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ABSTRACT

Collectivization and collaboration are categories essentially studied as a social dimension in urban contexts, despite the spatial dimension of rural realities. Given this reality of scientific studies, the research goal was to demonstrate collectivization for collaboration in rural lodging spaces from Sítio Hortêncio (Florianópolis, state of Santa Catarina, Brazil) as a research object. The research is a qualitative and descriptive study in view of space as a communicating empirical object. Bibliography and search in primary and secondary data sources, in loco spatial reading, and photographs of the spaces of the research object as support for spatial reading constituted the research procedures and instruments. First, collected data was approached by Semiotic of Peirce, followed by Benjamin Montage Theory. The semiotic and the montage theory presented themselves as unusual as methodological approaches for the Hospitality industry; the rural lodging space was an innovative attribute of approach for studies in the Hospitality area; rural lodging spaces revealed possibilities of political actions of collaborative, direct democracy for the empowerment of rural communities in Brazil. Collectivization and collaboration have been explained as urban phenomena. Therefore, the description of rural lodging spaces could legitimize other spaces that are not urban public spaces as support for collectivization and collaboration. The results gave meaning to rural lodging spaces, understood as communicators of collectivization for collaboration in the Brazilian rural territory.
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RESUMEN

Colectivización y colaboración son categorías esencialmente estudiadas hasta el momento como dimensión social en contextos urbanos, aunque los estudios son posibles desde la dimensión espacial en contextos rurales. Ante esta realidad de los estudios científicos, el objetivo de la investigación fue demostrar la colectivización para la colaboración en espacios de alojamiento rural en el objeto de investigación Cortijo Hortêncio (Florianópolis, Santa Catariana, Brasil). La investigación se caracterizó como cualitativa y descriptiva en vista del espacio como objeto empírico comunicador; bibliografía y búsqueda en fuentes de datos primarios y secundarios, lectura espacial in loco y fotografías de los espacios del objeto de investigación como soporte para la lectura espacial, constituyeron procedimientos e instrumentos de investigación. Los datos recogidos fueron abordados por la Semiótica peirceana, seguida por la Teoría del Montaje benjaminiana. La Semiótica y la Teoría de Montaje se presentaron como un abordaje metodológico inusual para las áreas de Hospitalidad y Hotelería; el espacio de hospedaje rural fue un atributo innovador de abordaje para los estudios en las áreas de Hospitalidad y Hotelería; los espacios de alojamiento rural demostraron posibilidades para acciones políticas de democracia directa colaborativa como posibilidad para el empoderamiento de comunidades rurales. Colectivización y colaboración han sido explicadas como fenómenos urbanos, pero la descripción de espacios de alojamiento rural pudo legitimar otros espacios que no son espacios públicos urbanos como soporte de colectivización para colaboración. Los resultados demostraron espacios de alojamiento rural comunicadores de colectivización para la colaboración en el territorio rural brasileño.
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ESPAÇOS COMUNICANTES DE COLETIVIZAÇÃO PARA COLABORAÇÃO EM ALOJAMENTO RURAL NO BRASIL


RESUMO 

Coletivização e colaboração são categorias essencialmente estudadas enquanto dimensão social em contextos urbanos, embora sejam possíveis estudos a partir da dimensão espacial em contextos rurais. Diante dessa realidade de estudos científicos, o objetivo da pesquisa foi demonstrar a coletivização para colaboração em espaços de alojamento rural no Cortijo Hortêncio objeto de pesquisa (Florianópolis, Santa Catarina, Brasil). A pesquisa caracterizou-se como qualitativa e descritiva tendo em vista o espaço como objeto empírico comunicador; bibliografia e busca em fontes de dados primárias e secundárias, leitura espacial in loco e fotografias dos espaços do objeto de pesquisa como suporte para a leitura espacial constituíram procedimentos e instrumentos de pesquisa. Os dados coletados foram abordados pela Semiótica Peirciana, seguida da Teoria da Montagem Benjaminiana. A Semiótica e a Teoria da Montagem foram apresentadas como uma abordagem metodológica incomum para as áreas de Hospitalidade e Hotelaria; o espaço de hospedagem rural foi um atributo de abordagem inovadora para estudos nas áreas de Hospitalidade e Hotelaria; Os espaços de alojamento rural demonstraram possibilidades de ações políticas de democracia direta colaborativa como possibilidade de empoderamento das comunidades rurais. A coletivização e a colaboração têm sido explicadas como fenômenos urbanos, mas a descrição dos espaços de alojamento rural poderia legitimar outros espaços que não sejam públicos urbanos como suporte da coletivização para a colaboração. Os resultados demonstraram espaços de alojamento rural que comunicam coletivização para colaboração no território rural brasileiro.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Three phenomena that have been little studied together (collectivization, collaboration, and rural lodging spaces in Brazil) were able to give meaning to the innovative character of the research because studies of lodging facilities have been done little by the spatial category of analysis, which is done mainly by the socio-economic orientation of companies (Lashley, 2015), which grounded the research problem.

