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Patrimoniul industrial bucurestean
intre recunoastere, conservare
si valorificare

B Rezumat: Municipiul Bucuregti gazduiegte cladiri industriale valoroase
din punct de vedere arhitectural, istoric, tehnologic. Dinamica economica a
oragului capitalad dupa 1990, pe fondul dezindustrializarii, a generat reuti-
lizarea multor unitati industriale ca spatii predominant comerciale sau de
birouri. Totodatd, abandonul multor cladiri industriale si-a pus amprenta
asupra stdrii de conservare precard. Scopul lucrarii este de a analiza situri
si cladiri de patrimoniu industrial, situate in sectorul 1 al municipiului Bu-
curesti, care au suferit puternice transformari sub impactul dezvoltarii in-
tensive a serviciilor. Totodata, sunt prezentate si exemple pozitive de cladiri
industriale care sunt incd functionale.

B Cuvinte cheie: patrimoniu industrial, valoare economicad, presiune fun-
ciara, conversie, demolare, Bucuresti

Introducere

B Transformadrile generate de cdderea regimului comunist in tarile central si
est-europene, relationate in principal procesului de restructurare industri-
ald, au adus in centrul atentiei patrimoniul industrial (BOSAK, NOVACEK
& SLACH 2018; DOGAN 2019; MERCIU, MERCIU & PARASCHIV 2014).
Totodata, procesul de dezindustrializare a generat un impact negativ asupra
cladirilor de patrimoniu, multe dintre acestea fiind abandonate.

Ca urmare a dezvoltarii accelerate a serviciilor, procesul de regenerare ur-
bana a vizat si reutilizarea cladirilor industriale abandonate sau crearea de
proiecte noi in urma demolarii (CERCLEUX, PEPTENATU & MERCIU 2015;
DOGAN 2019; MERCIU, MERCIU & PARASCHIV 2014; MOTCANU-DUMI-
TRESCU 2015; TEODORESCU et al. 2016). Se remarca o presiune asupra
monumentelor istorice industriale localizate in zonele centrald si pericen-
trald, ca urmare si a suprafetei mari a terenului ocupat de acestea (BARBUI-
CA 2012), mai ales in orasele mari: Bucuresti (CERCLEUX & MERCIU 2010;
DUSOIU 2014), Timisoara (ROSIU 2010; TRIFA 2014), Brasov, etc.

Problematica patrimoniului industrial roménesc impune o abordare re-
lationata contextului actual socio-economic pentru a raspunde provocarilor
actuale, care de cele mai multe ori limiteaza procesul de conservare.

In acest context, studiul patrimoniului industrial bucurestean este reali-
zat cu scopul de a aduce in prim plan cladiri industriale valoroase din punct
de vedere arhitectural, istoric, cultural si de a le prezenta din perspectiva
gradului de conservare si a reutilizarii acestora sub impactul dezvoltarii ur-
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Industrial Heritage

in Bucharest between
Recognition, Preservation,
and Enhancement

B Abstract: The city of Bucharest hous-
es industrial buildings valuable from ar-
chitectural, historical, and technological
points of view. The economic dynamics of
the capital after 1990, against the back-
ground of deindustrialisation, has gener-
ated the reuse of many industrial units as
predominantly commercial or office spac-
es. At the same time, the abandonment
of many industrial buildings has left its
mark on their precarious state of preser-
vation. The article aims to analyse indus-
trial heritage buildings and sites found in
Sector 1 of Bucharest, which have under-
gone important transformations caused
by the intense development of the services
industry. Positive examples of industrial
buildings that are still functional are also
presented.

B Keywords: industrial heritage, econom-
ic value, land pressure, conversion, demo-
lition, Bucharest

Introduction

B The transformations generated by the
fall of the communist regime in Central
and Eastern European countries, related
mainly to the industrial restructuring
process, have brought industrial heritage
into focus (BOSAK, NOVACEK & SLACH
2018; DOGAN 2019; MERCIU, MERCIU &
PARASCHIV 2014). At the same time, the
deindustrialisation process had a negative
impact on heritage buildings, many of
which were abandoned.

