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AbstrAct

the interpretation of the meanings of constructed space plays 
an important role in understanding how a certain society 
might have been structured in the past. this paper presents 
the colony of Floridablanca (Patagonia, 18th century) and 
examines how the different discourse levels are articulated 
in the construction of the colony’s spaces according to the 
ideal model of a social order based on the principles of the 
spanish Enlightenment. the focus is on the convergence 
and divergence between the material world and the narra-
tives referring to such spaces created during the existence 
of the colony. this approach, developed by an interdisci-
plinary team, involved the inclusion and interpretation of 
historical, archaeological, and geophysical data. studied 
along three lines of evidence, the narrative analyses and 
material construction show how the discourse on the social 
organization of Floridablanca articulates convergence and 
divergence from these planes in different ways for different 
sectors of the colony.

Introduction

the “Nueva colonia de Floridablanca” was 
established as part of the spanish colonization 
plan put into practice for the defense of the 
Patagonian coast. Despite its ephemeral four-
year existence (1780–1784), this colony was the 
scenario for a new model of social order that 
followed the ideas of the spanish Enlighten-
ment and the principles of modernity. the study 
of this particular case provides an interesting 
perspective through which to analyze modern 
society in an effort to understand the formation 
of its multiple paths.

the focus is on space distribution in Flor-
idablanca, and the objective is to analyze the 
creation, reproduction, and reformulation of the 
social order projected in spanish colonies by 
studying the relationship between the discourse 
underlying the settlement plan and the individual 
and group social practices of its inhabitants. 
According to Michel Foucault (1971, 1984), 
discourses constitute a communication form in 
which particular structures of knowledge are 
created and reproduced. Discourse is a form of 
power that acts to create and maintain social 
divisions and is used to organize the social 
world (tilley 1991, 1995). From this perspec-
tive, discourses work as structuring principles of 
social practices, giving regularity to the practice. 
this issue is explored by focusing exclusively 
on the narrative construction and the material 
construction of Floridablanca spaces, analyzing 
the convergence and divergence in the articulation 
between both discourse levels. Narrative “refers 
to both the story, what is told, and the means 
of telling, implying both product and process, 
form and formation, structure and structuration” 
(Potteiger and Purinton 1998:3). In this sense, 
narrative is a specific form of telling, and it 
can be expressed through verbal and material 
forms. therefore, information from documentary 
evidence studies and the archaeological and geo-
physical approximations to the existing remains 
of the settlement were integrated. 

Social Structuring in Floridablanca: 
The Problem

by the end of the 18th century, during the 
reign of carlos III, the spanish crown set in 
motion the Patagonian coast settlement plan. 
Its objective was to defend spanish sovereignty 
over the south Atlantic. Farming families were 
brought to inhabit the new colonies; these farm-
ers voluntarily signed a contract that commited 
them to migrate in exchange for houses, land 
ownership, seeds, yokes, plows to work the land, 
and a daily ration of food offered by the spanish 
crown at their destination site. One of the chosen 
ports was san Julián, where the new colony of 
Floridablanca was created. the material remains 
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of the settlement, located in the current province 
of santa cruz (Argentina), are the object of 
archaeological and geophysical research. 

twenty-four families were sent to san Julián 
to be serfs on the land; that is to say, they could 

only abandon their destination with previous 
consent of the authorities. the concept of this 
plan also involved the relocation of a group 
of crown officers who would be in charge of 
government and administration duties regarding 

FIGURE 1. Location of the site “Nueva Colonia y Fuerte de Floridablanca.” (Map by authors, 2005.)
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the settlement, along with workers who were 
devoted to the construction of the colony, 
troops of the artillery and infantry regiment 
settled in buenos Aires, and a considerable 
number of prisoners and outlaws from the area 
of the río de la Plata who temporarily stayed 
in san Julián, serving their time and providing 
forced labor for the colony. In the beginning, 
Floridablanca harbored around 150 people.

A new model of society was established that 
involved not only the organization of social 
relationships, hierarchies, and identities but also 
ways of interacting between individuals and 
groups with one another as well as of structur-
ing productive activities and space in the settle-
ments, among other aspects.

this plan was built based on a new social 
model that was inspired by the discourses of 
the spanish Enlightenment. the main supporters 
of the ideas of the enlightenment in spain were 
charles III and his ministers who implemented a 
program of reforms aimed at ending the contrast 
between “the wealth of a few and the miser-
able life of a great many unemployed people” 
(Palacio Atard 1964:18–19). According to ideas 
of the enlightenment, 

the happiness of all the crown citizens would be 
possible if the unfair inequalities present at the time 
were fought and the enrichment of the country was 
achieved through the work of all its inhabitants. If 
the land—up to then unevenly distributed and ill-
exploited—underwent a rational exploitation it would 
put an end to injustice and social inequality (sarrailh 
1992:573).