In another way, the innovative character of the research also lies in the proposition of new methodological “designs” for Hospitality and Hotel Management by using spatial reading (Ferrara, 2005; Ferrara, 2000; Ferrara, 1999), Semiotic of Peirce for space (Peirce, 1984), and Benjamin’s Montage Theory (Benjamin, 2007); as well as jointly studying collectivization and collaboration in rural lodging spaces in Brazil.

The research assumption emerged with experiences lived in spaces of the research object, which inferred collectivization for collaboration in rural territory, so that collectivization would not only manifest in cities (Pamplona and Carvalho Jr., 2017; Rahmatabadi et al., 2011; Reis & Venâncio, 2019; Swerts, 2017) and virtual social networks (Balula, 2010), as it was concluded that contemporary studies have attributed to urban space the effective place of collectivization (Swerts, 2017; Rahmatabadi et al., 2011), place of “dialogue” (Reis and Venâncio, 2018), and the city as essential support for popular participation (Pamplona and Carvalho Jr., 2017). Thus, the research question arose: can rural lodging spaces in Brazil also give meaning to collectivization for collaboration? To this end, the Sítio Hortêncio was used as a research object, located in the agrarian part of Florianópolis, Santa Catarina (SC), Brazil. As such, the site was described as an empirical phenomenon that contextualizes the Brazilian rural area and the values that influence it. Thus, the object of the study generalized the research results appropriate to qualitative research in Social Sciences and Applied Social Sciences (Marconi and Lakatos, 2017).

However, it should be noted that studies on collectivization in rural space have been found, such as that of Navarrete (2017), who pointed out the reunion of runaway enslaved people in the Sierras de María (Cartagena de Indias, Caribbean) in the 17th century. Nunes (2017) studied agricultural colonies in the Amazon between 1840 and 1880. Studies by León (2017) pointed to collectivization in the Central Valley (Chile). However, it is noteworthy that no scientific work has dealt with collectivization for collaboration in rural lodging spaces.

This paper could be justified given the goal of revealing new collectivization spaces for collaboration, which is necessary for the face of the Latin American nation-state collapse, where different socio-spatial groups lack “other” collaborative civic pacts (Hamburger-Fernández, 2013; Tricárico et al., 2019a; Tricárico et al., 2019b). In this bias, the exploratory colonial heritage of Brazilian history has made an object culture to civic places (Damatta, 1997), allied to the late Brazilian urbanization that took place in an accelerated manner to solve problems of population swelling in the face of the growing industrialization of emerging metropolises, and therefore without due care for public civic spaces (Deák and Schiffer, 2010).

This research was also justified by the condition that collectivization and collaboration may be predictors of consensus (Tricárico et al., 2019a; Tricárico et al., 2019b).

2. OBJECTIVES

In front of all this, the general research propose was to demonstrate the meanings of collectivization for collaboration in rural lodging spaces in Brazil. The following specific objectives were adopted to achieve the general propose:

1) Understand and systematize categories of description and analysis for collectivization and collaboration.

2) Define spatial attributes as support for collectivization and collaboration.

3) Describe spatial attributes of collectivization for collaboration of the research object.

4) Compare description and analysis categories for collectivization and collaboration with spatial attributes of collectivization for collaboration of the research object.

3. METHODS


3.1. Research characteristics

This paper is qualitative and descriptive research since the goal indicated generalization to phenomena of the Brazilian rural space, as well as the interdisciplinarity between phenomena – collectivization, collaboration, and rural lodging spaces – based on results description little interrelated until then (Marconi and Lakatos, 2017).