As a result of the accelerated develop-
ment of the services sector, the urban re-
generation process also targeted the reuse
of abandoned industrial buildings or the
creation of new designs following various
demolitions (CERCLEUX, PEPTENATU &
MERCIU 2015; DOGAN 2019; MERCIU,
MERCIU & PARASCHIV 2014; MOT-
CANU-DUMITRESCU 2015; TEODORES-
CU et al. 2016). There was a pressure on
industrial historic buildings located in
central and pericentral areas, also be-
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B Fig. 1. Localizarea clddirilor industriale © Florentina-Cristina MERCIU
M Figure 1. Placement of the industrial buildings © Florentina-Cristina MERCIU

cause of the large area of land that they
occupied (BARBUICA 2012), especially
in large cities: Bucuresti (CERCLEUX &
MERCIU 2010; DUSOIU 2014), Timisoara
(ROSIU 2010; TRIFA 2014), Brasov, etc.

In order to respond to current chal-
lenges, the issue of Romanian industri-
al heritage requires an approach related
to the current socio-economic context,
which most often limits the preservation
process.

In this context, the study of Bucha-
rest’s industrial heritage is carried out in
order to bring into the foreground indus-
trial buildings valuable from an archi-
tectural, historical, and cultural point of
view and to present them from the per-
spective of their state of preservation and
of their reuse under the impact of post-in-
dustrial urban development. The industri-
al historic buildings selected as case stud-
ies are located in Sector 1 of Bucharest.

Case Study

B Sector 1 of Bucharest includes within
its limits industrial units valuable from
an urban planning point of view, some of
them being the oldest in the capital city
(the oldest printing house and the first
brewery in Bucharest, established in the
mid-19" century). Even if industry was

banistice din perioada post-industrialda. Monumentele industriale selectate
ca studii de caz sunt localizate in sectorul 1 al municipiului Bucuresti.

Studiu de caz

M Sectorul 1 al municipiului Bucuresti include in limitele sale unitati in-
dustriale valoroase din punct de vedere urbanistic, unele dintre acestea fi-
ind cele mai vechi la nivelul orasului capitald (cea mai veche tipografie si
prima fabrica de bere din Bucuresti, construite la jumatatea secolului al
XIX-lea). Chiar daca industria nu a fost un factor dominant al dezvoltarii
sectorului 1, de-a lungul evolutiei sale teritoriale au fost construite cladiri
cu diferite profile industriale. La inceputul secolului al XX-lea, cidnd in li-
mitele sale administrative au fost integrate comunele suburbane Herastrau,
Floreasca gi Baneasa (SUDITU 2016), au fost construite Fabrica de Carami-
da Baneasa (ca urmare a extinderii spatiului construit, mentionata pe harta
Bucuresti si imprejurimi, 1923 — maior Mihai C. PANTEA) si antrepozite
(de vin) (SCAUNAS, PAUNESCU & MERCIU 2019). Acestora li se adauga
si elemente de infrastructura (Aeroportul Baneasa in 1920, Gara Baneasa,
in 1936) (MERCIU et al. 2020), care prin vechimea si valentele tehnice si
arhitecturale intregesc patrimoniul cultural al sectorului 1. Doua cladiri ale
industriei bauturilor, construite la inceputul secolului al XX-lea, desi nu
sunt monumente istorice, prezinta atribute arhitecturale si tehnologice care
le confera unicitate.

Diversitatea tipologica a cladirilor industriale din sectorul 1 se remarca
prin prezenta unor sedii administrative ale unor importante companii in-
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dustriale sau de transport (Palatul Societatii de Gaz si Electricitate, Palatul
Cailor Ferate Romane).

In momentul construirii, cele mai vechi cladiri industriale se aflau la
periferia orasului (Hala Matache, Ansamblul Industrial Ford). Pe méasura ce
oragul s-a dezvoltat, siturile industriale au detinut o pozitie centrala.