Within the discontinuous body of the dis-
courses of the enlightenment in the spanish 
scenario, the ideal of “equality” is empha-
sized, which is the point from which “unfair 
inequalities” are questioned. On behalf of the 
principle of equality, the men of the enlighten-
ment argued about the legitimacy of privileges 
(sarrailh 1992:519). this is evident since one 
of the greatest worries expressed in the writ-
ings of the time was “how to overcome the 
contrast between the equality of men accord-
ing to Nature and the actual differences which 
exist in society” (Mestre sachis 1993:45). this 
statement helps explain the intense search 
for solutions to structural problems in span-
ish society, all of which were related to land 
ownership.

these ideas were the basis for several reform 
projects, among which were the colonization of 
peninsular or American lands. Of these, the colo-
nization of the sierra Morena and Andalucía lands 
in the south of spain became the paradigmatic 
case. It is within this frame that the settlement 
plans may be considered as social projects.

the underlying social project behind carlos 
III’s plan and the social structuring of Flor-
idablanca has been studied in its written and 
material dimensions (senatore 2003). In Flor-
idablanca, there is a confluence of a number 
of central concepts from the discourse of the 
spanish Enlightenment: the ideal of equality, 
agriculture as the main source of development, 
and the patriarchal family at the core, as pillars 
of social structuring (senatore 2004).

Floridablanca Spaces on the Plan

the architectural plan for the structure of 
Floridablanca, together with the narratives con-
tained in the documentary evidence relative to 
the organization of the settlement, constitutes 
the starting point for this examination. the plan 
was drafted in the early stages of research when 
historical, micro-topographic, archaeological, and 
geophysical studies were developed, which made 
it possible to identify and know the structures 
that were part of the spanish colony (senatore 
et al. 2001; senatore 2003). this study includes 
information that comprises new data generated 
in the final stages of historical, archaeological, 
and geophysical investigations as well as data 
that had been published earlier (bianchi et al. 
2005; buscaglia et al. 2005).

Floridablanca was built from tabula rasa; 
that is, the site no previous constructions. It 
was composed of “official” buildings, con-
structed and named by the spanish crown, 
and others, constructed by private individuals 
that were called “unofficial” buildings because 
they were never mentioned in the descriptions 
of Floridablanca, nor were they included in the 
authorities’ reports. The category of “official” 
buildings includes the fort, houses built for set-
tler families, and structures destined to be the 
hospital, blacksmith, bakery, tile kiln, and the 
town stockyard. “Unofficial” buildings include 
individual or family houses, soldiers’ and set-
tlers’ kitchens, and rooms to rent to future 
visitors (Figure 2). 
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regarding the construction sequence of lodg-
ing spaces, reports submitted by the settlement 
authorities state that the fort was the first 
building constructed, probably between October 
1780 and May 1781. the whole population was 
lodged there until the first series of nine houses 
destined to be accommodations for settler fami-
lies was finished in September 1781. Two years 
later, in November 1783, the spanish crown 
started the construction of the second series 
of nine houses, also destined to accommodate 
settler families. A third series was planned to 
complete the enclosure of the central plaza and 
complement the previous two series and the fort. 
the colony, however, was abandoned in January 
1784, and the habitations were destroyed and 
set on fire to prevent them from being used by 
foreign powers. It is worth mentioning here that 
unofficial buildings were built simultaneously 
with the official structures (Archive General de 
Indias 1784–1785). 

In this study, settler houses, the fort, and 
unofficial buildings are studied by analyzing 

how they were created in the narratives and in 
their materiality, that is, examining the narrative 
construction and the material construction 
of the above-mentioned spaces and looking 
for the similarities and differences between 
both discourse planes. the convergence and 
divergence in the articulation of both discourse 
planes expresses concrete meanings in the 
discussion of social order and its reformulation 
in individual practices.

