
TOPICAL REVIEW

CURRENT RESEARCH AND PROSPECTS
IN ANDEAN ETHNOHISTOR Y

John V. Murra, Cornell University

IN RECENT YEARS ANDEAN ETHNOHISTORY HAS BENEFITTED FROM FOUR

new developments:
First, is the greater accessibility of the classical chronicles, particularly

since the Biblioteca de Autores Espafioles in Madrid decided in 1956 to re­
print Bernabe Cobo's Historia del Nuevo Mundo which had gone out of print
decades before. The BAE has since reprinted at reasonable prices many other
titles, among them the indispensable Relaciones geograficas de Indias. Any­
one who had tried to study pre-European Andean institutions in the libraries
at Cuzco, Cuenca or Sucre even ten years ago knows how difficult it was then
to check any claim or hypothesis at the source. Students were forced to use
third-hand and incomplete references; many others in the Andes were dis­
couraged from pursuing such sturdies because of the unavailability of the eye­
witness or other early accounts.

The publication efforts in Madrid had parallels elsewhere. The quad­
ricentenary of the University of San Marcos in 1951 was the occasion for re­
printing the three earliest Quechua dictionaries. The very first, Domingo de
Santo Tomas' Vocabulario (1560) was accompanied by the earliest grammar.
The Bolivian 'revolution of 1952 created the intellectual context for a photo­
static reprint of Bertonio's Aymara dictionary, under the auspices of the new
Ministerio de Asuntos Campesinos. Luis E. Valcircel, author of the first book
to be called Etnohistoria del Peru antiguo, prepared an edition of the pre­
viouslyalmost unknown 'CabelloValboa (1586). More recently and in a single
year, 1967, three important titles became widely available: Guillermo Loh­
mann Villena's first complete version of Matienzo's Gobierno del Peru (1567),
published by the Institut Francais d'Etudes Andines; Carlos Aranibar's edition
of Cieza's Seiiorio de los Incas, sponsored by the Instituto de Estudios Peru-
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anos, and Pierre Duviols' success in obtaining permission in Quito to print
Cristobal de Albornoz's lnstruccion para descubrir todas las guacas del Piru y
sus camayos ..., previously known only through hearsay. All three of them
will be widely quoted in years-to come.

Compared to 1950, let us say, the inventory of sources available in 1970
is incomparably fuller. One need no longer be near a first-class library to study
the Incas. Scholars, particularly those in the Andean republics, have now much
easier access to the texts they need. While some recent editions were reprinted
without rechecking the originals in the archives or omitting the search for a
better copy of a lost original,' most of the titles mentioned above did benefit
from good editing and/or facsimile reproduction.

Second, since Means' original catalog of chroniclers in Biblioteca Andina
(1928), scholars have done 'Considerable work on the antecedents, the per­
sonalities and the intellectual context in which the early European writers had
conducted their work. Their classification by Means into "Garcilasan' and
"Toledan" schools is now seen as too simple, though one should not refrain
from using the Biblioteca for that reason. The debate over a slow vs. a rapid
expansion of Tawantinsuyu, the Inca state, implicit in Means' polarization of
sources, is not yet spent." One should note, however, that Baudin's chronolog­
ical and occupational approach in classifying the 'chroniclers (1928), as elab­
orated by Porras (1937, 1945-54, 1962) and his students, is the prevailing
one.

The biographies of a few of the chroniclers have attracted the enthusiasm
of historians and a great deal has been learned about the conditions in which
they did their work, the amount of first-hand experience they had had in the
Andes, the public they had in mind while writing, and how they copied each
other.

The model for the biographies has been the revelations of the last half
century about Bartolome de Las Casas." In the Andean region these have been
matched through the discoveries and insights about Garcilaso de la Vega, "El
Inca." Porras (1946, 1955, 1962) and Jose Durand (1948, 1956, 1961) have
concentrated on the forty years Garcilaso spent in Andalucia before the pub­
lication of the Comentarios Reales. They have documented his reading, habits,
what happened during "the lost years" in Montilla, the extent of his partici­
pation in putting down the rebellion of the Alpujarras, his sources of income,
his alleged contacts with Cuzco after 1560. While no other Andean chronicler
has been the subject of such systematic and devoted search by trained people,
the recent efforts of Maticorena (1955) and Aranibar (1967) on behalf of
Cieza de Leon are in the same tradition.

More broadly historical is the approach of Lohmann Villena in a long
essay printed as a prologue to the already mentioned edition of Matienzo.' It
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introduces us not only to the life of the senior oidor of the Audiencia de los
Charcas and his influential work, but it also celebrates the importance in An­
dean historiography of the fourth decade since the European invasion, the
1560's. According to Lohmann this was a period of self-searching and debate
both in the Andes and in the peninsula about the emerging colonial institu-
tions as well as the nature of the pre-Pizarro past. By the 1560's the early
churchmen and encomenderos were growing old. Las Casas was in his nineties
and would soon be dead; criollos and mestizos were no longer individual cases
but new social and cultural categories; even the viceroys and governors sent
temporarily from Valladolid would soon discover that the new world ruled
by the Audiencia de los Reyes was no longer Indian country, nor was it like
Spain. But what was it and what should it be? In the 1560's many tried to
answer.

Superficially the debate dealt with such matters as the perpetuidad of the
encomienda system, but Lohmann shows that much more was at stake. His
essay on Matienzo gives us the best account available so far of the European
view of and anxieties about what was happening in the 1560's and 1570's in
the Andes. Read in conjunction with the viceroys' correspondence published
by Levillier in Gobernantes del Peru, it sets a model of what can someday be
done to recapture the opposite, the Andean reaction to and perception of events
during the same period.5

Another characteristic of recent work by historians is the necessary job
of systematically tracing who copied what and from whom. "Correspondences"
and concordancias have long been 'noted between the chroniclers, but only in
recent years has it become important to verify how much Cobo had borrowed
from Polo or Pedro Pizarro; we are urged to stop quoting Roman or Munia
as if they were primary sources." The most revealing and ethnologically p'ro­
fitable of these comparisons involves four shorter texts frequently cited as in­
dependent sources: the 1557 report from Huamanga by Damian de la Bandera;
the 1558 description of Chincha, one of the very few accounts of coastal settle­
ments available to us; Santillan's Relacion of 1563, and the anonymous Rela­
cion del origen e govierno que los Ingas tuvieron ... declaradas por senores
que sirvieron at Inga Yupangui. . . . Several historians,apparently independ­
ently, have shown that the parallels between these documents make it highly
unlikely that they were written without some of them consulting the others. 7

Here again a new standard for confrontation between our sources has been set
in recent years. As Aranibar has indicated:

Es necesario convertir la trivial lectura de los relatos cronisticos en pesquisa severa
y rigurosa; y solo par el analisis pertinaz de las Fuentes primarias, cabra reemplazar
aquellos anacr6nicos modos de la eleccion arbitraria de las "citas" y de la aewnula­
cion indiscriminada de testimonios de valor discutible ... Una jerarquia de fuentes,
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siquiera por Iineas importantes, facilitaria la consulta de las cr6nicas por los demas
estudiosos y evitaria que tan morosa tarea tuviese que hacerla cada uno cada vez...
(1963: 135, 129).

Third, while the first two- of these new developments have been due
primarily to contributions by historians, the latter two are more likely to be
made by ethnologists.

No matter how widely the classic sources become available or how care­
fully the chroniclers' aims, biases or borrowings are ascertained, early in one's
study of Andean ethnohistory one notes that in recent decades we have made
few discoveries of important new or unknown historical sources. One would
have to go back to 1936, to the Paris facsimile edition of Huaman Poma's
1,200-page "letter" to the king of Spain, to obtain some basic information
about Andean institutions available nowhere else.