3.2. Data collection instrument

Initially, bibliometrics was carried out in electronic research portals, which used theme-related keywords in English, Portuguese, and Spanish.

There was a search for academic and scientific papers in university libraries, online research databases, in primary sources (websites, videos, brochures) to contextualize and substantiate the relevance of Sítio Hortêncio as a research object. Then, there was an on-site spatial reading and the use of photographs to represent the space (primary source) in and of the site. We have abduction (Peirce, 1984) followed by identifying sign fragments from the past (Benjamin, 2007) as categories of description in its epistemic approaches. The researcher's repertoire supported this process in choosing pertinent signs to describe the research object based on previous knowledge (Barthes, 1971), while at the same time, the description of the pre-listed signs fragments (Benjamin, 2007) was deepened based on bibliographic research of the last twenty years in electronic research databases.

The on-site spatial reading and photographic survey were made on February 20 and 21, 2022.



3.3. Method for describing the collected data

Space was understood with a communicating role of ways of thinking and knowing (Caramella, 2007) and, therefore, space is endowed with plurisignification (condition inherent to the spatial language), which can provide a diversity of communications and information that unfold abductive processes (Peirce, 1984) as first opportunities for discoveries, made from experiences (empirical) in and from the space of the object of study (Ferrara, 1999). From there, unthinkable, extraordinary, and not necessarily assertive associations may occur (Ferrara, 2005, p. 31): “(…) associate what we never before thought to associate (…)” (Peirce, 1974, p. 5,168).

Abduction (Peirce, 1984) and Montage Theory (Benjamin, 2007) supported the on-site space reading: “The reading (…) of an everyday continuum presents a close methodological and epistemological union between (…) Walter Benjamin and (…) Charles Sanders Pierce, especially his phenomenology (…)” (Ferrara, 2000, p. 127). So the abduction (Peirce, 1984) was foreboding for Benjamin’s Montage (2007), supporting associations and connections between interrelated “distant” spaces, pretentiously aiming at scientific assertions (Ferrara, 1999).

Montage (Benjamin, 2007) is supported by signs of the past (sign fragments from the past) in comparative temporal “discontinuity” but denoting “repetition” of history (Ferrara, 2000). The Montage (Benjamin, 2007) presupposes a reader of spaces and images that recognizes, redeems, and rediscovers the past in the present (Ferrara, 2000), much in function of the reader’s repertoire (Barthes, 1971). It is convenient for the researcher to read the past and note sign fragments from the past in the present (Benjamin, 2007). That is, initially, the spatial reading will always be possible (abduction), being in sign circumstances (Peirce, 1984); therefore, the space reading will never be complete (Ferrara, 2005). It is worth pointing out that sign is something that “(…) represents something to someone (…)” (Peirce, 1974), Alternatively, as St. Augustine (apud Epstein, 2002, p. 17) defined it: sign “(…) makes something different appear in mind (…)”.

The ascertainment of sign fragments from the past (Benjamin, 2007) in the empirical in and of the space of the research object (Sítio Hortêncio) and the due provision of conclusive unexpected results grounded the descriptive qualitative research, which is a condition befitting the Social Sciences and Applied Social Sciences (Marconi and Lakatos, 2017).

This research also considered a heteronomy from Semiotic as an epistemic approach for the other areas of knowledge, such as Sociology, History, Architecture, and Urbanism (Coopex Unibrasil, 2003), as well as suggests Semiotic for studies in the areas of Hospitality and Hotel Management.

4. RESULTS



4.1. Bibliographic review


4.1.1. Collectivization and space

Collectivization is something that is done by an individual and is also done by other individuals with the same objectives and reasons (Rabelo, 2003). Thus, space for collectivization is conditioned as real physical support that encloses several individuals with mutual interests; in that regard, agglomeration of people in urban public spaces effectively constitutes a space for collectivization (Albuquerque and Días, 2019).

Current sociological research has demonstrated the democratic empowerment of new urban community leadership as an alternative to state power (Hambleton, 2015), and gender research has revealed civic collaboration in cosmopolitan cities (HØy-Petersen et al., 2016). Sociological research has concluded innovative strands in urban ecological activism for urban public policy based on inclusion through family ties (Blok and Meilvang, 2014).