Settlers’ Houses

Settlers’ houses were the first buildings to be 
built outside the fort. Historical documents show 
that settlers’ houses were identical to one another 
in design and dimensions. One “model house” 
was built for each family group. Each house 
was 30 m2, with a kitchen, a bedroom, and a 
backyard. Its architectural features are found in 
the official reports that describe the progress of 
settlement construction; for example, there are 
references to the type and size of walls, building 

FIGURE 2. Archaeological plan of the Floridablanca site. (Drawing by authors, 2005.)
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materials, the shape of the roof, and the indoor 
layout as noted in the following:

The two masons who arrived last September are fin-
ishing a surface of construction 72 varas long [61.92 
m or 198 ft.] and 6 varas [5.16 m or 16.5 ft.] wide 
to be used as housing for nine settler families. It is 
made of adobe and tapia [wall of kneaded and rammed 
mud in a mold], roofed in good tile especially made 
for the occasion and will probably be finished before 
the end of the month (Archivo General de la Nación 
[AGN] 1782).

the plan was to build three series of nine 
houses around three sides of the central plaza, 
but only one was completed. the second series 
was started by late 1783 but was not completed. 
From the documents, it can be deduced that 
the features of this series were similar to the 
characteristics of the first series of houses 
regarding design, size, number of domestic 
units, indoor layout, construction techniques, 
and raw materials. 

the material dimension of the housing was 
approached from two perspectives: archaeological 
and geophysical. those two aspects converged 
in two sectors of the site: the south Wing II 
(sW II) and the North Wing A I (NW A I), 
corresponding to the series of houses built by 
the spanish crown as lodgings for the farmer 
families. the analysis evaluated the regularity of 
housing in order to find out whether the Span-
ish crown had designed a single model-housing 
unit destined for each family group. the inter-
pretation of the homogeneity in settler housing 
spaces has been discussed at length previously 
(senatore 2004). 

Archaeology in South Wing II

SW II is interpreted as the first block built 
for the farmer families. Excavations centered 
in one of the houses called sW II 6 and its 
connections with adjacent houses. based on 
architectural observations, it could be determined 
that houses had been built as a cluster or series 
of houses. the walls were made of adobe and 
tapia, with tiled roofs. they had an area of 30 
m2 and an indoor space divided into two rooms 
by a wall and a door. Wall types showed dif-
ferent construction techniques for wall joints as 
well as foundations, and simultaneity of con-
struction was identified. There are three types 

of walls: external walls (0.80 to1 m wide with 
foundations), which served as the house con-
tainment; partition walls (0.45 to 0.50 m wide 
with foundations), which marked the divisions 
between dwellings; and internal walls (0.20 
to 0.25 m wide without foundations), which 
separated indoor spaces. the facade walls were 
made of adobe brick, whereas the back walls 
were made of adobe reinforced by stone pillars 
forming the back continuation of the partition 
walls between houses. the collapse of the tile 
roof and the wooden beam structure supported 
by fired bricks confirm the historical information 
about the roofing of the houses. 

the living space was identified under the 
level of the tile fall deposit. A tamped floor 
was identified, which contained artifacts and 
associated materials: ceramics, glass, metals, 
textiles, basketry, and faunal and floral remains 
(cereal seeds), among other things. It is impor-
tant to mention that the house being excavated 
presented clear signs of having been inhabited 
for a while, together with clear evidence of the 
fire that destroyed it (Figure 3).

results obtained in the archaeological excava-
tions match the data contained in the historical 
descriptions. Archaeological findings also proved 
that the sW houses were built in a serial fash-
ion, as a single construction event following a 
pre-established design. Finally, it was established 
that the excavated house was inhabited, probably 
up to the time of the fire, which coincides with 
the settlement abandonment. 

Geophysical Studies in South Wing II

Geophysical studies were oriented to answer 
a specific question: do the houses in SW follow 
a single design; that is, was there a “model 
house” regarding size, shape, and raw materi-
als? to tackle this issue, the substructures sW 
II.5, sW II.4, and sW II.3, which should cor-
respond to three houses, were surveyed. the 
space surveyed included not only the interior of 
the houses but also the backyard area where the 
stockyards were supposedly located. Geophysical 
studies were aimed at obtaining detailed infor-
mation about the characteristics of the domestic 
units selected, rather than through a complete 
wing survey.

the geophysical investigation conducted in 
this sector was performed in 2003 (Osella 
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et al. 2005). the methods applied to sW II 
were electromagnetic induction and geoelectri-
cal investigation (telford et al. 1990). the 
first one was used for location purposes, and 
it characterized the anomalies of the area that 
indicated the presence of buried archaeological 
structures within and outside the sW II sector. 
Geoelectrical investigation was carried out on 
this anomalous area. In Figure 4a, for illustra-
tive purposes, the two-dimensional electrical 
image can be seen, obtained for the profiling 
along lines parallel to the major axis. these 
images show the distribution of electrical resis-
tivities underneath each profile. The different 
resistivity values present different colors on 
a scale of gray tones, with the lowest values 
corresponding to black and the highest values 
corresponding to white. the highest resistivity 
values correspond to a tile deposit, which is 
interrupted by lower resistivity values for the 
adobe walls. the black lines mark the location 