While we ought not abandon the hope that somewhere, somehow a lost
chronicle may still turn up, we need to introduce a new set of questions and
a new point of view to supplement and expand the available sources." A great
deal can be learned by turning our inquiry away from what the XVI century
considered printable and away, at least temporarily, from "Inca history" to­
ward sources reflecting those enduring Andean institutions which long pre­
ceded the Inca 'Conquest and which not even the European invasion could dis­
lodge. Andean ecology, Andean crops, Andean ways of handling altitude
or water, Andean recognition of what could be a resource: all these durably
Andean things need ethnohistoric study. Given the anthropologists' local com­
munity and cross-cultural interests, their approach to ethnohistory has a dis­
tinct focus and starts from different premises.

The most significant step taken in this direction was the discovery and
publication by Hermann Trimborn, in 1939, of the first book-length Andean
document, written in an Andean language." Some thirty tales and legends,
collected between 1598 and 1608, in Huarochiri, in the highlands above Lima,
were saved from oblivion through the missionary zeal of Francisco de Avila,
a Cuzco-born priest, stationed in the region just before the extirpncion de idola­
trias campaign of 1610. Trimborn's discovery was not only a major new title
but a new kind of source which was not a chronicle. In 1939 it had no prece­
dent in Andean bibliography and it still has no peer today as a linguistic, lit­
erary and ethnological document. For the first time we have access to Andean
oral tradition, expressing Andean values and priorities, in an Andean idiom."?

Although thirty years have passed since Trimborn first offered us this
text and it has since been translated into German, Latin and recently into Span­
ish,ll this major source did not receive the attention it deserved from the s-chol­
arly community. One can speculate about the many reasons why this is so, but
one of them is unmistakable: the unavailability of the book in Andean centers
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of learning where many could 'read the original and appreciate its novelty in
both language and ethnographic content. One should mention that the original
Trimborn edition was mostly destroyed during the war. The second edition,
by Galante (1942), although providing us with a facsimile of the manuscript,
was accompanied only by a Latin translation and is very rare in the libraries
of the Andean republics. The third and fourth editions, which made the tales
widely readable, had to wait until 1967.

The Huarochiri stories reach deep into the Andean cultural substratum.
Even the Inca are marginal and ephemeral to its basic themes: the origins of
and the battles between the local gods, the supernatural excavation of an irri­
gation system, the competitions between lineages in ceremonial contexts, the
meanings of mountain and valley in Andean ethno-ecology. While these tales
and their ethnographic substance cannot be made to stand for the Andes as a
whole, by reaching a deeper vein in this one locality they show us what can
still be learned if we ask new questions and look for new kinds of sources.
The recent flurry of interest in these legends should expand, hopefully, to in­
clude a systematic search for further and different XVI century folkloric and
literary materials in the Andean languages."

Fourth, similar to the Huarochiri texts in their local orientation and eth­
nologic importance, but very different in substance, are the visitas, painstaking
accounts of administrative inspections conducted by the colonial authorities
in the first forty to fifty years of European rule." In the opening paragraph I
mentioned the new availability of Jimenez de la Espada's Relaciones geogra­
ficas de Indies, a compilation of such responses, usually 8 to 10 pages in length,
most of them dating from the 1580's. While some Ideal with regions on which
we have no other information, many of the answers are perfunctory.

Inquiring about earlier visitas when the information would be fresher and
the societies described still functioning, one discovers that some question­
naires were circulated as early as the first decade of European rule and were
ordered by Francisco Pizarro as part of the initial settlement, if not recon­
naissance, of the country.P At a somewhat later stage, after the end of the civil
wars led by Gonzalo Pizarro but still only 17 years from the disaster at Caxa­
marca, Governor La Gasca organized the first visita general of the whole An­
dean area. Seventy-two inspectors or visitadores, co-ordinated by the first que­
chu6logo, Domingo de Santo Tomas, fanned out across the country to find out
who had survived to 1549. They were instructed to ascertain how many ethnic
groups there were in each valley, the size of the population, what crops were
grown, what the inhabitants had "owed" to the state in Inca times and what
they were "paying" now to their encomenderos. The inquiry was not to stop
at interviews with the local ethnic lords but was supposed to include a census
and a survey in the field, village-by-village.

We owe the first publication of a fragment of this survey to MIle Marie
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Helmer (1955-56) .15 Besides providing very early demographic data.!'' the text
gives excellent information about the t t vertical' , control of diverse ecologies
by a relatively small ethnic group, the distribution of crafts, the decimal sys­
tem, and our first, if not necessarily accurate, list of what one local group, the
Chupaychu, were expected to do as part of their obligations to the Inca state.
Amazingly, this discovery that not all the 72 potential reports were lost has
not encouraged researchers to hunt for traces of the other 71.

Many other visitas were undertaken after 1549. When the Marques de
Cafiete was viceroy, several such inquiries were encouraged: two of them,
which are very useful, have been mentioned above." In 1559 while in Ghent,
Phillip II approved still another questionnaire which was meant to be used
not only in the Andes but throughout the Americas. It contained a new fea­
ture: in addition to the interviews with the ethnic leaders and the town-by-town
survey, the visitador was now instructed to undertake an even more detailed
house-to-house inquiry. The partial results of one such inspection, that of the
Chupaychu and Yacha in what today is Huanuco, are available to US. 1 8 Since
some of this area, inspected in 1562 by Inigo Ortiz de Zuniga, corresponds
to one already surveyed in the visita general of 1549 and since some of the in­
formants were the same in both visitas, we can learn a good deal about Andean
culture in one small, provincial corner of the territory." While some of this
material only confirms or clarifies what we knew already from the chroniclers,
a lot of it is completely new, reflecting the regional, peasant perspective of
the respondents. A similar house-to-house survey in the coca-leaf growing
country around Songo, in Bolivia, remains unpublished. 20

Virtually all students of Andean ethnohistory agree that Francisco de­
Toledo's term as viceroy (1569-81) marks a major break in the region's his­
toriography. The best informants, those who had functioned as adults in Ta­
wantinsuyu society before the European invasion in 1532, were old men when
Toledo arrived. By the time he left most of them were dead. The same applies
to the Europeans who knew the country and its people best: those who had
to understand the Andean systems at the local level well enough to survive and
recruit adherents during the civil wars of the 1540's, those who took seriously
their job as catechists and thus learned the language to hear confessions, those
who had married women from a royal Cuzco lineage soon enough after 1532
for such a marriage to still count as upward mobility, those who had figured
out the lineage principle well enough to track down hidden royal mummies,
and those who put together the first dictionaries. The best of these, Domingo
de Santo Tomas and Juan Polo de Ondegardo, were both dead by 1576.

The visita general ordered by Toledo in 1571 21 is in this sense a bridge
between two epochs. On the one hand it was the closing chapter, the balance
sheet of what Andean ethnic groups survived after forty years of European
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rule. On the other, the visita general was the starting point of new and dras­
tic tampering with Andean reality. Earlier viceroys may have talked about
abolishing prevailing settlement patterns and concentrating the population
where it would be easier to control and convert, but Toledo was the first to
do something about it. He used the visita as the first step in a violent cam-
'paign of reducciones, Despite the resistance of many Andean groups and their
efforts to bribe royal officials in an effort to prevent deportation, thousands of
villages were uprooted and brought down into the valleys. Ethnic borders
were ignored, Andean political units split, and the authority of ethnic lords
and of regional deities eroded'" and eventually destroyed. Even more impor­
tant, the patterns of vertical ecologic control were ignored, thus reducing the
resources available and permanently impoverishing the Andean economy. The
starting point and validating document of this cataeylsm, the visita general,
so far is known to us only from fragments and summaries."