One of the few studies on collectivization in rural territory found that rural settlements of the MST1 (Movimento Sem Terra) in Brazil could demonstrate collectivization as a factor for strengthening subjective, material, and ethical efficiencies in inclusive or exclusive social situations and overcoming ethical and political conflicts, given the cooperation and solidarity in social arrangements of different groups (Groff et al., 2009).

On the other hand, collectivization is understood as an imposition of the state's public power, even with the objective of solving social demands. Thus, we can verify, for example: in the Great Communal House (Tianjin, China) with compulsory collectivist spaces, despite being intimate spaces (Bray, 2005); in the forced collectivization of Hungarian peasants in the early 1960s (Morell, 2012); in the imposed collectivization for Chinese (Hershatter, 2006) and Soviet (Marples, 1991) societies in the 1950s; in collectivization campaigns and the advent of famine in Kazakhstan between the 1930s and 1933s (Volkava, 2012); among other facts that denounced collectivization as a social trauma of class and gender.

It is worth noting that this research used the notion of collectivization as a gathering of people who have interests in common causes (Rabelo, 2003), and, therefore, collectivization was understood as a prediction for collaboration (Tricárico et al., 2019a), as there is in collaboration a predisposition to interpersonal and intergroup transitive communication proper to collaboration (Martsinkovskaya et al., 2018).



4.1.2. Collaboration and collectivization in lodging

The bibliometric instrument and bibliographic reading accused insufficient scientific literature that interrelated the phenomena of lodging facilities, collectivization, and collaboration. Only one work was found regarding the approach between rural lodging facilities and collaboration (Tricárico et al., 2019a).

Collaboration was not a reason for monetized payment for service rendered, but it was a moral obligation and gifted retribution imbued with ethics and generosity that overlapped mercantile relationships (Lashley, 2015; Mauss, 1974; Pimentel, 2009). Therefore, according to Sales and Salles (2010), one must transpose the utilitarian and economic bias of research on collaboration because collaboration, when studied in the light of collectivism, overcomes individual value, as each individual has their identities shared when exposed communally, being the shared gift “contamination” of solidarity (Goudbout and Caillé, 2007).

Hotels throughout history have been able to manifest collectivist and collaborative values when their spaces promoted social interaction, as in the case of Grand Hotels, which, although they were private spaces, behaved as “public spaces” (Walker, 2002).

The collectivist value can be explained by the common motivation among visitors looking for natural and rural destinations, to escape from everyday life in cities in order to socialize, exchange, and learn among different cultures and, above all, experience in nature, the examples of rural tourism, ecotourism, and agritourism (Manzanares and Mateos, 2017). In Brazil, rural tourism activities are being guided by partnerships of cooperation and collaboration networks among farmers and information exchanges with visitors (Pimentel, 2009); for example, rural farming families promote experiences for “urban” guests (Onyx et al., 2007; Pimentel, 2009; Prybylski, 2008; Sales & Salles, 2010). In this sense, Brazilian rural tourism has transformed social processes in terms of physical, human, and institutional capital (Grimm & Sampaio, 2011), and the rural lodging facility (sometimes built in collective effort) is a “binder” of local identities and cultures, notions of community, knowledge exchange between hosts and guests, and awareness of everyday achievements (Brambatti and Nitsche, 2017; Moraes et al., 2017; Onyx et al., 2007).

Grimm and Sampaio (2011) defined Brazilian rural lodging as an enterprise that promotes activities biased by social sharing, especially when it comes to family lodgings: “(…) in lodgings (…) where relationships become closer, more intimate, and authentic (…)” (Maldonado, 2005, p. 8) – signs for collaboration. This Brazilian rural lodging context is linked to CBT (Community-Based Tourism, which strives for social sustainability and, therefore, stimulates social relationships between visitors and hosts (Kruczek et al., 2018; Petrovic ́, 2018) as a possibility for collaboration (Tricárico et al., 2019a).

It is worth noting that the theoretical review for phenomena of rural lodging, collectivization, and collaboration has been “inclined” to essentially social values, despite space and even socio-spatial relationships.