of the partition walls dividing houses, and the 
dotted lines denote inner walls. this behavior 
is not consistent for all profiles but is consis-
tent for those performed on the sector and the 
areas that corresponded to the stockyards. Later, 
a three-dimensional study was conducted over 
the area indicated by the square in Figure 4a. 
Figure 4b shows the three-dimensional electri-
cal image corresponding to this area where one 
of the external walls (surrounding the structure 
next to one of the dividing walls) can be seen. 
It was possible to accurately locate the walls 
that determined substructures (external, dividing, 
and inner walls) as well as their size (width and 
height). In turn, it was possible to estimate the 
size of the domestic units: 7 m between house 
dividing walls and 6 m between external walls. 
these results could also be an indication of the 
presence of architectural additions to the back-
yard area of the houses or the demarcation of 
new spaces associated with them.

FIGURE 3. Excavation of South Wing II.6 (Photo by authors, 2003.)
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According to the geophysical evidence, sW 
II presents a marked regularity in the architec-
tural features of its domestic units, showing the 
reproduction of a set design used as a model for 
the houses destined for the families. 

Archaeology of the North Wing A I 

the NW A I is interpreted as the second 
block, built for the lodging of farming families 
(AGN 1782). During the second archaeological 
field season (1999), part of one of the houses 
(substructure NW A I.8) was excavated (sena-
tore et al. 2001). the architectural features of 
the house were determined, and adobe walls 

were identified. The walls were built with differ-
ent techniques and in different sizes, depending 
on their function and location in the house—
whether external, dividing, or inner (Figure 5). 
Even though the presence of finished floors on 
the tamped sediment subfloors was identified, 
no evidence of tiled roofs was found. Inside, 
the scarcity of artifacts deposited in the floor 
indicates a low or nonexistent use. 

Archaeological information is consistent with 
historical information that indicated that the 
houses followed the same design as the ones 
built on SW II (Senatore 2003). Given their 
architectural characteristics and the joining 
method used in the walls, NW houses could 

FIGURE 4. (a) 2-D electrical tomographies; the black lines indicate the location of the separation walls between con-
secutive houses, and the dashed lines show the internal walls of the houses; the square indicates the location of the 3-D 
geoelectrical research carried out at the sector; (b) 3-D electrical tomography for a depth of 0.4 m; the external wall of 
the house, the dividing wall, and the tile deposit are shown. (Graphic by authors, 2005.)
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have been built in a serial fashion following a 
pre-established design or plan that included all 
of them. Given the lack of evidence of fire, the 
absence of a roof, and the low frequency of 
use, the house may have never been occupied, 
since construction was not completed according 
to the historical documents. 

Geophysical Studies in North Wing A I

Geophysical research of NW A I (Figure 2) 
was oriented to establishing whether there was 
a regularity in the houses that are part of it. 
the size, structural design and partitions, build-
ing materials used, and presence or absence of 
roof remains were analyzed. research evaluated 
whether some of the houses that are part of the 
structure may have been occupied. 

the methods used were ground penetrating 
radar (GPR) (Lascano et al. 2003; de la Vega 
et al. 2005), geoelectrical investigation, and 
electromagnetic induction. Figure 6 shows part 
of the radar profiling, obtained along the lines 
parallel to the major axis. Anomalies can be 
observed (marked with arrows), similar in shape 
and depth but in different intensities, periodi-
cally distributed along the different profiles. The 
difference in intensity was interpreted as a man-FIGURE 5. Excavation of NW A I.8. (Photo by authors, 

1999.)

FIGURE 6. Radargrams obtained in NW A I. (Graphic by authors, 2005.)
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ifestation of the different types of buried walls: 
external, dividing, and inner. the most intense 
anomalies in these profiles (white arrows) cor-
respond to dividing walls, and the least intense 
(dashed arrows) correspond to inner walls. their 
patterned distribution can be clearly observed as 
can similarities in shape and depth. 

From the analysis of the complete set of data, 
a separation of approximately 7 m between the 
anomalies corresponds to dividing walls, and 
a 6 m distance between the anomalies cor-
responds to external walls, a pattern that was 
repeated in sW II. smaller anomalies (inner 
walls) showed an average distance of 3 m rela-
tive to the anomalies corresponding to partition 
walls. based on the geophysical research, it was 
possible to discriminate three houses. Figure 7 
shows a diagram of the sector, together with 
all the profiles obtained. In each diagram, the 
anomalies were located along the profile. The 
location of external, dividing, and internal walls 
(grouped by ellipses) and the three surveyed 
houses can be observed. 

these results were confirmed by means of 
geoelectrical and electromagnetic methods, 
which reinforced these conclusions. the regular-
ity of the architectural features of the houses, 
their size, and the type of raw material used 
was determined. this information supports the 
theory that the houses followed a single model 
or house type, destined to be farming family 
accommodation, which repeated the same pattern 
that was found in sW II.