One of these fragments> assumes greater importance because it deals
with the Lupaqa, an Aymara-speaking kingdom on Lake Titicaca, whose so­
cial organization had already been surveyed in some detail seven years earlier,
in 1567. As in the Chupaychu case, the Lupaqa data can be verified and supple­
mented by comparing the two reports." As a result we find out more about
the functions of lineages, moieties and dual authority in the Andes than from
any chronicle. The moiety had political functions: two kings, one for the upper
and another for the lower moiety ruled all the Lupaqa. Each of the seven sub­
divisions also had two lords. Moieties controlled lands, ttgranted" retainers,
and held llama and alpaca herds. No other source gives us such quantitative
or functional data about the yana retainers." The visitador spent time inquiring
how many yana there were and what they did, since the Europeans wanted to
"free" them to make them liable to tribute for the Spanish crown from which
they had been exempted as members of their lords' households.

Now that we have several consecutive visitas for each of two Andean
ethnic groups, we can compare and extrapolate from them in new ways. The
Chupaychu spoke Quechua and the core of their territory was in maize coun­
try; the Lupaqa spoke Aymara and their core was planted with Andean tubers
and grazed by vast herds. The first were a relatively small group, with some
3 to 4,000 households; the latter was much larger, with 20,000 hearths.
Both groups perceived the Andean environment in "vertical' terms." Both
attempted to control a maximum of ecologic "floors" or "islands" away from
the core area. However, the Chupaychu were limited to colonies that were
within three or four days' walking, above or below the core, while the Lupaqa
were numerous enough to maintain outliers 15 and 20 days away from Chu­
cuito, in oases on the desert Pacific shore and in the Bolivian forest." While
we have all warned for years that the chroniclers' composite picture of Ta-
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wantinsuyu did not take into account a good deal of local variation, it is only
since the availability of the visitas that we can begin to spell out what the
range of economies and social organizations may have actually been. The sys­
tematic search for visitas in both European and Andean archives is a major
task before US. 2 9

ETHNOHISTORY AS COLLABORATION BETWEEN THE TWO DISCIPLINES.

I have already noted that these four developments are the result of con­
tributions by both historians and anthropologists. The first have been more
active in bringing out new editions of the classics and ferreting out life his­
tories and intellectual backgrounds. They have also verified which were the
primary sources. The anthropologists have spent more time finding, editing and
analyzing Quechua texts and regional visitas. Independently of each other,
both have attempted to understand the institutional patterns before and after
the European invasion. The cumulative effect of these efforts is likely to be­
come even more important as historians and anthropologists shift from parallel
endeavor to active collaboration.

To begin, I would suggest one area where joint effort may prove profit­
able to the two disciples." A major source of data both on Andean social or­
ganization and on the emergent colonial institutions are the records of land
litigation in the XVI century. It was in the many pages of such a dispute that
MIle Helmer found theChupaychu report, part of the earliest visita general.
The suit was instituted by the widow of Francisco Martin de Alcantara, half­
brother of the Pizarros, against Gomez Arias de Avila, an encomendero fa­
vored by La Gasca (Ortiz de Zuniga [1562], 1967: 271). To prove her case,
the widow introduced as evidence transcripts of documents going back to Pi­
zarro's days as well as the protocol of the visita, which is but a fragment of the
proceedings. Most of the document deals with events in the Huallaga valley
in the first twenty years of the colonial regime, When the time comes to write
the social and economic history of provincial European settlement in the An­
des away from the palaces of the viceroys and the archbishops, the records of
land litigation are likely to turn out to be first-class sources for the historian.

Another court case from the same period involves, at least on the surface,
two groups of Andean villages;" The issue at stake was an attempt by one of
them to refuse to repair and man a bridge on the main road from Cuzco to
Quito. The record of this dispute, kept by a Quechua-speaking colonial in­
spector sent out from Huanuco by the court in Lima, reflects the changes in
the functions of bridges and roads once Tawantinsuyu had been destroyed.:"
But to do his job the inspector also found it necessary to compare the Inca
installation to 31 other bridges in the area, all of which he measured and in-
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spected in person, accompanied by delegations of Iitigants." The functional
view of how local ethnic groups built and maintained such public works can­
not be studied in as much detail in any chronicle.

The major contribution to Inca studies which I expect from litigation
records is in the analysis of how rights in land were exercised, part of my
effort to understand Andean land tenure. In 1956 I argued that the chroniclers'
classification of Tawantinsuyu lands into peasant holdings and those of the
kings and the sun was too simple." I suggested then eight ways of gaining ac­
cess to land which might well increase to 15 or 20 ways as research proceeds.
Also, there is no reason to assume that these patterns of land tenure were uni­
form throughout Tawantinsuyu. They must clearly have been different on the
irrigated North Coast'" as contrasted with those of the Chupaychu maize
growers or the Lupaqa potato eaters and alpaca herders. The visitas do pro­
vide some information, but the respondents are so aware of the threat to their
resources implicit in the inquiry that their words are guarded and the infor­
mation sketchy. In the litigation records, the adversary procedure of the courts
makes it more likely that functional details about rights in land will be re­
vealed.s"

As an example of the almost ethnographic thoroughness of the data,
let me cite some evidence from our own fieldwork in Huanuco, 1963-65. One
village on the upper Marafi6n is in the possession of unpublished litigation rec­
ords which reach from before the Incas to the 1820's. In the late XVI cen­
tury the village sued its neighbors, alleging that the borders imposedon it by
the Inca were unfair and asking the European courts in Lima to redress this
grievance. In the centuries that followed, the village either undertook or was
the object of 'Court action against everyone of its neighbors. In the process,
the borders of its territories were declared in minute detail and inspected in
the field as part of the proceedings. Let us focus on only one feature of land
tenure, "verticality," which we saw was important among both Chupaychu
and Lupaqa. In the early XIX century, just before independence, the village
had difficulty holding on to the maize producing outliers, almost two days'
walk below the core area, which it had controlled since before the Inca. The
courts in Lima accepted the claim and ruled in their favor. Ethnographic in­
vestigation by Cesar Fonseca, a member of our team, showed that these lands
were definitively lost by the village only within living memory; informants
at both ends of the vertical claim could locate the acreage in dispute;"

While the records of litigation between Europeans may find their way on
appeal to the archives of Spain," actions between Andean communities or the
defense of one's fields against European encroachment are more likely to be
located in the regional or national archives of the Andean republics. Their
study and at least summary publication is of the highest priority in the study
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both of pre-European institutions and the societies emerging after the Euro­
pean invasion.

INQUIRIES INTO ANDEAN SOCIAL ORGANIZATIONS

The study of rights in land opens the door to other aspects of social and
economic organization. Some of the most imaginative uses of the sources and
some of the most telling of critiques have developed as 'researchers have tried
to understand not the "Incas' in general but a particular activity or institutional
pattern. I think this is the most promising approach in re-evaluating. our sources.
More importantly, it leads us to a search for new information since the ques­
tions anthropologists and historians ask today become harder and harder to
answer from the European chronicles.

Space does not allow a full account of such investigations, so I will limit
myself to colleagues active today in Inca and Andean studies.

Beyond his well-known Handbook article (1946), John H. Rowe has
made major 'Contributions to our understanding of Andean social and political
organization through his study of Inca state religion (1960) and the age­
grading system (1958) and by drawing the distinction between two kinds of
Tawantinsuyu officials confused by the European sources (1946: 264, n.
19 ) .39 Rowe's ethnohistory combines a re-study of the familiar chronicles with
full-time dedication to Andean archeology and a knowledge of Quechua. A
forthcoming monograph analyzes the ceremonial organization of Cuzco in
Inca times and includes a re-study of the ritual calendar (correcting one offered
in 1946) and a reconstruction of how the royal ayllu were grouped.

On the historians' side, Carlos Aranibar has undertaken a study of Inca re­
ligion. His thesis, "Los sacrificios humanos entre los incas a traves de los
cronistas," is unfortunately still unavailable to the public but from personal
communication and his 1963 and 1967 essays one gathers that the study of
religion was an opportunity for the re-evaluation of our sources. He argues for
a "criterio claro sobre la jerarquia y dependencia de las fuentes:" otherwise,
he warns, one will find evidence in the chronicles "a cualquier bizarra hi­
p6tesis." At the present time he is preparing a new edition of the Conjesion­
ario of 1585.