4.2. Spaces of Sítio Hortêncio in the light of sign fragments from the past (Benjamin, 2007)


4.2.1. Landscape of the Sertão of Vale do Ribeirão do Peri, landscape framed by a gateway

The predominance of natural spaces at Sítio Hortêncio (Figure 1) emphasizes collectivist and collaborative values (Arama et al., 2019; Tang and Long, 2018).

Figure 1

The landscape of the Sertão of Vale do Ribeirão do Peri (Florianópolis, SC, Brazil) from Sítio Hortêncio and the entrance gateway to the site



Source: Author’s archive (2022).

The Brazilian rural territory is essentially a natural space and, as such, it can provide escapism as an interest for many individuals (Rabelo, 2003) because there is a collectivist search for an escape from the hectic daily life in the cities, and social relations of affection can be more tightly knit when they are away from the fast-paced work environment. Community values were exhausted in the urban environment that emerged with the Industrial Revolution, given the more fantastic search for work in cities and the concentration of capital, which also brought new ideologies to life (Bauman, 2001).

Escapism goes back to the need for experiences close to nature in the context of the effectiveness of cities of the First Industrial Revolution. As an example, and as a sign fragment from the past (Benjamin, 2007), we can recall the ideal of Baden-Powell (1908) with his scout camps in the middle of nature, where there would be civic preparation for future adults.

Still in the historical context of the cities of the Industrial Revolution, one can think that the idealization of an enjoyed, desired, nostalgic, and even imagined landscape for escapism goes back (Benjamin, 2007) to the nature represented in landscape paintings and still lifes in the rooms of 19th century bourgeois houses, that is, the picture with landscape paintings was a “window” for the enjoyment of escapism since outside the bourgeois house of the 19th century there was an inhospitable, polluted city, with no sanitation (Caramella, 2007).

In yet another way, one can explain the experience amid nature as a sign fragment from the past (Benjamin, 2007) as a religious asceticism and sublimation, the gardens of Eden for beyond the grave, the mountaintop to the temple of the Greek acropolis as a metaphor for proximity to the “heavens”, staggering of stepping stones in Machu Picchu for sacrifices (Jellicoe and Jellicoe, 1995), among other spaces near nature that supported religious collectivist expressions because individuals group together with typical desires for faith and proselytizing (Martsinkovskaya et al., 2018; Rabelo, 2003).

Nature is framed in Sítio Hortêncio by an entrance gateway/porch (figure 1). So that gate is a sign fragment from the past (Benjamin, 2007) because it is a metaphor for a “window” that frames (like a painting) the natural landscape and is the entrance “door” to the site. In other words, the “window” porch gives meaning to the landscape. Window originates from the Latin word jañuella (diminutive of jañua – entrance door); jañua gives origin to the word January in honor of the god of “beginnings” Janus. The gateway placed there has the opportunity to select the image of nature and the space of the site, distinguishing what is outside and inside, what is imprisoned and what is released when entering the site and indicates a metaphorical crossing ritual from one state to another (Caramella, 2007) – that state of frenetic urban life to the state of escapism next to rural life in the farm (Bauman, 2001).

Historically, porches have been made as spaces of ritualistic religious representation to enter sacred places, as with tabernacles and oratories, and were, therefore, guarded to allow only chosen people to pass through (Laurence & Newsome, 2012). Laurance and Newsome (2012) argue that individuals are visually affected by porches because they lead the eye to something that is to be made visible and meaningful. No wonder the Arc de Triomphe in Paris is strategically defined as a “symbolic” entrance into a new city of the French Revolution, made by the ideals of Napoleon III with Baron de Haussmann as its executor (Caramella, 2007).



4.2.2. Organic garden

Sítio Hortêncio’s organic garden (figure 2) is a place of collectivization for learning and training guests and visitors who have a common interest (Martsinkovskaya et al., 2018; Rabelo, 2003) in producing and eating organic vegetables, constituting information exchange imbued by collaboration (Tricárico et al., 2019a). In addition, the garden promotes the production, commercialization, and subsistence of the farm (K. S. de Souza, personal communication, February 21, 2022).

Figure 2

Organic garden, Sítio Hortêncio



Source: Author’s archive (2022).