In perioada comunista, in sectorul 1 sunt construite unitati industriale
precum: Uzina de Piese de Radio si Semiconductori IPRS Baneasa (1960),
Intreprinderea de Reparatii Motoare de Avion IRMA (anii *60-"70) prin re-
organizarea atelierelor Companiei de Navigatie Aeriana Franco-Roméana
(1923) (SCAUNAS, PAUNESCU & MERCIU 2019), Fabrica de Morarit si
Panificatie Baneasa (construita in 1985, demolata in 2014, activitatea fiind
relocata in Buftea), Fabrica de Riine Pajura (demolata in 2019).

Metodologie

B in contextul socio-economic actual, activitatea de documentare a cladi-
rilor industriale este extrem de utila pentru identificarea elementelor nece-
sare in conservarea si restaurarea clddirilor de patrimoniu industrial (IA-
MANDESCU 2018).

Pentru analiza transformarilor inregistrate de-a lungul timpului de cla-
dirile industriale din arealul de studiu a fost utilizata o metoda de cercetare
particulara (imagistica fotograficd), utilizata in numeroase studii similare
(RUNDELL 1978; ILOVAN & MAROSI 2018; DOGAN 2019).

Pe baza imaginilor vechi (carti postale, litografii) si a fotografiilor recen-
te, a fost ilustrata evolutia temporala si materiala a cladirilor industriale.
Compararea fotografiilor vechi si a celor actuale ajuta la descifrarea istoriei
acestor cladiri, a diferentelor intre atunci si acum.

Studiile de caz au fost impartite in trei tipare: clddiri demolate, reuti-
lizate (situri golite de patrimoniu industrial) si cladiri care mai pastreaza
functia industriala.

Rezultate si discutii

W in prezent, la nivelul zonei de studiu, patru cladiri industriale ocupa locatii
atractive din arealele centrale gi pericentrale, dar nu mai pastreaza functia si
semnificatia anterioare. Localizarea si terenul ocupat de acestea au stimulat
includerea cladirilor industriale in ample proiecte de regenerare (fig. 1).

Patru cladiri pastreaza functiunea initiala: spatii de reparatii auto (Fostul
Garaj Regal; Garajul Ciclop — prima parcare supraetajatd din Bucuresti —
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not a dominating factor in the develop-
ment of Sector 1, during its territorial evo-
lution constructions with various indus-
trial profiles were built. At the beginning
of the 20" century, when the suburban lo-
calities Herastrau, Floreasca, and Baneasa
(SUDITU 2016) were included within its
administrative limits, the Baneasa Brick
Factory was built (following the extension
of the built area, mentioned on the map
of Bucharest and its surroundings, 1923,
by Major Mihai C. PANTEA), as well as
wine warehouses (SCAUNAS, PAUNES-
CU & MERCIU 2019). To these are added
infrastructure elements (Baneasa Airport
in 1920, Baneasa Train Station in 1936)
(MERCIU et al. 2020) that complete the
cultural heritage of Sector 1 through their
age, as well as their technical and archi-
tectural value. Two buildings of the alco-
holic beverage industry, built at the begin-
ning of the 20" century, though not being
historic buildings, have architectural and
technological attributes that make them
unique.

The typological diversity of the in-
dustrial buildings in Sector 1 is notable
through the presence of administrative
headquarters of important industrial or
transportation companies (the Palace of
the Gas and Electricity Society, the Palace
of the Romanian Railways).

At the time of construction, the oldest
industrial buildings were located on the
outskirts of the city (Matache Hall, Ford
Industrial Complex). As the city devel-
oped, the industrial sites held a central
position.

During the communist era, industri-
al units were built in Sector 1, such as:
the IPRS Baneasa Radio Parts and Sem-
iconductors Factory (1960), the IRMA
Aircraft Engine Repair Company (1960s
and ’70s) by reorganising the workshops
of the Franco-Romanian Air Navigation
Company (1923) (SCAUNAS, PAUNESCU
& MERCIU 2019), the Baneasa Milling
and Baking Factory (built in 1985, demol-
ished in 2014, with the activity relocated
to Buftea), and the Pajura Bakery (demol-
ished in 2019).