Like other students of the Andes, Maria Rostworowski de Diez Canseco
began by using the published materials in the chronicles (1953, 1962a), but
in recent years she has moved her search to administrative records, clarifying
the functions of ethnic lords on the North Coast (1961), the lands of the
royals in the Cuzco area (1962b, 1963) and the elucidation of equivalences in
the measurement of land in the various ecologies (1964). She is now prepar­
ing for publication two manuscripts. One deals with the valley of Chincha and
supplements the earlier visita of 1558. This text mentions the existence in the
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valley of tc6,000 mercaderes" and raises again the problem of how extensive
trade and markets were in Tawantinsuyu. The other starts from the record of
land litigation over some coca-leaf fields on the western slope of the Andes but
eventually raises the whole issue of coast-highland relations in pre-European

.times.
Udo Oberem has combined contemporary fieldwork in Ecuador with an

active interest in ethnohistory. The fate of the local ethnic elite in the early
years of European rule sheds light not only on post-1532 phenomena but also
on the rights and privileges these lords enjoyed before the invasion (1967).
These can be compared to the fate of the royal descendants of Atahualpa, who
survived in the Quito area (1968a). Ample materials on these and other An­
dean topics exist in both local and Spanish archives dealing with Ecuador
(1968b). Oberem has given special attention to the inhabitants of the forested
areas, east of the Andes (1958, 1966-67).

Some thirty years ago, one of the most promising historians studying Andean
social organization was Ella Dunbar Temple. She pioneered the documented
study of royal descendants (1937-40) and traced the genealogy of post-1532
provincial ethnic lords (1943). Since then she has edited Documenta, a journal
hospitable to inter-disciplinary approaches, and for many years now has taught
Inca institutions at the University of San Marcos. A mimeographed copia of
her course (1959) suggests that when it is developed for publication her
ideas about the functions of such strategic groups in Tawantinsuyu as the aqlla,
the yana,40 or the mitmaq would be of great interest to her colleagues in both
disciplines. Her collection of first-hand sources is one of the most extensive in
private hands.

The most controversial of recent studies in Inca social organization has
been R. T. Zuidema's The Zeque System of Cuzco (1964). Starting from Polo's
listing of the ceremonial lines 'connecting shrines in the capital city, Zuidema
elaborates a model of what the Inca elite had in mind when they correlated
royal lineages with religious responsibilities and preferential marriage. An
opaque work, written in a vocabulary which is not meant to facilitate the task
of the reader insisting on ethnohistorical or functionalist terminology, Zuide­
ma's book has been reviewed at length by two colleagues: one is the U. S.
anthropologist Eugene Hammel (1965) who did not see much future for the
approach, the other is a French historian, N. Wachtel (1966), interested in
the structural study of high civilizations. Wachtel has the highest opinion of
the work, even though he had to suggest a re-grouping of the book's chapters
to clarify the argument. In recent years, Zuidema has shifted his work to field
ethnology in the Rio Pampas area of Ayacucho, where he hopes to find endur­
ing evidence of his models guiding behavior of contemporary populations
(1968) .

Stimulated by Zuidema's work on Inca marriage, Floyd G. Lounsbury un-
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dertook an examination of the kinship terminology reported in the grammars
and dictionaries of Quechua. In a paper read at the Barcelona session of the
1964 Americanist congress he argued that the XVI century Quechua system
was one of parallel descent, where men descend from men, and women trace
theirs through women. A later version will be presented in 1970 as part of this
year's Lewis Henry Morgan lectures at the University of Rochester. Although
Lounsbury's work is not yet published, the Barcelona version influenced a
similar treatment of Ayrnara kinship by Freda Yaney Wolf.

Among the younger historians in this field, Waldemar Espinoza Soriano
joined the staff of the Universidad Nacional del Centro in Huancayo after four
years at the Archivo de Indias. Although trained as a historian, Espinoza has
taken part in several joint research projects with anthropologists, such as Jose
Matos Mar's study of the town of Pachacamac in the Lurin valley (1964) and
the publication of the visita of the Lupaqa.? In recent years Espinoza has pub­
lished one of the earliest visitas available to us, the one for Caxamarca
(1967a); also a somewhat later one from Huancayo (1963). His most recent
publication (1967b) concerns one of the least known ethnic groups in the
Andes, the Chachapuya, who lived on the slopes east of Caxamarca. Litigation
in the 1570's over ,rights of succession to local lordship provides us with testi­
mony about events and institutions in the region going back to well before the
European invasion. For some time Espinoza has been preparing a major study
of the location and prevalence of the mitmaqkuna, the colonists sent out from
the core area to ecologic and political outliers. From his years at Seville,
Espinoza has many more unpublished texts awaited by both historians and
anthropologists.

While most of the recent work of another historian, Ake Wedin (1963,
1966), constitutes a re-examination of the sources and their credibility, one of
his essays fits in the present institutional survey since it deals with the decimal
system allegedly governing Inca administration (1965). Wedin argues that
the system originally applied to the military and doubts if it were ever part of
civil administration. It is a plausible suggestion for a debate on the nature of
Inca government which could be important. The decimal "system' should be
tested for functional fit with the age-grading and census procedures. Rowe's
suggestion, made more than twenty years ago (1948), that the decimal system,
along with other administrative features, was borrowed when the Inca incor­
porated the North Coast kingdom ofChimor, deserves attention, particularly
when we note that there was no trace of the decimal system in the southern part
of the highlands." Some interesting details of how villages and ethnic groups
were fitted in the decimal framework 'can be found in the essay of Gordon J.
Hadden (1967) and the tables which accompany that work.

Murra's dissertation on the economic organization of Tawantinsuyu
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(1956) has remained in manuscript, but several articles based on it, dealing
with particular Inca institutions, are available: on political structure (1958),
on agriculture (1960), on cloth and its manipulative use for power purposes
(1962a), herds and herders (1965), and the yana retainers of the local ethnic

. lords (1966) .43 In 1969 Murra devoted the four L"ewis Henry Morgan lectures
to Reciprocity and Redistribution in Andean Civilization. His emphasis on re­
ciprocity as a significant mechanism in Inca economics has been criticized by
Angela Miiller-Dongo (1968). His argument that redistribution discouraged
trade and market places to the point where they were peripheral activities is
considered exaggerated by Roswith Hartmann (1968) .

In the context of exchanges, Emilio Mendizabal's dissertation on counting
and meaurements in Tawantinsuyu is a 'Contribution to both ethno-science and
to economics in the Andes.v It elaborates on Maria Rostworowski's summary
of dictionary entries through a search for equivalences in a maximum of social
settings.

INSIGHTS FROM COMPARATIVE WORK WITH SOCIETIES BEYOND

SOUTH AMERICA.

The institutional inquiries inventoried in the previous pages bring us to
fundamental question which both historians and anthropologists active in
Andean studies must face. It has long been obvious that models derived from
the socio-economic history of Europe cannot be applied to Andean civilizations.
Who, after all, finds it useful in his research today to compare Tawantinsuyu
to Rome, an analogy as popular in the XVI as in the XIX century? The
dangers of such uncontrolled comparisons have only recently been restated
by Aranibar (1963: 113-4).

A more sophisticated set of analogies is drawn by scholars who, without
pointing to any particular European society, make comparisons with models
which are no less European for being generalized. Baudin's socialist analogy
(1928) has received most attention by being widely circulated in several lan­
guages. It is a testimony to the quality of Baudin's work that, although few
today find his socialist interpretation of a non-industrial society useful in con­
ducting research, many think that some of his specific insights about Andean
matters are well worth following up.

