towards a growth in the number of studies following in this particular direction (Berbel & 
Marquese 2006; Neves, Lúcia 2008a; Barbosa 2008). 
 Traditionally given scant regard by historians dedicated to writing about Independence, its 
more notably economic aspects have also been the subject of valuable contributions, focused on 

                                                
1 This is the Grupo Iberconceptos – Historia comparada de los conceptos políticos y sociales iberoamericanos, coordinated by 
Javier Fernández Sebastián. 
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ideas, institutions, characters or the emerging State’s capacity for tax collection and investment, 
without which the new national order could evidently not be instituted (Costa 1996a; Rocha 1996; 
Doin 1998; Rocha 2001a; Diniz 2002; Costa 2003; Piñeiro 2002 and 2003). The overlap between 
business and politics, highlighted in a pioneering article by Maria Odila Dias in the early 1970s 
(Dias 1972), has, since then, borne useful historiographic fruits (Lenharo 1979; Martinho & 
Gorenstein 1992; Fragoso 1992; Oliveira, Cecília 1999b; Osório 1999; Miranda, Márcia 2006; 
Chaves, Cláudia 2006; Slemian 2008), also contributing to the construction of a consensus about 
the impossibility of understanding the question of Independence within limited territorial 
boundaries. 
 Since the 19th century, leading figures in the context of Brazilian Independence have 
earned the right to biographical treatments of varying quality. In the last few decades, however, 
there has been a growth in the number of studies that effectively manage to extrapolate the 
individual characteristics of these figures, showing us social personalities that are more or less 
typical, acting and thinking in accordance with the historical patterns of the time in which they 
lived. Thanks to such studies, we have a better knowledge today of the work and activity of figures 
such as Dom João VI (Pedreira & Costa 2008), Dom Pedro I (Macaulay 1986; Lustosa 2006), José 
Bonifácio de Andrada e Silva (Dolhnikoff 1998; Santos, Estilaque 1999; Silva, Ana 1999; 
Cavalcante 2002; Varela 2005; Varela/Lopes/Fonseca 2005; Araújo, Valdei 2008), Diogo Antônio 
Feijó (Ricci 2001; Dolhnikoff 2006), Carlota Joaquina (Pereira, Sara 1999; Azevedo 2003; Souza, 
Laura 2008), Leopoldina (Lyra 1997; Slemian 2006c), Thomas Cochrane (Vale 2004), Debret (Lima 
2008), Joaquim Gonçalves Ledo (Oliveira, Cecília 1999b), Cipriano Barata (Gil 1991; Garcia 1997; 
Morel 2001b), Frei Caneca (Lyra 1991; Gil 1991; Morel 2000; Mello 2001), Hipólito José da Costa 
(Santos, Estilaque 1999; various studies in Correio Braziliense v. XXX, 2002; Buvalovas 2007), Dom 
Rodrigo de Sousa Coutinho (Santos, Estilaque 1999; Cardoso, José 2001; Santos, Nívia 2002; Silva, 
Andrée 2003), Silvestre Pinheiro Ferreira (Silva, Maria 1998) and José da Silva Lisboa (Rocha 1996; 
Rocha 2001). 
 In short: the process of Brazilian Independence is a theme of great importance in the 
historiography currently being produced about Brazil and Portugal, on which scholars have 
focused their attention in studies geared towards a wide range of questions and specific areas. 
Notwithstanding, the gaps are still quite noticeable, with a great deal still remaining to be done if 
we are to bring our knowledge of the theme up to the level of its recognized importance. 
 