Methodology

B In the current socio-economic context,
the documentation of industrial buildings
is extremely useful for the identification
of the elements necessary for the preserva-
tion and conservation of industrial herit-
age buildings (IAMANDESCU 2018).

For the analysis of the transforma-
tions undergone over time by industrial
buildings in the studied area, a particu-

B Foto 1. Garajul Ciclop

© Florentina-Cristina MERCIU
B Photo 1. Ciclop Garage

© Florentina-Cristina MERCIU



lar research method was employed (pho-
tographic imaging), which was also used
in many similar studies (RUNDELL 1978;
ILOVAN & MAROSI 2018; DOGAN 2019).

The temporal and material evolution
of industrial buildings was illustrated
based on old images (postcards, litho-
graphs) and recent photos. The compari-
son between old and current photos helps
to decipher the history of these buildings,
the differences between then and now.

The case studies were divided into
three categories: demolished buildings,
reused sites (emptied of industrial her-
itage), and buildings that still preserve
their industrial function.

Results and discussions

B Currently, within the study area there
are four industrial buildings that occu-
py attractive locations in the central and
pericentral areas, but no longer retain
their previous function and significance.
Their location and site stimulated the in-
clusion of the industrial buildings in large
regeneration designs (Figure 1).

Four buildings still preserve their
original function: auto repair spaces (the
former Royal Garage; the Ciclop Garage —
the first multi-storey car park in Bucharest
— 1923, which was recently closed due to
its state of degradation) and two alcoholic
and non-alcoholic beverage factories.

M Foto 2. Pravdlia lui Matache
MACELARU (APOSTOL 2011)

B Photo 2. The shop of Matache

MACELARU (APOSTOL 2011)
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1923, care a fost recent inchis ca urmare a starii sale de degradare), doua
fabrici de bauturi alcoolice si nealcoolice.

Hala Matache

Hala Matache, o cladire industriala simbol a Bucurestiului, a fost con-
struita la initiativa primariei (Serviciul Tehnic al Comunei) cu scopul de
a exploata mai eficient domeniul public din acest areal, care era un teren
neconstruit dedicat activitatilor comerciale (DERER 2010). Documentarea
istoricului cladirii releva faptul ca in acest areal se afla insula-imobil aflata
in proprietatea lui Marin MACELARU (foto 2), la intersectia dintre Calea
Grivitei gi Buzesti, care nu va disparea, ci va fi utilizatd mai eficient prin
constructia in 1886 a primului corp al Halei Matache (DERER 2010). Pla-
nul halei prevedea construirea a trei corpuri care au fost finalizate in 1898.
Hala, acoperita in lateral cu suprafete mari de sticla si inchideri de lemn,
prezenta o structura tipica halelor europene ale secolului al XIX-lea. in peri-
oada interbelica, primarul general al capitalei a decis ,refacerea halei dupa
proiectele intocmite de directia arhitecturii Municipiului” (Gazeta Muni-
cipald, 1940) (DERER 2010, 20); hala a fost extinsa, fiind adaugat corpul
central care prezenta un mezorelief pe fatada principala (foto 3). Extinderii
i se datoreaza anvelopanta exterioara pastrata pana in 2013, cand hala a fost
demolatd pentru dezvoltarea proiectului de infrastructura rutiera ,Diame-
trala Nord-Sud”: Buzesti-Berzei-Uranus.

M Foto 3. Hala Matache (BALTEANU 2011)
M Photo 3. Matache Hall (BALTEANU 2011)
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Desi a fost propus un proiect alternativ de regenerare cu scopul de a res-
taura si redeschide hala ca spatiu comercial, acesta nu a fost luat in calcul.
Arhitectii care au conceput proiectul de regenerare au evidentiat ca ampla-
samentul cladirii nu ar fi afectat extinderea soselei (DUCULESCU 2012).