Recently other systemic explanations have been offered by Wittfogel ( 1957)
and Choy (1960). The first thinks that Andean civilizations were "Oriental'
or hydraulic despotisms; the second prefers slavery as the diagnostic feature
of Inca economy. While Baudin's interpretation has been the subject of con­
siderable debate, Wittfogel's and Choy's hypotheses have not benefitted from
systematic checking. I can think of at least one productive consequence of such
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verification: since Wittfogel's classification depends on an understanding of
the extent and importance of irrigation, checking him would reveal how little
has been done to study water management and its socio-economic correlates,
either archeologically or through written sources." Similarly, to determine if
there was slavery in the Andes and if it was a dynamic feature of social organi­
zation at the time of the European invasion, would lead to more thorough study
of the prevalence, status and functions of the yana retainers than anything
available today.

Confronted with such a multiplicity of models, some students retreat to
making no comparisons at all. They immerse themselves in the "data" and
leave cross-cultural comparisons for another day. Unfortunately, this fre­
quently means the unconscious use of models from the student's own ex­
perience, which is even more distorting than the explicit projections. It also
means one foregoes the advantages of course-cultural hints: in the debate on
the yana condition, above, I would argue that M. I. Finley's essay (1964) on
"Slavery and Freedom" is the most useful contribution, though it says not a
word about the yana themselves.

A solution to this dilemma was suggested almost eighty years ago by
Heinrich Cunow. Unfortunately, it did not have much echo in scholarly circles.
Cunow (1891, 1896) thought that understanding of Andean social organiza­
tion could come from the study of societies of comparable complexity
the world over. The particular societies Cunow picked may have been less rele­
vant than some of those we can draw on today, but his basic, ethnographic
solution is, I think, one we can profitably lear-n from.

Systematic cross-cultural comparisons under controlled conditions are
commonplace today when dealing with economic, political or religious or­
ganization of contemporary societies." The basic anthropological contribu­
tion which has made these comparisons profitable in recent decades has been
the intensive study in the field of living cultures of varying degrees of com­
plexity in the Pacific and Africa. The high quality of field work prevailing
since Malinowski's Argonauts (1922), Evans-Pritchard's Azande Magic
(1937) or Firth's Tikopia (1936) make us confident that the features being
compared are not superficial analogies but systemic, functionally integrated
activities and institutions.

Many of these field investigations deal with complex societies and king­
doms: we learn about high status-lineages in Polynesia, Yoruba cities, the
royal oral tradition of the Rwanda, Zulu armies, state bookkeeping by the
Dahomean king's "wives," about administered trade. Civilization in these
areas (in the sense of cities, states, social stratification) developed outside the
Eurasian tradition and followed what seem to be distinct evolutionary paths.
As in the Americas, civilization could be shown to emerge without the obli-
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gatory use of domesticated animal energy and without much emphasis on
machinery. The revenues needed by these states to maintain courts, priesthoods
or armies were created not so much through technological innovations as
through skilled ways of mobilizing and manipulating human energies. De­
tailed comparisons of the Andean mit'a with the dopkwe of Dahomey;" or of
the' ethnic leaders among the Chupaychu with the Tikopian ariki, or of the
political functions of royal incest in the Andes and in the lacustrian kingdoms
of East Africr" would all be, I submit, of enormous suggestive value.

To go back for a moment to rights-in-Iand. The confusion created by the
European chroniclers when they attempt to account for the multiplicity of
land tenure forms in the Andes can be clarified somewhat by the XVI cen­
tury texts on royal Inca acreage discovered by Maria Rostworowski (1963).
These deal not with "property" in general, but with specific estates. Compar­
ing her Cuzco data with Lozi royal lands, the information on which was col­
lected by Max Gluckman in the field, from living royal informants (1943,
1944 ), the issues are further clarified. We see in detail how the state and the
kings can claim rights in all acreage, while ethnic and kinship groups retain
co-existing and effective access to some of the very same fields. In our own
fieldwork in Chaupiwaranqa (Pasco), where kings are long since gone but
the communities refuse to yield control of the soil and other resources, the
1nanay system not only regulates rotation of crops but also confirms annually
and ritually each household's access to its own plots. Our data (Fonseca 1966)
verify and confirm Nunez del Prado's information on maiianakuy in Chin­
chero (1949) and Jose Matos' report on how the suyu functions on the island
of Taquile (1957). Were one trying to convey to a lay audience an under­
standing of pre-European land tenures in the Andes, the most suggestive
reading would be Gluckman's Lozi work.

Once we become accustomed to such cross-cultural comparisons with
living, non-European civilizations we can then move to another neglected
area: confrontation with the Meso-American achievement. There is some
danger that spurious analogies will be suggested by the fact that both areas
were reported on by Europeans from the same peninsular cultural background,
and if Americo Castro is at all right,49 they were people recruited from even
narrower ethnic enclaves within Spain. The risk of analogies that existed in
the background of the chroniclers and not in the cultures they watched will be
reduced if one has begun the comparison with societies of similar complexity
outside the American continent. At the same time, one must reckon with the
fact that American foci of high civilization may not be so completely inde­
pendent of each other as we sometimes think. Historical connections and de­
pendencies at several different times have been documented (Coe 1960) and
most likely will be again along the Pacific coast and through the cordilleras.
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Here are some structural or substantive cultural comparisons between
Meso-America and the Andes which I would expect to be fruitful: plant
domestication and agriculture.s? urban settlement patterns;" kinship features
and their political use, differential importance of market places vs. admin­
istered trade, cloth and its manipulative use by the state and local elites,
shrines and pilgrimage centers. Some scholars have already begun such sys­
tematic comparisons-Willey (1962), Katz (1960), Zuidema (1965a) and
MacNeish-but a great deal remains to be done.

ETHNOHISTORY IN ACTION: A PROPOSAL FOR A LONG-RUN,

INTER-DISCIPLINARY, FIELD-ORIENTED RESEARCH PROJECT.

The objection can be raised that the interest in administrative visitas,
in land litigation records, or in the comparative exercises emphasized in this
review of Andean ethnohistory may well provide information and insight into
the functioning of Andean institutions but is unlikely to further our knowledge
of Andean historical processes. If one is interested in how fast Tawantinsuyu
spread, the sequence of conquests or the frequency of rebellions in areas al­
ready incorporated by earlier kings, the wars of royal succession and the like,
it is obvious that relatively little information on such themes will be dredged
from the administrative papers.

Some anthropologists have stated that elucidation of Inca history must
await clarification of the social organization. This is because they see the
European sources as hopelessly confused by the rival claims of diverse royal
lineages and by the European inability to understand what their informants
were telling them (Zuidema 1965b, 1966).

A simple case in point from my own research is kingship among the
Lupaqa: such perceptive chroniclers as Cieza and Garcilaso report that Q"ari
was the name of the king and also of the dynasty reigning in Chucuito. The
visita of Diez de San Miguel (1964) clarified the issue: Q"ari was only the
upper moiety king. His structural equivalent, the lower moiety ruler of al'l the
Lupaqa, Kusi, had been suppressed by ethnocentricity. It is well known to
Europeans that kings come in lots of one. In that sense it does not matter if
Zuidema's explanation'" of who the two kings were is historically accurate or
not. What matters is Zuidema's insistence that dual organization prevailed in
the southern Andes; this encourages our inquiry into the probability that a
pair of kings were reigning simultaneously in Cuzco at any given time. The
fact that the chroniclers insist on single rulers with overwhelming unanimity
comes less from what their informants told them than from their common
Iberian cultural background.

As anthropologists have pressed their cross-cultural claim, some historians
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have felt this to be an arrogant appropriation of the whole field of Andean
history (Brundage 1966). Others have thought that the sources have not
been carefully weighed and evaluated because the anthropologists with their
insistence on fieldwork lack training and sophistication when dealing with
texts (Wedin 1963:8).