On the other hand, with all the surveying 
methods used, the interior of the houses pre-
sented a characteristic similar to the surrounding 
soil. this characteristic was interpreted as the 
absence of tile accumulation inside the houses 
in NW A I. It is an indication that the wing 
was not completed or that the roof structure 
was different from the one originally planned; 
in which case, it could not have been detected 
using geophysical survey. Up to now, the former 
hypothesis is favored, since there is no evidence 
of tiled roofs of any kind in the excavated 
house, and there is a low frequency of archaeo-
logical and architectural findings.

In summary, archaeological and geophysical 
information shows that NW I and sW II followed 
the same design as the “model house” for each 
of the settlers’ families (Figure 8). Each of the 
structures consisted of nine terraced houses, 

built in accordance with a pre-established design 
that included their architectural features and 
inner layout. According to archaeological and 
geophysical information, sW II was occupied 
and later intentionally destroyed by fire, while 
the houses of NW II had not yet been completed 
at the time the colony was abandoned. If the 
discourse plane is analyzed, it can be observed 
that the narrative construction of the settlers’ 
houses presents strong concordances with their 
material construction, thus reproducing one of 
the social organization axes that governed the 
colony project—the principle of equality. the 
presence, however, of architectural additions 
to the back part of sW II, according to the 
evidence given by the geophysical studies, 

FIGURE 7. Diagram of the sector, together with the anomalies 
obtained in all the profiles. (Diagram by authors, 2005.)
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FIGURE 8. 3-D reconstruction of the farmer houses. (Graphic by Pablo Walker, 2004.)

shows the introduction of modifications in 
farmers’ houses. these variations never appeared 
in the narrative plane, perhaps because they were 
made outside the official plan, and their inclusion 
could have distorted the intended image.

The Town Fort 

the fort is of particular interest because of its 
importance as a social and functionally diverse 
space. Since this was the first construction of 
the settlement, it can be expected that the nar-
rative construction and the material construction 
of the space would show strong adherence to 
certain social ordering principles projected for 
the Floridablanca colony. 

the only historical plan that exists is that of 
the fort, represented in a clear military design 
(Figure 9) and surrounded by a defensive moat. 
the structure was 50 m per side and was inter-
nally organized as a square with an open central 
space where a kitchen was located. the four 
barracks were used to accommodate the popula-
tion, and there was a small chapel. the bastions 
were sectors destined to specific functions as 
facilities for the population, such as hospital 
and storage services. Productive spaces such as 
the blacksmith and the bakery were outside the 
fort domain.

Inhabited spaces were clearly shown in the 
fort image. Each social group had a specific 

site with special characteristics assigned. staff 
officers (superintendent, accountant, chaplains, 
surgeon, and the military high-ranking officials) 
had bigger individual quarters; while the troops, 
workers, and prisoners had common spaces 
of various sizes. the lateral barracks, entirely 
destined to house settlers’ families, were seg-
mented into rooms identical in size and shape, 
contrasting with the rest of the facilities, which 
varied in morphology, functionality, and social 
use. the interpretation and analysis of the fort 
image as a representation of the social structure 
axis of Floridablanca has already been published 
in previous papers (senatore 2003).

since the fort was the first building to be 
constructed, several documents describe its con-
struction and later modifications. the written 
information about the fort is characterized, how-
ever, by the absence of specifications regarding 
the description of its architecture, in contrast with 
the other official buildings of the settlement that 
were financed by the Spanish Crown. Whereas, 
in all the narratives of the fort, it appears to be 
made of wood, in some documents there is men-
tion of the use of other materials such as wattle, 
daub, and adobe (AGN 1781c) for certain parti-
tions in wooden rooms or “mass” construction of 
the bastions (AGN 1781b).

In the reports that give an account on the 
status of the settlement works (AGN 1781a), 
there are references to the functions of the 
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spaces built within the fort (such as the chapel, 
storage areas, etc.) and their eventual transfor-
mations. In the narratives, however, the absence 
of references to the internal structuring of the 
fort is striking. there are no references explain-
ing whether it was built as a single unit struc-
ture or whether it was made up incrementally 
by the addition of minor structures. there is no 
indication either about specific dimensions or 
construction techniques. 