Fabrica de Bere Luther

O alta cladire industriala simbol este prima Fabrica de Bere din Bucuresti
(Luther), construita in 1869 de catre industriagsul german Erhard LUTHER
(MUCENIC 2007) (fig. 2), delimitata de soseaua Orhideelor si strada Fluviu-
lui. Istoria fabricii a fost marcata de trei etape: modernizarea din 1905 dupa
planul firmei J. A. Topf & Sohne din Erfurt in urma achizitionarii de catre
fratii germani CZELL (MUCENIC 2007, 295), nationalizarea sa in 1948 cAnd
numele i-a fost schimbat (Grivita in 1948, Gambrinus in 1970), privatizarea
de dupa 1990.

In 2013, fabrica a fost vanduta unui antreprenor roman care a revandut o
parte a terenului pe care a fost construit un hypermarket. Cea mai mare par-
te a terenului a fost din nou vanduta unui grup de dezvoltatori straini care
intentioneaza sa construiasca un amplu proiect de regenerare, reutilizand
cele trei cladiri industriale de patrimoniu (maltaria, orzaria si un pavilion
administrativ) (foto 4).

Ocupand o suprafata de 11.000 m? si fiind amplasat intr-o locatie peri-
centrala gi accesibila, situl industrial a fost afectat deja de presiunea dez-
voltarii serviciilor, prin fragmentarea terenului si construirea unui spatiu
comercial ce a presupus demolarea unor cladiri care faceau parte din si-
tul industrial (un bloc de locuinte pentru muncitorii fostei fabrici). Stilul
Art Déco va fi conservat pe fatadele principale, insa cele trei cladiri care
s-au pastrat vor suferi transformari. Maltaria va fi convertita in 31 de lofturi
unicat, pastrindu-se elementele originare, aceasta conversie fiind prima de
acest tip la nivel national. in celelalte doua cladiri monument istoric vor fi
amenajate spatii co-working, de birouri, spatii comerciale (brutarie, berarire
cu productie in situ, restaurant). Cele mai mari transformari vor fi inregis-
trate de pavilionul administrativ, ce va fi integrat intr-o cladire noud, cu
parter si doua etaje, fiind reutilizat ca spatii de birouri. Proiectul prevede
si construirea a doua blocuri de locuinte (12 etaje) pe terenul ramas liber
(IVANOV 2018). Degi proiectul de transformare era proiectat sa se finalizeze
in anul 2020, pana in prezent a fost decopertata zidaria pana la caramida a
celor doua cladiri industriale.

Matache Hall

Matache Hall (Hala Matache), an
iconic industrial building of Bucharest,
was built at the initiative of the Mayor’s
Office (Technical Service) in order to
more efficiently exploit the public prem-
ises in this area, i.e. an unbuilt piece of
land dedicated to commercial activities
(DERER 2010). The documentation related
to the building’s history reveals that the
property owned by Marin MACELARU
was located within this area, in an isolat-
ed position at the corner of Grivitei and
Buzesti streets. It did not disappear, but
was to be used in a more efficient manner
by the construction of the first wing of the
Matache Hall in 1886 (DERER 2010). The
hall’s design provided for the construc-
tion of three wings that were completed
in 1898. The hall, closed on the sides with
large glazed and wooden surfaces, had a
structure typical for the European halls
of the 19" century. During the interwar
period, the mayor of the capital decided
“the rebuilding of the hall according to
the designs drawn up by the architecture
department of the Municipality” (Gazeta
Municipala, 1940) (DERER 2010, 20). The
hall was extended by adding the central
building, with a middle relief sculpture
on the main fagade (Photo 3). Along with
this extension the outer envelope was also
created, lasting until 2013, when the hall
was demolished to make way for the “Di-
ametrala Nord-Sud” Buzesti-Berzei-Ura-
nus road infrastructure project.

Although an alternative regeneration
design was proposed in order to conserve
and reopen the hall as a commercial space,
it was not taken into account. The archi-
tects who developed the regeneration de-
sign highlighted the fact that the location
of the building would not have affected the
extension of the road (DUCULESCU 2012).