Organic gardening can be traced back to (Benjamin, 2007) pre-industrial and artisanal agricultural manufacturing activities that required collaborative collective work to handle production, despite proper mechanization of agricultural practices. Such pre-industrial agricultural production mode placed the worker actively participating in all production phases. Because of this, the importance of others' work was respected and recognized, unfolding awareness of the social role of everyone's work (Rosenthal, 2005).



4.2.3. Pet nurseries

Pet nurseries (figure 3) use fauna as their motto because in describing a sign fragment from the past (Benjamin, 2007), it was observed that domestication of animals already occurred in the early days of European colonization in South America when indigenous people adopted sociable dog breeds despite disobedient, solitary wandering dog breeds that were unwilling for group insertion (Clutton-Brock, 1977). So, early practices for domesticating animals were established by their inherent ability to collectivize, which transfers to human behaviors (Clutton-Brock, 1977; Kirk, 2019) in a kind of metaphor of the referential animal social structure for social organization among humans (Gasparini et al., 2008).

Figure 3

Pet nurseries, Sítio Hortêncio



Source: Author’s archive (2022).

Pet nurseries are intended for visiting children at the farm, where collectivization takes place between children and in the interaction of children with pets; such collectivization is accentuated because studies have shown psychological improvement upon possession of and contact with domestic animals (Enders-Slegers and Hediger, 2019; Janssens et al., 2020), because there are emotional exchanges between humans and animals, especially since individuals can learn from animal behavior, transferable and welcomed as human behavior as well (Clutton-Brock, 1977; Kirk, 2019). Thus, ethical principles in animal care are passed on to individuals, and the division of tasks in animal care may denote collaboration among caregivers (Palmer et al., 2022).



4.2.4. Balconies

When looking back through history at sign fragments from the past (Benjamin, 2007) of balconies, one can notice their spatial capacity as a place between public life (street) and private life (home). Balconies can manifest themselves as urban public spaces (Brandão & Moreira, 2017; Brown et al., 2010), and, in this way, balconies are capable of collectivization when welcoming residents, neighbors, and visitors. Under this perspective, balconies ritualize social-spatial situations when there is a possible entry of “strangers” into the private space of the home, which is often not prepared for proper hospitality (Heathcote, 2012). At the same time, they socially select what is convenient or not (Maragno and Coch, 2017), so that balconies carry an “aura” of “public space” when it has collectivization (Brandão and Moreira, 2017; Brown et al., 2010).

Balconies support daily tasks when there are home repairs, cleaning, children's play, and gardening, among other activities that promote collective experiences among family members, neighbors, and friends; giving meaning to community life and even a safe environment for walkers in the streets (Brown et al., 2010). However, balconies do not impose conviviality between individuals but are ready to promote collectivization and collaboration even in socio-political and cultural-civic contexts (Brown et al., 2010). Balconies were classrooms during the North American population explosion; they symbolized home and even nation for North Americans because they transgressed the imposition of English settler building models (Heathcote, 2012). Since colonization, they have existed in Brazilian homes (Maragno and Coch, 2017), and they are present in almost every human settlement (Heathcote, 2012).

Balconies at Sítio Hortêncio (figure 4) can promote collectivization and timely collaboration between hosts, visitors, and guests, extending as a training factor. Especially at night, balconies are spaces for people to gather (K. S. de Souza, personal communication, February 21, 2022) and, as such, can extend activities that took place in daylight, even if night talks are guided by more rhythmic dialogues, joy, music, and dances, that strengthen more affective bonds denoted by conversations about marriage, kinship, deities, myths, legends, about an imaginary and supernatural world, as opposed to morning and afternoon talks guided by concerns of economic production, human survival, and political problems (Wiessner, 2014).

Figure 4

Balconies at Sítio Hortêncio



Source: Author’s archive (2022)



4.2.5. Kitchen: eating at the table and cooking on the wood stove

The kitchens of Sítio Hortêncio (figure 5) can be described as a remake (Benjamin, 2007) of the Brazilian colonial kitchen because there is a common characteristic between them of being open kitchens to the outside environment, a fact that is found in the indigenous women of Colonial Brazil the habit of cooking outside the buildings, due to the heat generated by the fire in the closed environment inside the buildings (Lemos, 1976).

Figure 5

Kitchens, dining tables, and stoves at Sítio Hortêncio



Source: Author’s archive (2022).