From the material point of view, the fort 
location was determined by microtopographic 
and archaeological surveys that indicated the 
presence of a depressed area, which constituted 
the perimeter of a regular square space of 50 m 
per side. taking into account the extension of 
central sector II (cs II) (Figure 2), geophysical 
methods were oriented to address inquiries 
relative to the characterization of the interior 
area of the fort and to obtain information about 
the behavior of the subsurface architectural 

FIGURE 9. 1781 historical plan of the Floridablanca Fort. (Archivo General de Indias 1781.) 

record in this sector before the archaeological 
excavations.

Geophysical Studies in Central Sector II

In cs II, three geophysical studies were con-
ducted in three different field seasons during 
the period 2000–2003. the methods imple-
mented were GPR, geoelectrical investigation, 
and electromagnetic induction. their application 
was oriented towards detection of underground 
structures and their characterization and spatial 
distribution through profile tracing, both parallel 
and perpendicular to the axis of the sector being 
studied (Figure 10). Figure 11a shows some of 
the representative geoelectrical profiles.

the behavior of the interior of cs II was 
mainly characterized by the presence of disperse 
resistivity anomalies—indicated by ellipses and 
arrows in Figure 11a—that had similar resis-
tivity values and a depth up to 0.5 m in all 
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cases, although with differences in extension. 
resistivity values obtained through the applica-
tion of the geoelectrical method are similar to 
those found in adobe structures already investi-
gated. based on these results, it is possible to 
find remains of buried structures in CS II of a 
composition similar to adobe. the geoelectrical 
response of the depressed area was not homoge-
neous for the whole of cs II, which may be an 
indication of a history of differential formation 
for this feature, particularly in the different sec-
tors studied. Anomalies shown in the radargrams 
coincide in location with geoelectrical lines, and 
in some cases, they present a similar shape to 
the responses generated by subfloor type struc-
tures (Conyers and Goodman 1997), marked by 
ellipses in Figure 11b. On the other hand, the 
shallow depth of the anomalies could be an 
indication of the expected low intensity of the 
archaeological deposit and would correlate with 
the low general obtrusiveness of this sector from 
a topographic point of view. 

Figure 12 shows the spatial distribution of 
the anomalies. Irregular behavior could be an 
indication of low architectural integrity in this 
sector or a spatial structuring that differs from 
the one expected based on historical evidence.

As a result of the application of the three 
above-mentioned methods, it was possible to 

FIGURE 10. Geophysical profiles of Central Sector II; 
the shaded area corresponds to the survey carried out 
using the electromagnetic induction method. (Graph by 
authors, 2005.)

record the presence of anomalies in cs II—the 
different types regarding resistivity values and 
extension—that allowed drafting of a map with 
their distribution so as to propose potential 
excavation spots. 

Archaeological Research 
in Central Sector II

based on the topographic and geophysi-
cal information, two cs II subsectors were 
selected as likely to be archaeological structures 
(Figure 13). by late 2003, excavations were 
planned in the NE portion of cs II, which 
includes the depression and an interior part, 
where there was evidence of mounds and geo-
physical anomalies. 

In the area of the perimeter depression, exca-
vation was of 4 m2 and was determined by the 
presence of a 1.60 m wide and 0.70 m deep, 
U-section, underground, excavated structure. 
This finding was characterized by three levels 
of landfill and an elevated frequency and diver-
sity of archaeological remains. Archaeological 
evidence confirms the underground correlation 
of the depression and its cultural origin, which 
indicated an excavated structure that was origi-
nally a moat and later was used as dumping 
area (Figure 14).

In the interior portion of cs II, excavation 
was of 10 m2. In it, a number of archaeological 
features and associated archaeological materials 
were recorded, as the topographic and geophysi-
cal studies had anticipated. From a structural 
point of view, the remains of a 40 cm high 
wall was identified, built with unfired adobe 
bricks and without foundations. the poor state 
of conservation and collapsed position made it 
impossible to determine the orientation of the 
wall accurately. In the whole excavated area, a 
deposit whose composition was similar to that of 
the adobe bricks (adobe melt) was found, which 
is possibly due to the disintegration of the walls 
that at some point could have been part of a 
greater structure. Underneath this deposit and 
as a support for the wall, a level of a struc-
ture purely cultural in its origin was identified. 
The same one was constructed as a floor and 
subfloor, leveled up along the whole excavated 
surface but of different qualities, depending on 
the sector (Figure 15). Archaeological artifacts 
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were found from the upper level to the floor 
and subfloor, where they were embedded.

regarding the construction materials used to 
build the structure, archaeologically there was 
scarce evidence of the use of wood, except 

FIGURE 11. (a) Geoelectrical images and (b) radargrams 
obtained for Central Sector II; the ellipses and arrows 
indicate the presence of anomalies along the profiles. 
(Graphic by authors, 2005.)