The Luther Beer Factory

Another iconic industrial building is
the first Beer Factory in Bucharest (Lu-
ther), built in 1869 by the German indus-
trialist Erhard LUTHER (MUCENIC 2007)
(Figure 2), delimited by Orhideelor Road
and Fluviului Street. The history of the
factory was marked by three stages: the
modernisation in 1905 according to the
design of J. A. Topf & Sohne Company
from Erfurt following the acquisition by
the German brothers CZELL (MUCENIC
2007, 295), its nationalisation in 1948
when its name was changed (Grivita in
1948, Gambrinus in 1970), and the privati-
sation after 1990.

In 2013, the factory was sold to a Ro-
manian entrepreneur who resold part of
the land, on which a hypermarket was
built. Most of the land was again sold to
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B Fig. 2. Fosta Fabricd de Bere (OLTEAN 2015)
B Figure 2. The former Beer Factory (OLTEAN 2015)
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B Foto 4. a) Mdltdria; b) Orzdria © Florentina-Cristina MERCIU
B Photo 4. a) Malting building; b) Barley barn © Florentina-Cristina MERCIU

a group of foreign developers who intend
to implement a large regeneration design
reusing the three industrial heritage
buildings (the malting building, the bar-
ley barn, and an administrative pavilion)
(Photo 4).

Covering an area of 11,000 m? and be-
ing located in a pericentral and accessible
location, the industrial site has already
been affected by the pressure caused by
the development of the services sector,
through the fragmentation of the land and
the construction of a commercial space
that involved the demolition of buildings
that were part of the industrial site (a
block of flats for the workers of the former
factory). The Art Déco style will be pre-
served on the main fagades, but the three
buildings that have been preserved will
undergo transformations. The malting
building will be converted into 31 unique
lofts, keeping the original elements, this
conversion being the first of its kind na-
tionwide. Co-working spaces, offices, and
commercial spaces (bakery, brewing with
on-site production, restaurant) will be ar-
ranged in the other two historic buildings.
The administrative pavilion will be sub-
ject to the most radical transformations, as
it will be integrated into a new building,
with ground floor and two upper floors,
being reused as office space. The design
also provides for the construction of two
blocks of flats (with 12 storeys each) on
the vacant land (IVANOV 2018). Although
the transformation design was planned to
be completed in 2020, so far only the brick
masonry of the two industrial buildings
has been uncovered.

M Fig. 3. Prima tipografie din Bucuresti,

secolul al XIX-lea (Raiden 2013)
H Figure 3. The first Printing House in

Bucharest, 19" century (Raiden 2013)

Tipografia Cartea Romdneascd

Tipografia Cartea Roméneasca este un alt un exemplu de proiect de
transformare a unei cladiri industriale listata ca monument de clasa B,
intr-un complex multifunctional. Aceasta este cea mai veche si prestigi-
oasd editura la nivel national, creatd in 1919 prin fuziunea mai multor
edituri si tipografii (GULEA 2019). Cladirea a fost realizata dupéa planul
arhitectului I. Al. DAVIDESCU. In 1923 este construita si cantina de cétre
arhitectul J. GEGGERLE. Dupa 1990 a functionat ca depozit de carte pana
in 2003, cand activitatea a fost intrerupta si imobilul a fost vandut.

Localizarea sa in zona centrald a oragului (Bd. Iancu de Hunedoara
nr. 58-60) si abandonul intre anii 2003-2008 au fost factorii favorizanti ai
implementarii unui proiect de transformare a unui spatiu generos, care a
fost reabilitat gi extins.

Ideea conversiei, demarata in 2008, a fost de a crea o piatd publica des-
chisa in totalitate, care impreuna cu spatiul comercial de la parter sa for-
meze o zona accesibila populatiei spre un spatiu comercial si de birouri,
prin demolarea gardului, si totodata de a reinsera cladirea industriala in
viata sociala si economica a orasului (BARBUICA 2012).