Dining tables in the kitchen means the collectivization of people with a common interest in food (Rabelo, 2003) and makes the Brazilian kitchen a historically constructed place (Benjamin, 2007) for collective fellowship between the family and between the family and intimate visitors (Lemos, 1976). So, collective meals can describe acts that involve food as a time lived in a non-solitary way – a gathering of ingredients and spices, cooking the food, eating, and even the siesta –, going back (Benjamin, 2007) to the advent of eating as a motto for socialization, which can accentuate social codes that indicate with “whom” and “how” food is shared, and denote borders and collective achievements. The advent of food can also establish collaborative relations (Carneiro, 2005).

Maffesoli (2002) pointed out that when one eats in a group, communication is made possible, as individuals are put in common, resulting in mutual information predictive of collaboration: “(…) the meal is a fundamentally social act, insofar as it offers its partners an impressive experience of social relations, solidly determining cohesion, momentarily making impositions and unevenness disappear (…)” (Maffesoli, 2002, p. 132). The collective meal can emerge conflicts as rituals of “theatricalized” insults – food plating, what to eat, how to handle cutlery, how to serve – at the same time as they are diligent “balance” they “are indications of a symbolic exchange that tries to escape the domination of power or the various “must and be” (Maffesoli, 2002).

It is also possible to describe the kitchen as a past symbolic fragment (Benjamin, 2007) because it is the domain of fire, which is why it means the domain of cooking, one of the conditions distinguishing human beings from irrational animals. The fire was the motto for group feeding since prehistoric times that not only met biological needs but could affectively bring together people who socialized around fires, despite the use of fire for defense against ferocious animals or as heating (García, 2009; Radcliffe-Brown, 1922). Collectivization around the fire (in campfires or stoves) could transform the human condition by creating spaces for a collective understanding of adversity and encouraging coexistence by signifying mutual security (Radcliffe-Brown, 1922).

5. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSION




5.1. Results discussion

The study object (Sítio Hortêncio) has spaces predominantly built with nature (either built or in natura), Sertão do Vale do Ribeirão do Peri, organic garden, and pet nurseries, which stimulate and spatially support the collective desire in common (Martsinkovskaya et al., 2018; Rabelo, 2003) for escapism. Collaboration can occur in these processes of collectivization for escapism (Tricárico et al., 2019a), especially since collectivization that unfolds into collaboration effectively takes place in natural spaces (Arama et al., 2019; Tang and Long, 2018).

The organic garden space sustains collective use for the common goal (Martsinkovskaya et al., 2018; Rabelo, 2003) in learning how to undertake the field of organic agricultural production or for the common interest and concerns in healthy food. Likewise, processes made by communications and information (Maffesoli, 2002) are guided by contents that transfer mutual collaboration (Tricárico et al., 2019a).

Balcony spaces and open kitchen spaces may not be intended for pre-established common interests (Martsinkovskaya et al., 2018; Rabelo, 2003), but when they host several individuals, simultaneously one suggests dialogues that present common content (Maffesoli, 2002) with collaborative value.

In general, the listed spaces described in the research object reveal the ability to gather visitors, guests, hosts, tourists, and local people, among many others, which is then based on notions of community, which can be enhanced by comparing and contributing experiences among different people, consolidating the place (Bauman, 2001). In this sense, Milton Santos (2000) has demonstrated that community must surpass only individuals from the locality, mainly because the notion of community is established by solidary relationships of the subject with the place, whether this subject lives in the place or not. Thus, collectivization and collaboration in lodging facilities can be remembered by different people (Decker, 2009) and disseminate the culture of socialization beyond the local community: “When he returned to his country, he was happy to tell the signs of kindness he had received; and the memory was perpetuated in the family (…)” (Montadon, 2003, p. 133).

Collectivization and collaboration have been explained as urban phenomena (Albuquerque and Días, 2019; Blok and Meilvang, 2014; Hambleton, 2015; HØy-Petersen et al., 2016), and, therefore, the description of rural lodging spaces could legitimize other spaces that are not urban public spaces as support for collectivization and collaboration (Domblás, 2015; Reca, 2004; Rahmatabadi, 2011; Soltani, 2018). Such a finding is a matter of contemporary interest within the Brazilian socio-political context, which needs spatial support that assists collectivization for collaborative, direct democracy actions (Bouchard and Wike, 2022; Pereira, 1977). Mainly because, in Brazil, there are manifestations of techno-bureaucracy that, with its experts, ignore the opinion of “others” (Pereira, 1977).