FIGURE 12. Plan of Central Sector II with distribution of 
geophysical anomalies. (Graph by authors, 2005.)
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for the remains of two partially burnt poles 
embedded on the floor, contrary to expectations 
based on the historical sources. Its low repre-
sentation was not due to poor preservation of 
the organic material since both in cs II and 
in other locations on the site, the preservation 
conditions of this class of remains were very 
good. Other hypotheses to explain its absence 
in that sector must be explored. On the other 
hand, the presence of the remains of an adobe 
wall of low quality, compared to the one used 
for farmer houses, suggests a more carelessly 
made building.

These initial results have enabled identification 
of architectural features, although it was not pos-
sible to define the type of structure or structures 
of which they were part (buscaglia et al. 2005). 
Geophysical information showed a lack of regu-FIGURE 13. Plan of Central Sector II, indicating location of 

the excavations. (Graph by authors, 2005.)

FIGURE 14. Ditch excavation surrounding Central Sector II. (Photo by authors, 2004.)
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larity in the spatial distribution of anomalies. It 
is possible to imagine that, given the low archi-
tectonic integrity, there might have been a space, 
built following organizational guidelines that were 
much less structured and regular than the image 
projected by the historical data. 

summing up, discordances were observed 
between construction in narrative and material 
construction. Narratives, except for the drawn 
plan, describe the fort imprecisely in terms of 
spatial organization and architectural character-
istics. Discordances were also detected between 
historic information and archeological and 
geophysical evidence. In this sense, one could 
wonder if this ambiguity was a strategy to hide 
the changes affecting a space that at first was 
supposed to act to provide order in the living 
pattern. 

Unofficial Buildings

As was mentioned before, some of the 
inhabitants of Floridablanca built certain buildings 
on their own. The official reports relative to the 
progress of the settlement, however, omitted 
any reference to such constructions. the only 
references found are in two specific documents. 
The first one was drafted at the time of the fire 
and abandonment of the colony, and the other 
one is in a file put forth by the individuals 
who claimed compensation for the constructions 
carried out by them and destroyed by order 
of the spanish crown (senatore 2003). this 
file describes 19 buildings, including houses, 

collective kitchens, and general stores—all in 
different shapes, sizes and layouts, although 
similar in construction materials: unfired adobe 
bricks and quincha roofs (made of mud and 
branches) (bianchi et al. 2005).

the study of these buildings started in the 
final stage of research. From microtopographic 
and archaeological points of view up to now, 
10 buildings have been identified that could cor-
respond to constructions mentioned in historic 
documents. research is focused on two of them, 
North Wing b II (NW b II) and North Wing b 
III (NW b III) (Figure 2). the following is an 
analysis of the latter.

Archaeological and geophysical studies were 
oriented towards determination of the construc-
tion features in unofficial buildings, comparing 
them with official structures. Unlike settlers’ 
family houses, built in series of nine terraced 
houses, NW b III is not part of a greater unit 
but, rather, integrates a structural alignment of 
clear separate units, independent and different 
from one another.

Archaeology of North Wing B III 

On the surface, this mound-like structure is 
square and covers an area of 64 m2. Prior to 
the geophysical survey, limited excavations were 
conducted. they did not show any evidence of 
the presence of walls, although they did show 
a common floor, a storage room, and a roof 
made of mud and branches (quincha). It is 
important to mention here that the matrix was 
burned. the archaeological materials recovered 
are characterized by low frequency and a pre-
dominantly architectural functionality, nails and 
wood, with scarce presence of bricks and tiles 
(bianchi et al. 2005). 

Geophysical Survey in North Wing B III

During fieldwork carried out on the site in 
February and March 2003, the geophysical 
methods employed to explore this structure were 
geoelectrical and electromagnetic induction. 

Figure 16 shows the sector analyzed together 
with the six geoelectrical profiles performed. 
the layout and spacing was established in order 
to detect walls, dimensions, and spatial organi-
zation of the underground structure. Figure 17  
shows some of the geoelectrical images.

FIGURE 15. Photograph of the standing wall taken during 
excavation of Central Sector II. (Photo by authors, 2003.)
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there are resistive anomalies in almost all the 
lines, with high contrast against the surround-
ings, except for the case of the first line, NW 
b I, which clearly shows a uniform behavior 
(with more conductivity associated with the 
natural sedimentary matrix) and therefore is 
an indicator of the absence of archaeological 
structures. Figure 18 shows a diagram of the 
spatial distribution of anomalies detected with 
the geoelectrical method.