Comparand imaginea veche cu cea actuald, se observa ca din vechiul
ansamblu s-a pastrat corpul principal, in forma de ,,U”, cu structura me-
talica gi beton armat si fatade din caramida aparenta, si un corp admi-
nistrativ independent, cu arhitectura eclecticd de influenta franceza si
finisaje in cardmida aparenta; alte anexe fara valoare arhitecturald au
fost demolate. S-a pastrat doar fatada vechii tipografii, la care se adauga
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M Foto 5. Fosta tipografie — spatiu multifunctional © Florentina-Cristina MERCIU
B Photo 5. The former Printing House — multifunctional space © Florentina-Cristina MERCIU

contrastul intre fatada istorica si cea de sticla a cladirii noi. Totusi noua
cladire nu a fost suprainaltata foarte mult, existdnd un echilibru al pro-
portiilor pe verticald, mai ales daca le comparam cu alte insertii noi de
proportii mai mari in imediata vecinatate.

Fabrica Ford

Fabrica Ford, axata pe asamblarea de masini de lux, a fost creata in
1935 dupa proiectul arhitectului Paul Emil MICLESCU, in colaborare
cu inginerii Dumitru MARCIU si Nicolaie GANE (TUDORA 2015). in
perioada comunista fabrica a fost nationalizata (a fost redenumita ,,Au-
tomatica”) si dupa 1990 a mai functionat cativa ani. Timp de 20 de ani,
fabrica a fost abandonata. Situatd in zona centrala a orasului, pe Calea
Floreasca nr. 159, hala industriala a intrat in atentia investitorilor, care
dupa acelasi tipar de reutilizare ,neoliberald” au regandit valorificarea
spatiului sdu generos (2,8 ha).

Transformarea halei se va face dupa un plan care va pune in valoare
cladirea de patrimoniu de clasa A. Aceasta va fi modernizata si transfor-
mata intr-un spatiu comercial si de birouri; fatadele laterale si luminato-
rul din zona centrala vor fi demontate, restaurate de o echipa de speci-
aligti gi remontate pe o noua structura. Trei cldadiri noi (intre 20-25 etaje)
sunt deja construite (blocuri de apartamente exclusiviste) (MERCIU et
al. 2020).

Cartea Romaneasca Printing House

The Cartea Romaéaneasca Printing
House is another example of a design set
out to transform an industrial building
listed as a class B historic building into
a multifunctional complex. This is the
oldest and most prestigious publishing
house at national level, created in 1919
by merging several publishing houses
and printing houses (GULEA 2019). It was
built according to the design of architect
I. Al. DAVIDESCU. In 1923, the cafeteria
was built by architect J. GEGGERLE. After
1990 it functioned as a book warehouse
until 2003, when the activity was inter-
rupted and the building was sold.

Its location in the central area of
the city (no. 58-60, Iancu de Hunedoara
Boulevard) and its abandonment between
2003 and 2008 were the factors favouring
the implementation of a transformation
design for a generous space that was reha-
bilitated and expanded.

B Foto 6. Evolutia proiectului de regenerare: a) ianuarie 2020; b) iulie 2020 © Florentina-Cristina MERCIU

B Photo 6. Evolution of the regeneration design implementation: a) January 2020; b) July 2020 © Florentina-Cristina MERCIU
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B Foto 6. Evolutia proiectului de regenerare:
¢) iulie 2020 © Florentina-Cristina MERCIU

B Photo 6. Evolution of the regeneration design
implementation: c) July 2020
© Florentina-Cristina MERCIU

The idea of the conversion, launched
in 2008, was to create a fully open public
square, which would form, together with
the commercial space on the ground floor,
a transition area accessible to the public
towards a commercial and office space,
by demolishing the fence, and at the same
time to reinsert the industrial building
into the social and economic life of the
city (BARBUICA 2012).