c) Future areas of research 
 Despite its being increasingly researched in its many territorial spaces, and despite many 
good recent works on the subject, the Independence of Brazil is still practically unknown to us in 
its basic aspects, in such areas of the country as Rio Grande do Norte, Ceará, Piauí, Maranhão, Rio 
Negro, Mato Grosso, Goiás, Espírito Santo, Santa Catarina and the Cisplatina Province. 
Furthermore, we know little or nothing about the political struggles taking place in inland regions, 
i.e. in those areas where the physical distance from the coast and the main urban centers certainly 
implied very specific and particular dynamics in the shaping of political life in all of its sectors, and 
even less about the question of the implementation, in each part, of a new state apparatus and a 
new political and social order. This places us before the challenge, as has been so well highlighted 
by a scholar working in this area (Jancsó 2005b), of giving due consideration to the different 
rhythms at which the social life inherent in the Portuguese (and European) colonization of 
America became established, with serious consequences for the process of liquidation of the 
colonial structures. 
 The studies of the social range of those involved in the process of Brazilian Independence 
provide us with a vast amount of material to be developed, especially if we consider the 
consistency and variety of the historiography recently written about the political culture in 
Portuguese America—even though it is mainly concentrated upon the Court—in the late 18th and 
early 19th centuries. Based on the widespread recognition that ever more people, from varied social 
conditions, were politically and actively involved in the scenario of Independence, the discussion 
must be taken to greater depths through studies based on the essential difference between the 
contents of the social hierarchies structured according to the order of the estates, such as that of 
the ancien régime in South America, and another, based on liberal and bourgeois grounds, such as 
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that of the Brazilian national State. Starting from this basis, it will be possible to broaden our 
knowledge about each regional space. 
 All or almost everything still remains to be done in relation to the biographies and the 
studies of the thought and individual trajectories that were typical of men and women from the 
“lower ranks”, or, in other words, traders, bureaucrats, journalists and the clergy (Neves, 
Guilherme 1997; Piñeiro 2002; Slemian 2008; Souza, Adriana 2008; Lustosa & Piñeiro 2008; 
Neves, Edson 2008), which certainly reveals itself as one of the most open, seductive and 
promising fields of investigation for the historians of Brazilian Independence. However, much still 
remains to be done about the people from the “upper ranks”, crucial characters for the process 
because of the high positions that they occupied in the social hierarchy of the time and who so far 
have been studied very little.  

This statement is also valid for our great ignorance about the literature produced in the 
Portuguese-American world during the process of Independence. Considered to be aesthetically 
inferior in comparison with the work of the great “Arcadians” of the late 18th century, as well as 
that of the first exponents of 19th-century Brazilian literary romanticism, such a production needs 
to be duly considered in the light of the profound changes taking place in the colonial status of 
Portuguese South America after 1808 (Alcides 2007), which may perhaps also help to elucidate 
what some authors have identified as the advent of a genuine “bad taste” in the arts (Candido 
1959). 
 A great deal still needs to be done based on the current recognition of the centrality of 
analytical categories such as State and nation for our understanding of Independence, insofar as this 
is profoundly linked with the appearance of the Brazilian State and nation, being responsible for 
the creation of a series of fundamental considerations in the configuration of the new order. Thus, 
although, with rare exceptions (Anderson 1983; Guerra 2003; Chiaramonte 2003; Paltí 2003; Doyle 
& Pamplona 2006), world historiography on the so-called “national question” has paid little 
attention to the spaces of European colonization during the Modern Age and to the movements 
leading to the formation of the Iberian-American national States, some of the categories that are 
widely used in that historiography (such as “nationalism”, “secession”, “ethnicity”, “identity”), but 
are rarely used as explanatory tools for these complex processes, may prove fruitful. 
 The history of legal thought and institutions still needs to be developed to a large extent, 
based on the recently established—and apparently enduring—indissociability between 
administrative history, legal history and political history. This will enable us to gain a better 
understanding of central aspects in the process of Independence whose relevance, as we have seen 
above, has been highlighted by important works: the armed forces, taxation and electoral systems, 
legal aspects, external and internal indebtedness, educational systems (about which almost nothing 
is known), state political structures and powers in different regional spheres. All this without 
forgetting the need to adopt long periodizations, which do not contemplate only the national order 
but also the colonial world, at least in the course of its last decades. 

The same recommendation is valid for the study of political vocabulary and concepts, 
which should be centered upon words and categories (“empire”, “republic”, “Court”, “revolution”, 
“regeneration,” “reform,” “order,” “anarchy,” “politics,” “elite,” etc.) that are still little known in 
their historical sense or unrefined as theoretical tools that may be useful for the study of Brazilian 
Independence. In this case, research should not be restricted to the frontiers of “national 
histories,” since there is no necessary relationship between the configuration of such concepts and 
the political and historiographic frontiers later established as a result of historical processes 
(independences), which did not precisely indicate the characteristics of their resolutions of this 
question.  