Personally, I feel such emotions are left over from the times when isolated
giants tried to encompass the study of Andean civilizations within them­
selves. Today we know that no single personality and no single intellectual
tactic will fathom the accomplishments of Andean man across the millenia.
True, certain data can be reached only through archeology, for instance, the
emergence of Andean agriculture and animal husbandry. Only trained his­
torians can efficiently organize the intensive hunt for papers by XVI century
writers with Andean mothers, men like Molina, Valera, Avila, Poma or
Salcamayhua, on the bet that their experience will provide information and
leads unavailable elsewhere. Only contemporary field ethnology will clarify
the many forms taken by the "vertical' model of ecological control.

But I have suggested elsewhere that in addition to such single-tactic prob­
lems there are many others which can be studied adequately only if we co­
ordinate several approaches." The visitas of 1567 and 1574, covering the
kingdom of the Lupaqa could be the starting point of a long-run, inter­
disciplinary study which could bring together:

1) Archeologists who would check the Lupaqa claim to control not only
a portion of the altiplano around Lake Titicaca but also several non-contiguous
oases from 110 in Peru to Arica in Chile, as well as forest and coca-leaf pockets
in many parts of Bolivia.r' Excavation could also clarify how the Lupaqa king­
dom was put together in pre-Inca times out of seven, separate ethnic groups;
how the maize and cotton-growing oases of the Lupaqa differed (if at all)
from those nearby, belonging to the Pakaxa, another Aymara-speaking king­
dom in the highlands; and what were the relations of such kingdoms to the
Middle or Tiahuanaco horizon.

2) Historians, who would note that 1567 is a relatively late date on
which to initiate the documentary study of an area so deeply immersed in
colonial affairs as was the Lupaqa domain. Long before the visita of Diez de
San Miguel this area received special consideration (hence written records)
from the Europeans because the Lupaqa were considered rich." They were one
of the few groups never granted in encomienda but kept "en cabeza de Su
Majestad." If by mistake some of the oases on the coast were so granted,
Polo was able to convince Viceroy Cafiete that the grant should be cancelled.56

The Lupaqa also provided many of the miners at Potosi and had other im­
portant roles in the growth and organization of that center." I am convinced
that serious inquiry into Lupaqa affairs, based on materials in the archives will
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turn up data from as early as the 1540's-thus clarifying Inca-Lupaqa relations,
the political and economic organization of Chucuito as contrasted with the six
other "provinces" and, with luck, more data about the career of don Pedro
Cutinbo, who reigned for 16 crucial years before the visita of Garci Diez and
was still alive and influential when that inspection came along."

There is no need to belabor here the next and obvious steps to be taken
after one achieves the collaboration of historians and archeologists: we would
enlist the help of linguists, ecologists, demographers and field ethnologists.
Their profitable collaboration in a long-run study would begin with the Lupaqa
visitas but would reach from there both back and forward from 1567. Given
the degree of cultural continuity in the Andes, the ethnography of con­
temporary Andean populations as well as their history in colonial and republi­
can times can be readily connected to archeological manifestations through the
link of XVI century accounts. These various tactics would not only comple­
ment and verify each other; I would expect them to open new research leads
which went far beyond the original questions. As in the case of the Huanuco
study, ethno-history need no longer keep to a narrowly tactical definition: the
use of archival sources for the study of non-European ethnic groups. The
initial hint may have come from a visita, but soon the study can become a
coordinated effort of the several tactical approaches which have too long been
practiced separately." Also, since the Lupaqa domain straddled the borders of
what today are three separate republics, one could hope that this inter­
disciplinary, long-run research would also attract international sponsorship
and an international staff.

ETHNOHISTORY IN ACTION, CONTINUED: SOME

IMMEDIATE IF NARROWER PRIORITIES

Short of the kind of inter-disciplinary cooperation we tried for in Huanuco
and I now propose for the Lupaqa, there are also some immediate and less
costly joint tasks.

Guillermo Lohmann has given convincing evidence that the 1560's were
a period of transition and self-analysis in the Andean vice-royalty. Friars as
well as governors, lawyers and encomenderors, poured over the past and de­
bated the future. Many of these papers of the 1560's are now available to us
through the efforts of Levillier, Lohmann and other historians. In his survey,
Lohmann noted that the decade of the sixties need not be taken literally. The
visitas of Damian de la Bandera or of Castro and Ortega Morejon fell in the
late 1550's, the work of Sarmiento or Molina into the early 1570's, yet all of
them would be included in the epoch characterized for us by Lohmann.

Still, some important sources were put together long enough before the
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1560's to require separate study and characterization. Aranibar has noted that
some of the best and most reliable sources (like Cieza and Betanzos) prepared
their manuscripts earlier and in a different tradition." Postponing for the mo­
ment the debate over the feasibility of ever knowing very much about the his­
tory of Tawantinsuyu without a massive and costly archeological program, I
would advocate that historians and ethnologists agree on a high priority con­
centration on the second and third decades of European rule, the 1540's and
the 1550's.

To avoid being narrowly programmatic and to suggest what such high
priority entails, let me concentrate on two personalities, active and important
during the two early decades, who survived into Toledo's administration and
were also influential during Lohmann's tt1560's": Domingo de Santo Tomas
and Juan Polo de Ondegardo. They may well be the best of their respective
kind, but my bet is that 1) there were others like them, at least in some ways,
and (2) even if they were unique, a great deal more could be learned about
them and their period than we have so far learned.

Both men came to the Andes early, toward the end of the first decade of
European rule, when Andean realities still had to be taken into account and the
cliches of what "Tndians" were like had not yet prevailed. The Dominican
friar learned at least one of the Andean languages well enough to produce the
first grammar and dictionary. He also coordinated the first visita general. I
submit that the joining in a single person of such scholarly and administrative
competences leads to a knowledge and understanding of things Andean which
we have only begun to plumb.

Where are Santo Tomas' notes and drafts for his dictionary; where are
the remaining 71 reports of the first visita general; how much of "Las Casas"
is really by Fray Domingo? Angel Garibay has shown us how useful it was for
our Meso-Americanist colleagues to have located the cuadernos in Nahuatl pre­
pared by Sahagun's informants. Let me give only two brief examples of what
Santo Tomas' cuadernos could do for us. Fray Domingo's dictionary lists what
todayseems an unusual translation for a common Andean concept: ayni. Where
Europeans in the past and rural practice today 'refer it to reciprocal labor serv­
ices, Santo Tomas claimed ayni meant vengeance. Later dictionaries give both
meanings. I would argue that Fray Domingo gives us the more profound trans­
lation by hinting at social organizational ties which must be taken into account
to understand both meanings. Revenge and certain services are part of recip­
rocity; the job before us is to use his hint to discover which was the network
of kin that provided both.

My second example comes from the grammar. Santo Tomas began the
practice, followed also by Gonzalez Holguin and Bertonio, of listing kin terms
not only in the dictionary but also as a separate chapter in the grammar. He
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was first to be aware that simple listing would not do justice to the complexities
of the Andean kinship system, which every confessor had to understand if
erroneous charges of incest, for example, were to be avoided. He noted that
if the great-grandfather survived to see his great-grandson, he would address
the newcomer as "brother." Like Montaigne confronted about the same time
with the news that along the St. Lawrence river terms of address seemed to
ignore generations, Santo Tomas did not ascribe such variability in custom to
the savagery of the informants. He thought the use was ironic and worthy of
note. We know today, through Zuidema's and Lounsbury's studies, that the
elder man and his great-grandson belonged to the same social category, hence
were classificatory brothers, given the Andean three-cycle preferential marriage
pattern.

Beyond his studies of Andean languages, our research should include
more of Fray Domingo's correspondence with the king about archeological
excavations as published by Lisson,?' more about his public debates with Polo
on the convenience of placing all Andean populations in "cabeza de Su
Majestad,"62 more about his activities as bishop of Charcas when he displeased
the powers-that-be by refusing to keep in concentration camps those Andean
medicine-men and priests who refused to convert to European religion.63
The research into this major figure's career begun by Jose Maria Vargas and
Patricia Bard'" can be profitably continued by Inany more.