In the set of profiles, a consistent regularity in 
anomaly distribution can be observed. their spa-
tial distribution could be an indication of lack 
of correlation between the morphology of the 
surface mound and the archaeological structure. 
In this sense, the southern border of the struc-
ture observed from the surface is not clearly 
recorded in the geophysical profiles, except 
for lines NW B III and NW B IV. Both lines 
show anomalies from the onset (even extend-

FIGURE 16. Diagrams presenting the geoelectrical profile 
layout on North Wing B III. (Graph by authors, 2005.)

FIGURE 17. Geoelectrical images performed on North Wing B III. (Graphic by authors, 2005.) 
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be an indication that (regardless of whether it 
is walls or subfloor) construction materials used 
for the structure were similar, although used in 
different combinations. these constructions do 
not present any level of standardization. com-
pared to official buildings, they have similari-
ties and differences that show there were other 
construction modalities in Floridablanca. 

Unofficial buildings are not part of the 
narratives on the progress of growth of the 
settlement, and they appear just at the time of 
abandonment and due to the initiative of their 
owners who claimed compensation. During the 
“lifetime” of Floridablanca, the official silence 
prevents researchers from having a record of 
images of a gradual growth of these construc-
tions; they are presented in a sole event, as a 
snapshot before their destruction and abandon-
ment. It is right at that point that there is a 
description of what is being destroyed—sizes, 
construction techniques, space layout—and there 
is an appraisal of each unit, together with a 
list of owner names. the veil is drawn, and it 
uncovers this big area of Floridablanca whose 
dimension is estimated to be greater than that 
of the core settlement itself. 

Projecting an Order

the analysis of both narratives and material 
construction has shown how the discourse on 
the social organization of Floridablanca articu-
lates convergence and divergence from these 
plans in different ways for each of the sectors 
studied along the three lines of evidence. 

Houses were constructed as the material 
representation of the family, which was the 
institution that serves as the support basis for 
the materialization of equality in the Patagonian 
project. In the discourse, settler families and their 
houses are created in their material and narrative 
dimension as units equal in size and structure, 
and are conceived as domestic, productive units 
for the reproduction of the patriarchal authority 
(senatore 2004). these families are constructed 
in narrative and actuality as units identical to 
one another, expressing and representing a given 
model of social order.

How are the discourse planes articulated in the 
construction of the other spaces in Floridablanca? 
coincidence between the narrative and material 
aspect is limited to settler houses, where there 

ing beyond demarcation of the surface mound), 
unlike the NW b II profile whose linear 
behavior up to 4.5 m is similar to the natural 
sedimentary surroundings. If these results are 
integrated with the information obtained from 
survey b, where the stratigraphy did not present 
anthropic alterations, it is possible to conclude 
that some cultural alteration, related to spatial 
organization of this structure, may differentiate 
these structures from official houses. 

For interpretation purposes, the integration 
of archaeological and geophysical information 
seems to indicate preliminarily that NW b III 
may present a different architectural design 
from the one recorded in sW II and NW A I 
houses, both in spatial size and morphology. 
On the other hand, geoelectrical profiles did not 
record any anomaly with high resistivity values 
that could indicate a tile deposit (the vegetable 
remains found throughout the excavations were 
interpreted as part of a quincha roof structure). 
the absence of such anomalies, in this case, 
is an additional factor limiting the chances of 
establishing a clear distinction between the walls 
and the subfloor (both composed by similar 
sediments), since the tiles generate a marked 
contrast relative to the rest of the construction 
materials. the fact that the values obtained for 
geoelectrical anomalies (between 200 and 400 
ohm-m) are similar to the adobe walls present 
in the other structures analyzed, however, could 

FIGURE 18. Diagram of the spatial layout of geoelectrical 
anomalies on North Wing B III (Graph by authors, 2005.)
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is confluence towards a single discourse, a single 
order. In contrast, the fort and the unofficial 
buildings are presented as mismatched spaces 
between the narrative and material aspect. they 
are a part of spaces with multiple levels of orga-
nization and different orders. 

the multiple relations between what was 
reported and what was done offer different 
outlooks over the articulation of discourse and 
practice. In this articulation, together with the 
projected social order, other orders coexisting in 
the population have materialized. Other orders, 
while being less visible, show other dimensions 
of social structuring in Floridablanca and a soci-
ety at work in all its complexity.

What does this mismatch in the articulation 
spaces between narrative and material aspects 
mean? What do the articulation spaces mean? 
Floridablanca is the setting to stage an ideal 
ordered society. the colony, idealized as an 
image, is projected and shown as an ideal. It 
represents the projected, crystallized image of 
a new order. It is a partial image that does 
not include within its focus “other orders” that 
dislocate narratives and materiality, generating 
other images, maybe not crystallized and maybe 
out of focus.
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