It should be stressed that, while the integration of the process of Brazilian Independence 
into the western political conjuncture has been contemplated—including its configurations as a 
result of the impact, in Brazil, of other contemporary movements—so far little has been written 
about the opposite case, i.e. about the influences of the Independence of Brazil in other areas of 
the same conjuncture, except for a few exceptions (Godechot 1972; Millington 1996; Palacios 
2008; Safier 2008; Pimenta & Leme 2008; Marquese 2008). What was the importance of the 
Portuguese-American process, for example, in the resolution of the political crisis in the Spanish 
world, in the formation of Mexico, Colombia, Peru, Bolivia, the United Provinces of the River 
Plate, amongst others? What was its importance in the consolidation of the United States of 
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America? How did it contribute to the redefinition of politics in post-Napoleonic Europe? Despite 
the growing interest in the Independence of Brazil in academic circles directed mainly towards 
Spanish-American processes, as borne out by the inclusion of chapters about Brazil in the 
collections mentioned above, and also of some laudable efforts to include the Portuguese-
American process in global interpretations covering the independences of the Americas (Halperin 
Donghi 1985; Chiaramonte 1997; Garavaglia 2005; McFarlane 2006; Adelman 2006; Pamplona & 
Mäder 2007; Pamplona & Mäder 2008; Pamplona & Mäder 2009; Chust 2008), there is still scant 
interest in or commitment to the study of the theme amongst historians from the Spanish world 
and from European countries. 
 All these gaps do, however, correspond to promising avenues that have been opened in 
the last few decades for the recovery of the general academic interest in the Independence of 
Brazil, naturally and positively resulting from the advances made in an ample, dense and varied 
historiography. To end, I shall briefly outline three areas pointing to a negative state of affairs, 
indicating a gap that needs to be filled by historians.  
 First point: there is an extreme shortage of documentary collections that are in an 
accessible format and easy for historians to use. The vast majority of the collections of manuscripts 
of interest for the study of Independence that are to be found in Brazilian archives are hard to 
consult, being kept in precarious institutions, without the existence of research tools or appropriate 
conditions for their safekeeping and immediate availability. The situation is even worse if we 
consider that these are institutions whose research is strategic if we are to continue to expand our 
knowledge of Brazilian Independence in local, provincial and regional terms. Some institutions 
already have good microfilm services, but few of them use scanning facilities in an efficient way, 
which would evidently make the availability of documents much more widespread and safer. 
Collections of documents and periodicals have, in fact, been published in book form, some much 
more recently than others (Documentos 1923; Arquivo 1922-25; Tamoio 1944; Malagueta 1945; Caldeira 
1999; Mello 2001; Rocha 2001b; Correio Braziliense 2002; Revérbero 2005; Schiavinatto 2005; D. 
Leopoldina 2006; Kury 2007; Azevedo 2008; Presas 2008; Morel 2009), but the prospect of similar 
initiatives being repeated in order to overcome the deficiencies existing in terms of general access 
to documents is not at all promising, especially if we consider the high costs involved in this type 
of publication and its distribution, and the relatively modest size of the Brazilian publishing market. 
As far as scanning is concerned, one should highlight the initiative that resulted in the complete 
works of José Bonifácio (José Bonifácio: complete works) being made available online. 
 Second point: almost everything that has been published in recent decades about the 
Independence of Brazil needs to be submitted to sincere and impartial criticism. Practically nothing 
has been inventoried and reviewed with any great exactitude, which does, in fact, fit in with the 
notable absence of any tradition—at least in the Brazilian historiography—of publishing open 
assessments of the work produced by one’s research colleagues. Having less weight and importance 
on the scales of Brazilian academic productivity than articles, chapters and books that frequently 
bring little innovation in terms of our knowledge of a certain area of study, the lack of such 
reviews—i.e. the lack of any form of criticism in general—represents a serious impediment to the 
historiography of such an important theme as that of the Independence of Brazil making any real 
advancement, particularly over the forthcoming years.  

Third point: since this is a broad theme, the academic knowledge about Brazilian 
Independence still remains too far removed from non-specialist knowledge in this area. The 
uncomfortable perception—which also needs to be better diagnosed through careful study—still 
persists that, despite the great contribution that academic works have made to a better 
understanding of the central role played by the appearance of the Brazilian State and nation, 
Independence still continues to be seen as a relatively unimportant event, one that supposedly did 
not involve any major changes and therefore does not deserve greater attention by people in 
general. This same perception reiterates the traditional idea that historical change is not possible, 
that history is always conducted in accordance with the tight-knit interests of the establishment 
acting in defense of its own interests, in short that man is not an active agent in his own history. 
Thus, it is possible that if the commitment of academic historians to revealing the past transcends 
their own most immediate sphere of discourse, themes such as the Independence of Brazil serve 
not to “freeze” a past, but rather to develop new attitudes in relation to the future. 
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