My second hero has recently 'received considerable recognition." As the
historians have begun to trace the minutiae of who copies from whom, it be­
comes apparent that Polo de Ondegardo's memoranda and letters were the
major source circulating among the colonial elite on such diverse topics as Inca
statecraft, Andean religion, the role and powers of the ethnic lords who sur­
vived the decapitation of Tawantinsuyu, Inca land tenure, the zeque system of
Cuzco and what have you. Polo's knowledge was rooted in his practical experi­
ence as corregidor and encomendero in the southern highlands for several
decades, beginning in the 1540's when Andean social and economic institutions
were still in operation. As Aranibar has shown, Polo's information is contem­
porary to Cieza's and Betanzos',

During La Gasca's campaign against Gonzalo Pizarro, Polo acted as quar­
termaster of the royal troops. To feed the 2,000 men during the seven weeks
they were stationed in Xauxa, Polo used the Inca warehouses still functioning
in 1548. Any other quartermaster might have done the same, but Polo was aware
how extraordinary it was that an economic system should endure 16 years after
the destruction of the power that had generated it. He was curious about how
storage functioned; he gives us the name of the manager; and he uses these
warehouses as an objective measurement of state vs. church landholdings. Since
the storage facilities of the state were so much larger than those of the church,

22

https://doi.org/10.1017/S002387910004022X Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S002387910004022X


CURRENT RESEARCH AND PROSPECTS IN ANDEAN ETHNOHISTORY

the rights-in-land of the first were inevitably more extensive. Where are the
records of these seven weeks in Xauxa? Polo tells us: "e muy gran recaudo e
quenta con ello en registros el dia de oy de todo 10 que se llevo e gasto e per­
sonas que 10 entendian sino que es tan gran proligidad tratar dello que no creo
que se pudiera acabar...." Is it too much to hope that what may have been
boring to the courtiers expected to read his memorandum has been recorded
elsewhere for the stated purpose of efficiently feeding royal troops?

Since Polo's role as advisor to a successionof governors, viceroys and eccle­
siastic concilios, as locator of royal mummies, as topographer of the zeques and
their shrines is well known;" I will end by emphasizing his understanding of
subtler Andean perceptions, in this case their perception of their ecology. I
have mentioned in passing Polo's memorandum explaining to Viceroy Cafiete
that the Lupaqa coastal oases belonged to that ethnic group even though they
were so far from the 'coreof their territory. He convinced the viceroy to remove
the oases from one Juan de San Juan to whom they had been granted in eco­
mienda and to return them to His Majesty's domain. That he may have done
so for revenue-creating purposes does not diminish my interest in his mind or
my desires to locate many more of his memoranda, letters, reports and answers
to royal questionnaires." He has provided us with an excellent explanation of
the reasons why he thought the Europeans of his time should study Andean in­
stitutions. He has in passing given the first definition and justification of what
later become applied and colonial anthropology:

... combiene a saver la costumbre destos naturales y horden que tuvieron para sus­
tentarse y poblarse e para su conservacion, como los hallamos e arrimandonos a
aquello, ordenar 10 que sobrello paresciere, quitando 10 ynjusto e afiadiendo 10 justi­
ficado, siempre se hallara probechoso, proque qualquiera que tomare otra comida
creyendo ponerles nueva horden, aprisa, qui tandoles la suya, saldra con dexarles sin
nynguna, y que ellos ny el no se entiendan; y no consiguyra otro efeto; 10 qual por
ser cosa natural, no son menester rracones, aunque bastaria una que no tiene rres­
puesta, que avnque para hacerlos christianos esta savido el camyno y tenemos por
maestro a la mysma sabiduria, est nescesario sauer sus opiniones v costumbres para
quitarselas ....68

My choice of Domingo de Santo Tomas and Polo de Ondegardo as key
figures in an intensified search may have followed from my anthropological
interest in Andean cultures before the European invasion, but even those who
are more concerned with post-1532 phenomena will recall that both men func­
tioned in a world in which most of their readers and patrons were Europeans.
Both of them were successful at a wide series of tasks entrusted to them by the
colonial regime. If sometimes on opposite sides of particular issues like the
perpetuidad of the encomiendas, they shared a similar point of view which
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argued that the successful accomplishment of European aims passed necessarily
through a sound knowledge of Andean institutions, languages, beliefs and ac­
complishments. Since this knowledge was utilized in the European-created situ­
ations of 1545 through 1575, their unpublished work, still to be located, will
benefit both groups: those who study the new regime emerging and the Andean
system waning during that period.

CONCLUSION

Despite the acknowledged and widely-felt need for collaboration in
Andean studies between historians and anthropologists, one can discern con­
siderable ambivalence in facing action. No international research center or
journal dedicated to Andean research has emerged yet to provide a world-wide
forum and continuity for the study of Andean civilizations. The complexity
of the problem before us suggests that nothing less will do the job. A Center
of Andean Studies, to include a clearing house for research and publications,
was planned in 1963 at Huampani, Peru, but did not progress in that form."
Some national institutions in the Andean republics and such widely-respected
journals as Reuista del Museo Nacional (Lima), Cuadernos de Historia y Ar­
queologia (Guayaquil), or the publications of the Centro de Investigaciones
Arqueol6gicas, Tiwanaku, do exist, doing a heroic job in the face of official
neglect. Outside institutions have also sponsored continuing research: the
seminar at Bonn, directed by Professor Trimborn, the Institut Francais d'Etudes
Andines, the Institute of Andean Research of New York, the University of
Tokyo, the Misi6n Arqueol6gica Espanola of Madrid, or the Institute of Andean
Studies at Berkeley are all active at this time. But there is relatively little collabo­
ration across national or disciplinary lines. No international seminars have taken
place recently to coordinate inter-disciplinary attacks upon common problems
in the study of Andean civilization. The forthcoming publication of NISPA
NINKU, an international newsletter in Spanish on Andean research, may help
in this direction.

Let me conclude with an immediate proposal in which ethnohistory could
playa linking, not just a tactical role. In 1970, the XXXVIII International
Congress of Americanists will meet in the Andes. There is still time, as part
of the Congress or tangentially to it, to gather a group of historians and an­
thropologists interested in the Incas, as a start." If such a group could stay to­
gether beyond the initial confrontation when each discipline believes it has to
present and defend its specific contribution, we could then concentrate on the
research problems considered to be most urgent, discover how to utilize best the
respective skills of the participants, and how to stimulate each other out of the
crevices in which past isolation has kept us.
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NOTES

1. One elaborate and expensive effort was recently published commercially without benefit of
any editing: Biblioteca Peru ana (1968).

2. Compare Aranibar (19'63: 129-30) with Wedin (1963, 1966).

3. Hanke and Gimenez Fernandez (1954); Gimenez Fernandez (1953); Bataillon (1966).

4. A French translation prefaces the edition published by the Institut Francais d'Etudes
Andines. The Spanish original is to be found in Lohmann, 1965b.

5. The Andean reaction to the invasion is just beginning to be studied (Wachtel 1968).
Kubler's article on the colonial Quechua written 25 years ago (1946), has not been super­
seded, but see Mellafe, 1967. Resistance to the invasion or siding with the invaders against
Cuzco, later revitalization movements (Millones 1964, 1968), the careers of Andean per­
sonalities like Molina, Valera, Poma or Avila, all need attention. Research has begun into
the lives and circumstances of the more accessible members of the surviving royal lineages at
Cuzco (Rowe 1951, 1957; Lohmann 1965a; Wachtel, no date) but is still in its initial
stages.

6. Aranibar (1963: 129-34).

7. Aranibar (1963: 110,129); Wedin (1966: 55-73); Lohmann (1966).

8. Porras (1950-51); Vargas Ugarte (1935, 1959).

9. Runa yn.o niscap macboncuna naupa pacha quillacata yachanman ... , vol. 3169, Biblioteca
Nacional de Madrid.

10. For details about the manuscript and Francisco de Avila, see Duviols (1967b).

11. Trimborn 1939; Galante 1942; Trimborn and Kelm 1967; Arguedas 1967. For comments
before the most recent editions see Trimborn 1948, 1951, 1953, 1960; Murra 1961.

