
different from the view imposed by western academic 
approaches2.

It is not surprising that, among the increasingly 
extensive production of historiography, it is possible to 
find publications that address the construction and man-
agement aspects of historical architecture (Arrazcaeta 
2002; Cohen 2011; Benedet 2012; Cirigliano 2015a, 
2015b), investigations that deal with pre-Hispanic mon-
umental and ceremonial architecture that places greater 
emphasis on its spatial and symbolic aspects (Acuto and 
Gifford 2007), major studies on pre-Columbian “archae-
ology of domestic architecture” from diverse theoretical 
perspectives (Scattolin et al. 2009; Albeck et al. 2010; 
Haber 2010, 2011), contributions from contemporary 
urban contexts (Schávelzon 2012), or proposals that 

2  As an example, you may consult the interesting discussion on “public 
archaeology” that has recently arisen as a result of a recent publication by 
three renowned Spanish archaeologists (in the English version: González-
Ruibal, Alonso González and Criado-Boado 2018 and in the Spanish version: 
González-Ruibal, Alonso González and Criado-Boado 2019). We find the 
comparison  between the comments published  in this paper in Spanish and 
English of interest: the former by Manuel Gándara, Wilhelm Londoño, Pedro 
Paulo Funari, Andrés Alarcón-Jiménez, Henry Tantaleán, Félix A. Acuto, 
Dante Angelo and Alejandro Haber (Chúngara vol. 51, nº 1, 2019, pp. 121-
153) and the latter by Reinhard Bernbeck, Susan Pollock, Yannis Hamilakis, 
Laurajane Smith, Gary Campbell and Larry J. Zimmerman (Antiquity, Vol: 
92, Issue: 362, April 2018, pp. 507–515 (paper) & 525–27 (response). Doi 
response: https://doi.org/10.15184/aqy.2018.26).

For this brief presentation we are going to use, almost 
literally, some ideas we wrote some years ago (Azkarate 
2013) about Latin America and what is referred to as Ar-
chaeology of Architecture (AA). Unlike European his-
toriography, which tends to discuss the fields to which 
AA should refer, we praised the versatility shown by 
the archaeology of that region, which wastes no time in 
invoking the “archaeology of architecture” regardless of 
the focus of its thematic approaches and the theoretical 
positions that support them. This is an extremely dif-
ferent position from that found in Europe, for example, 
which is much more restrictive in specifying the bound-
aries of certain thematic and methodological fields.

This Latin American regional trait probably derives 
from the researchers’ flexibility, forged by theoretical 
and methodological influences from diverse sources, 
both of Anglophone origin - basically American - and 
from the European tradition. However, above all, it is 
a consequence of the will -renewed and diversified - of 
a type of archaeological research that, in  rejecting the 
pervading modernity, has been giving rise to  “cre-
ative forms of archaeology” over the years (Tantaleón 
2019: 233) and to a discourse that, in many aspects, is 
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much of the “dressed” architecture of modern and con-
temporary times - a strategic error for a field that should 
have a more timeless and holistic vocation. It could be 
said that the Archaeology of European Architecture has 
created a no man’s land in which there is a risk of over-
looking and failing to pay attention to the “dressed” ar-
chitecture belonging to these more recent centuries to the 
extent it deserves. The exchange of experiences between 
the two continents is giving rise to an extremely interest-
ing context in which knowledge is being created.

The second4 extends the context to cities - that 
overwhelmingly key scenario in the near future. It is 
based on the idea that cities are the product of a dialogue 
between the fixed and the flowing, the things that remain 
in a given space, and the dynamics that transform them. 
Beneath the reality that we can see, there are, therefore, 
hidden structures, underlying patterns of behaviour that 
affect the forms and mode of being of that reality - a per-
manent confluence or clash between “planned develop-
ment” and “spontaneous development” (García-Gómez 
2009). Reflecting on the urban phenomenon, commit-
ting to its sustainable development, to people’s memo-
ries and identities at a neighbourhood level is a matter of 
great urgency. More so at a time when urban space has 
become a commodity and when unapologetic real estate 
capitalism has resulted in increasingly frequent and out-
rageous cases of destruction of our heritage (Azkarate 
and Azpeitia 2016).

These two lines of thought will be developed fur-
ther by researchers from the various universities on both 
sides of the Atlantic. We would like to use these lines 
to extend an invitation to all those interested in sharing 
experiences and knowledge. 
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