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Preliminary Summary 

 

Point 1: Who pays for archaeology of the contemporary past? Is it worth the money? 
What are its public benefits? 

Point 2: People know about this past. How do we manage their knowledge, their 
expectations?  

They may feel shocked or disappointed if we don´t find something that they expect or 
they feel that is new. 

Point 3: Difficult heritage is not necessarily difficult. 

We can argue that difficult heritage is not necessarily difficult. That is, what people 
consider conflictual is not perceived as such by society or communities. So, we had 
examples of difficult heritage that was actually difficult that produces tensions or was 
conceptual and others were it was not like that. So, we shouldn´t take things for 
granted  

Point 4: Objects change after archaeological intervention.  

This is obvious in the case in the more modern periods. But it is not necessarily obvious 
when we deal with the present because things don´t change materially. However, they 
change deeply in the way that they are not perceive again in the same way after an 
archaeological intervention and play a different role in the society after they have 
interact with. 
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Point 5: People, community, society? Whom are we addressing? Who are we working 
with? 

 

Final Summary 

 

 Case of study: “Hontanillas” (Guadalajara) 
Rafa Millán-Pascual 
The topic of this part of the session is about the excavations in Hontanillas that were made by 
Rafa with some colleagues in a village, near from Madrid, that was abandoned in the 70´s by 
drug addicts and re-occupied recently by a new-rural group.  

He starts analysing the re-appropriation of objects and ways of life from the past by young 
people just by an esthetical approach and gives the example of the hipster trend. He asks 
himself about when and why occurs this. 

He points out that the historical discourse about time and the traditional separation between 
present and past division based in the space of experience and expectation is actually broke 
because we haven’t the same relation with objects as we had in the past.  

And analyses the influence of the consumerist society in that process giving the example of 
IKEA. 

They try to explore this genealogically. 

In Hontanillas there was a rupture between three forms of life and identities:  

In the 70´s it loses the old forms of life. In the 80´s is occupied by drug addicts who abandoned 
it later and finally since the 2000´s there are new rural-friendy movement members. 

In their excavations they found a lot of material, related with the first occupation by drug 
addicts and patients, like sweets or modern materials that show how patients´ rehabilitation 
was linked to work force for rehabilitation of the village.  

They also identified activity of modernity like writings and signatures that reaffirm the identity 
of drug addicts. 

From the late 80´s they found signs of vandalism. 

From de 70´s they just found tools related with the old style of life (horseshoe, oz…). 

Rafa pointed out the problem of how resister those materials and analyse how the actual 
inhabitants reuse those materials. 

He explains also why he talks about archaeology of people and not community and how was 
the rupture of identity between the 60´s and 70´s linked with the appearance of the 
consumerist society. 

 

Question 1: Describe the relation with the inhabitants of the village. 

-Many of the inhabitants collaborated with them and at the end they expose to them 
all the materials they found. 

Question 2: How did you get information about that village? Did you meet somebody 
from the 80´s? 
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-He read informs of the psychologist that worked with those patients and documents 
about those projects to understand how they lived. 

-Yes, he met a man from the 80´s. 

Question 3: Archelogy is very expensive, what did you learn from those objects, 
interviews…that we really need to know from that very recent past? 

-It helped Rafa to understand the rupture between the 70´s and 80´s as a process that 
involves many things in Spain.  

He also could make an analysis of the spaces to know why they chose some of them 
and not others, and also which is the symbolism of those spaces. 

It also helped Rafa to make an analysis about how the landscapes change when these 
villages are abandoned. 

It´s a way to analyse de concepts of past and materiality, how people build their own 
identity and reinvent their lives. 

With archaeology what happens is that something changes. With your work you are 
highlighting some tensions in the community that they sometimes don´t know that 
exist. After the intervention you are projecting an identity on the objects that are 
found. 

Rafa explains that when he got his scholarship nobody asked him about the price. But 
depending on who he is talking to he uses different words describe himself. 

Administration= Ethno-archaeologist Nearch= Contemporary archaeologist Citizen= 
Rafa 

 
Question 4: Which are the benefits of very contemporary archaeology? We know 

everything about it, don´t we? 

Other members took part in this question. 

One of them considered that if you are contributing to society is OK 

Another said that sometimes contemporary archaeology helps more to actual society 

than deep-time archaeology. 

Rafa pointed out that this kind of interventions have the advantage that they don´t 

take too much time and they give a lot of information. 

