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Analitica

Nowadays, archaeology is trying to redefine its relation with objects. This change is taking place at the same
time as the West is breaking once and for al with the generation who did the rural exodus in the mid of the
twentieth century. The present paper proposes a revision of the conditions that allow us to both define this
rupture and at the same time determine our affinity with materiality. This is done through a reconsideration of
the relation between the past and the present and the dynamics marking this difference. We are situated in a
moment when the experience of time is shifting and thus so is the integrity of archaeological objects. Under the
name of Negative Archaeology, the border between past and present is explored. This border determines the
creation of the past in a present which intends to homogenise changes. Archaeology is a unique discipline
which could prevent this process, or at least bear witness to the dynamics to which objects seem to be
subjected. Obscolescence isintroduced as a concept in an attempt to name the aforementioned problem
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