In terms of critical social debate, by taking the socio-spatial dialectic (Lefebvre, 1991; Soja, 1993) used to study spaces in rural lodging facilities, one could expose the significant role of space in the face of social phenomena (Cunningham, 2013; Lindström and Öqvist, 2013; Maximov, 2016; Moreira et al., 2018; Richards and Larson, 1989; Theimann, 2016).

There is research that has exposed manifestations of collectivization and collaboration within the rural territory and rural tourism contexts (Groff et al., 2009; Manzanares and Mateos, 2017; Onyx et al., 2007; Pimentel, 2009; Prybylski, 2008; Sales and Salles, 2010). However, they are researches focused on social bias and do not have the space of a rural lodging facility as an object. Dialectically, by having the qualitative and descriptive study of the space of rural lodging, it was demonstrated that social notions of collaboration must extrapolate business values (Goudbout and Caillé, 2007; Lashley, 2015; Mauss, 1974; Pimentel, 2009; Sales e Salles, 2010), as seen in talks about healthy eating in the organic garden and kitchens, and talks manifested in balconies and kitchen that are not preconceived with the intent of collaboration but become motivators of collaboration.



5.2. Conclusion 

It was understood that the research objective was achieved, while it should be considered that there was an unusual approach to themes, phenomena, assumption, and object when treated together; and, in this case, the use of qualitative and descriptive research methodology was appropriate, combining the space object as a categorical approach to the description of phenomena, which, on the other hand, adopts the space as a contributing attribute in the critical social debate (Lefebvre, 1991; Soja, 1993). In this sense, it is worth noting that the space of rural lodging was an innovative approach for studies in the areas of Hospitality and Hotel Management. At the same time, Semiotic and Montage Theory also presented themselves as unusual in the areas of Hospitality and Hotel Management.

For future studies, we suggest the application of the methodology developed here to other Brazilian rural lodging spaces within the dialectical-socio-spatial debate (Lefebvre, 1991; Soja, 1993). For example, social tension or conflict, as a manifestation that excels in collectivization and collaboration in urban contexts, can be described in its peculiarities of collectivization and collaboration in rural contexts because in both urban and rural settings, social tension and conflict can unfold social sustainability (Eizenberg and Jabareen, 2017; Govindan et al., 2021).

We conclude that rural lodgings can enhance collaborative political actions for direct democracy, contributing to the empowerment of rural communities still subjugated by coronelismo2, rural oligarchies, and landowner’s privileges (Prado Jr., 1997). Within this context, rural society becomes more apt to make use of collectivization and collaboration (Ali and Kaur, 2021; McGuinn et al., 2020), while social agents are needed to implement a collectivization and collaboration culture (Bai et al., 2019; Moshood et al., 2022), and space can also be envisioned as an agent. In this sense, it is worth noting that studies have shown a lack of understanding of collectivization and collaboration as policy drivers (L’Aoustet and Griffet, 2004).

Regarding the practical application, it should be noted that socio-spatial studies for rural areas can contribute to prognoses, understanding, and new propositions for problems of depopulation, migration of the rural population to the city, and economic impoverishment of the rural territory (Tuero, 2016), even if rural tourism presents itself as a solution (Tuero, 2016), added to rural lodgings as part of the rural tourism supply chain.

By concluding that collectivization and collaboration are not particularly manifested in urban contexts, the practical contribution of this paper is to adopt spatial signs of the rural territory (of rural lodging), imbued with collectivization and collaboration, that can be “translated” to urban spaces.

The lack of studies that have jointly dealt with the phenomena of collectivization, collaboration, and rural lodging in Brazil, addressed by space as a description, was a limitation of the research. However, this limitation also brought an innovative character to the study.
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	Movimento Sem Terra (MST) is a Brazilian political and social activism focusing on the issues of the rural worker, especially concerning the struggle for agrarian reform in Brazil.↩︎


	In Brazil, coronelismo is a complex system regarding power structures. The colonels were landowners who exercised political dominance and coerced their subordinates to vote for their candidates, thus remaining in power.↩︎
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