 Case of study: “The battle of Repil” (Lugo) 

Xurxo Ayán 
The topic of this part of the session is about the excavations that were made last 
summer in Cereixa (Lugo). 
They founded the “Maria Castaña” association, formed by neighbours, to dig the San 
Lorenzo church and the remains of the battle of Repil. An interesting point is that 
those neighbours had different reaction and opinion about each of the excavations 
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and the local government didn´t consider it as an archaeological site. They also 
suffered some robberies and attacks during their intervention. 
That opinion is related with the fact that the fighters that died in Repil´s battle were 
communists, socialists and artists that fought against the Franco´s dictatorship in the 
40´s. The members of that dictatorship built an unreal image about those fighters 
saying that they were thieves and killers. Some of inhabitants of Cereixa agree with the 
dictatorship´s official discourse, others don´t. 
A short documentary about excavations is played. 
 
Some of the ideas addressed 
 
-What do you do with the materials found? 
The government doesn´t ask for them but they have the idea of depositing them at the 
building that in the past were the headquarters of the Guardia Civil. 
-Apply new techniques and methodologies. 
-They also made an historical research getting information about one of the left-
minded fighters of Cereixa. 
-They registered oral stories and testimonies. Xurxo explains the case of a Guardia Civil 
who took part in the 23F coup, whose dad took part in the Repil´s battle. 
-He pointed out the importance of the excavations and making the results public in 
order to socialize the recovery of the memory. He thinks that is good idea to become 
excavation sites in places for memory. 
-Analyse the process of the memory construction 
-He made the following question: Are we terrorists, activists or just archaeologists? 
-He pointed out how the objects’ significance change after the archaeologists´ work.  
 
Question 1: Why Spanish government doesn´t consider it as an archaeological place? 
-Xurxo explains that even they didn´t get founds from the “Xunta” (Galician local 
government) they did from the Basque Country´s government that makes an active 
work on it. The problem is that the Basque government has its own interests and 
makes differences between Fascists´ graves and Basque nationalists’/republicans´ 
graves. They also got founds from private donors. 
 
Question 2: Which decade were the materials that were found from? 
-Xurxo explained that they worked in the 50´s layer inside the house but they 
recovered material from the 40´s outside the house. 
 
Question 3: What are they doing now with the materials that they found? 
-They use as a didactic tool 
 
Question 4: Can the excavations increase the tension between the inhabitants of the 

village? 
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-A participant proposed to give voice to everybody in order to avoid the tension. 

Another pointed out that not always is possible to recover all voices or they aren´t 

interested to give their point of view. 

It was commented the case of the Santander Bank that now is giving money to support 

diggings in Poland that help to create an anti-communism feeling but when they are 

asked to help in diggings of the Civil War in Spain they refuse to do it. 

  

 Case of study: “Casa de campo” (Madrid) 

Alfredo González-Ruibal 
The topic of this part of the session is about the excavations that were made last summer in 
“Casa the campo” (In the outskirts of Madrid). In that place the republican troops got to stop 
the fascists troops´ attack. American students took part in those excavations. 
 
A short video mixing photographs of 1936 that were taken by Robert Capa and photographs of 
the excavations of the 2016´s summer is played. 
The soundtrack of the video is called “Madness of Spain” 

 
Question 1: Which were the reactions of the American students? 
-Alfredo´s team consider their work as public archaeology and not as social 
archaeology. 
-Even if there were about 100 visits to the excavation site, only a few of them made 
questions about it. 
- Alfredo is asked if he feels that people is interested in their work and explained that 
they made an open-day in the excavation of “Ciudad Universitaria” and it was very 
successful. 
 
Question 2: Why? 
-It´s interesting to analyse the reasons for that. 
-The people of the area consider the excavation areas as part of their neighbourhoods. 
-A call to register testimonies was made but the most active people were left-wing. 
Why right-wing people didn´t take part? Did they consider the archaeologists as no 
neutral people?  
  
Question 3: What was the knowledge of the American students about the Spanish Civil 
War? 
-They didn´t know anything. 
 
International experiences 
 
*Polish participant: 
In Poland there is no political interest in 2nd World War graves, it seems that there is a 
bigger interest in those graves that can generate an anti-communism feeling. 
*Swedish participant: 
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There is a big interest among people about The Cold War, but there is no a clear 
interest among politicians. 
 
Other ideas addressed: 
 

 How can we manage local expectations? 
In Sweden there was a big interest on the net about the intervention but after 
publishing the results the public felt disappointed. The same thing happened in 
other cases when results weren´t spectacular enough. 
Alfredo explained a similar case with a Bunker in Guadalajara and asked himself if 
sometimes is better not to excavate in some places in order not to make people 
feel disappointed.  
It is also addressed the importance of the bones for people and journalists. 

 