12. In addition to the recent translations, the availability of the legends has inspired Jose Marfa
Arguedas to take the title of his next novel, El zorro de arriba y el zorro de abajo, from one
of the tales. Jorge Urioste, a linguist from Sucre, is now preparing a new translation into
Spanish and English: The Sons of Pariacaca: Cult and Myth in Huarocbirl,

13. See Jimenez de la Espada 1881 (Antecedentes); Cespedes (1946); Cline (1964).

14. Levillier 1921: 20-25; Espinoza 1967a.

15. The Chupaychu region covered by MIle Helmer's text had been under European control for
only seven years when the oisitadores came. The ethnic groups of the upper Huallaga and
upper Marafi6n valleys offered considerable resistance to the Europeans, some of it orga­
nized from Cuzco and some apparently local.

A further fragment from this visita general, summarizing population figures for the
Lupaqa, near Lake Titicaca, can be found in Diez de San Miguel [1567J, 1964: 202-203.

16. Some interesting analyses of demographic data from the visitas can be found in Hadden
(1967); Sacchetti (1964); Smith (1970).

17. Damian de la Bandera [1557], 1881; Crist6bal de Castro and Ortega Morej6n [1558J, 1936.

18. The Ghent questionnaire of 1559 was used not only to conduct the Chupaychu visita but
was also answered by Polo de Ondegardo in 1561 when he was passing through Lima. His
answers have been published in Reuista Historica, Lima 1940.

19. Murra (1962a, 1966, 1967).
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20. I have had a chance to consult this microfilm through the courtesy of Dr. Waldemar Espinoza,
who located it in the Archivo de Indias. Since then, Chilean scholars at the Centro de Investi­
gaciones Hist6ricas of Santiago, and the German anthropologist Jiirgen Golte, have also
studied it. It is the best source we have so far on the cultivation of coca-leaf.

21. Toledo's instrucciones (the questionnaire used for the visita), and the names of the in­
spectors are available to us; see Revista Historica (Lima 1924). Part of the visita, in which
Toledo himself took part, has been reprinted by Levillier (1921, vol. 2) .

22. Kubler (1946); Murra (1964: 438).

23. One volume of a summary of the whole vrsrta, emphasizing demography and tribute
obligations, was located in the Archive de Indias by Dr. Espinoza and later by other scholars
as well. In 1968 the University of San Marcos was contemplating publishing the summary,
edited by Noble David Cook.

24. The information was collected by Pedro Gutierrez Flores who was appointed a special
visitador for the Lupaqa by Toledo. The fragment published (Gutierrez [1574J, 1964)
is a census of llama and alpaca herds held by the several lineages and moieties. Since 1964
further pieces of this visita have been located in Seville by Franklin Pease G. Y. and
]iirgen Golte.

25. Murra (1964).

26. Murra (1966).

27. Murra (1967).

28. Murra (1968).

29. Beyond Jimenez de la Espada's brief Relaciones (1881-97), the first to publish a complete
visita was Domingo Angulo, who inaugurated the Revista del Archivo Nacional (Lima)
in 1920, with a reproduction of the Chupaychu inspection. These early issues have long
been out of print. The Universidad Nacional Hermilio Valdizan republished this report in
1967; the present author checked the new' edition with the original manuscript and added
new materials. A second volume, with the visita of the Yacha and several villages of
mitmaqkuna from the South, awaits reprinting.

30. I have pointed to similar areas of collaboration in Murra (1964: 421-24).

31. The probability is strong that although the litigants are Andean villages, at least one of the
sides in the dispute was backed in its suit by the encomenderos of the area.

32. Mellafe (1965).

33. Thompson and Murra (19'66).

34. Murra (1956, chap. II).

35. Kosok (1964).

36. One of the unpublished sources brought back from Seville by Dr. Espinoza deals with liti­
gation over some coca-leaf lands located on the western slopes of the Andes, above Lima,
where no one grows coca-leaf today. The testimony of the litigants is without parallel in
Andean ethnography: witnesses report reconnoitering and spying on the area on behalf of
their ethnic group; how such groups shared a resource; the Inca intervention in the region.
An essay based on this material is now being prepared by Maria Rostworowski de Diez
Canseco.

37. Fonseca (1966).
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38. See Iitigation between sons of Juan Sanchez Falcon and those of Juan de Valladolid, both
early encomenderos in the Huanuco region, in Archivo General de Indias (Seville), Escri­
banta de Camara 497A. Access to this manuscript was facilitated by dona Maria Rostwo­
rowski de Diez Canseco, at the time cultural attache of the embassy of Peru in Madrid.

39. See similar and apparently independent clarification of the functions of the two officials in
Guillen (1962).

40. Temple (1959: 118-22). One of her students, SOcrates Villar Cordova, has elaborated her
ideas in a dissertation submitted to the University of San Marcos in 1958, but not printed
until 1966. He deals primarily with the royal yana and did not use the material in the
Lupaqa visita.

41. Some years ago Dr. Espinoza prepared an essay about the Lupaqa kings and their genealogy
based on unpublished materials from the Archive de Indias. Unfortunately, the manuscript
was stolen in the Trujillo bus station.

42. For example, the Lupaqa visita. The questionnaire prepared for Diez de San Miguel in-
quired into decimal subdivisions, but the informants ignored the question.

43. The dissertation was written for the University of Chicago.

44. Mendizabal's dissertation was prepared for the University of San Marcos.

45. Kosak (1962, 1964); Schaedel (1952, 1966); Rodriguez Suysuy (i1969).

46. Eggan (1958). See also the journal Comparative Studies in Society and History, passim.

47. Herskovits (1938).

48. de Heusch (1958, 1966). Also Rostworowski (1960).

49. Castro (1962, 1966).

50. MacNeish (1968). Since then MacNeish has begun fieldwork in the Andes; Jeff Parsons
and Kent Flannery, of the University of Michigan, are known to be making plans for field
research, the first on the coast, the second in the highlands.

51. Rowe (1963) ; Millon (1968) ; Hardoy and Schaedel (1969).

52. 1964: 127-8.

53. Marra (1962b).

54. Schaedel (1957); Munizaga (1957); Vescelius (no date).

55. Marra (1964: 422-23).

56. Polo [1571] (1916: 81).

57. Diez de San Miguel [1567] (1964: 60-71, 177-79).

58. Beyond his testimony in various parts of the visita,Cutinbo is also mentioned in a manu­
script by Pero Lopez, now prepared for publication for the Newberry Library by the Co­
lombian historian Juan Friede. See f. 48v.

59. See articles in Cuadernos de Investigaci6n, I (1966); also Hadden (1967); Morris (1967).

60. Aranibar (1967: xxvi, lxiii-Ixxiv) .

61. Lisson (1943).

62. Vargas Ugarte (1938: 84); Ugarte y Ugarte (1966).

63. Diez de San Miguel [1567] (1964: 235).

64. Vargas (1937); Bard (1967).
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65. Aranibar (1963: n. 8).

66. Aranibar (1963: 124-126, n. 8). See also Polo's comments on the 1562 visita to H uanuco
(to be published in vol. II of that visita, £I. 214r-v) .

67. Even a collection of the known papers by and about Polo would be very useful. For ex­
ample, a set of two letters to Gonzalo Pizarro in Perez de Tudela (1964), or his hoja de
seruicios [1552], in the Archivo de Indias, which Pierre Duviols has been preparing for
publication.

68. Polo [1571] (1916: 81-2).

69. Two research institutions did spring from that meeting: the Plan de Fomento Lingiiistico
of the Universidad de San Marcos and the Instituto de Estudios Peruanos.

70. The XXXIX Congress of Americanists will be held in Lima in 1970.
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