Comparing the old image with the
current one, it can be observed that the
U-shaped main building of the old com-
plex, was preserved with a metal and re-
inforced concrete structure and exposed
brick elevations, as well as an independent
administrative building, with an Eclec-
tic architecture of French influence and
exposed brick finishes; other buildings
without architectural value were demol-
ished. The design is considered by some
specialists to be successful, even if it only
preserves the elevation of the old print-
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Cladiri ale industriei bauturilor

In sectorul 1 se regisesc si in prezent sedii administrative si de
productie a doua companii din industria bauturilor, foarte aprecia-
te la nivel national datorita calitatii produselor si vechimii. Ambe-
le companii au sediul in cartierul Bucurestii Noi si, cu toate ca nu
sunt monumente istorice, se remarca prin valente arhitecturale (sediul
companiei de bauturi nealcoolice si alcoolice) (foto 7) si prin valente
tehnologice (fabrica de vin spumant pastreaza pivnitele vechi si mo-
dalitatile traditionale de fermentare a vinului). Ambele cladiri pastea-
zda arhitectura originara.

Producerea vinului spumant in Bucuresti, cu o istorie de peste 100
de ani, este legata de germanul Wilhelm MOTT in 1912. Ulterior familia
BAZILESCU, detindtoarea unei podgorii la Urlati, va amenaja fabrica
din cartierul Bucurestii Noi. Dupa nationalizare, fabrica a inregistrat o
extindere a gamei de sortimente de bauturi alcoolice.

Ultimele studii de caz au fost selectate pentru a aduce in prim plan
doua branduri industriale roméanesti care s-au adaptat tranzitiei eco-
nomice dificile gi de care sunt legate cladiri si tehnici traditionale de
productie care le confera unicitate.

Potentialul patrimoniului industrial de regenerare este foarte mare,
intrucat este foarte permisiv pentru a prelua o schimbare de functiune,
dar aceasta poate fi si singura cale prin care poate fi salvat (BARBUI-
CA 2012). Analizand insa transformarile inregistrate de monumentele
industriale din Bucuresti, acestea sunt dominate de reutilizari neadec-
vate. Aceste reutilizari determina ,amputari” ale patrimoniului indus-
trial si pierderea valorilor in baza carora a fost clasat ca urmare a unor
interventii minime de conservare. Aceste actiuni reprezinta aparente
concesii facute patrimoniului (conservarea fatadelor sau prin insasi
maniera de restaurare, cu inlocuirea materialului si reconstituirea in
forma identica) (ROSIU 2010).

Concluzii

B Sectorul 1 al municipiului Bucuresti se individualizeaza prin cladiri
industriale care reprezinta elemente simbol ale orasului, datoritd va-
lentelor asociate (istorica, arhitecturald, culturald si sociald). Unitatile
industriale din arealul studiat au marcat evolutia oragului, conditionand
totodata structura urbana si devenind repere pentru comunitatea locala.

Elementele de patrimoniu industrial recompun istoria unui teritoriu
si, in egala masurd, reprezinta simbolic o perioada trecuta, fiind parte
componenta a patrimoniului cultural.

B Foto 7a-b. Fabricd de Bduturi © Florentina-Cristina MERCIU
B Photo 7a-b. Beverages Factory © Florentina-Cristina MERCIU
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Fostele situri si cladiri industriale din sectorul 1 al Bucurestiului,
inclusiv monumentele industriale clasate, au fost incluse in proiecte de
regenerare urband axate prea putin pe conservarea si punerea in valoare
a arhitecturii industriale. In consecinta, lipsa unor viziuni coerente de
regenerare a cladirilor industriale gi ignorarea potentialului acestora de
a fi reutilizat in functie de nevoile comunitatii locale vor determina pier-
derea si a altor vestigii industriale. in vederea conservarii monumentelor
industriale din Bucuresti, conservarea si reutilizarea lor adecvata devin
actiuni prioritare.

Multumiri

B Acest studiu a fost partial finantat de Ministerul Cercetarii gi Inovarii
din Roméania CCCDI-UEFISCDI, numar proiect 52 PCCDI/2018 (PATCUL-
T#RO) PN-III-P1-1.2-PCCDI-2017-0686.
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ing house, to which is added the contrast
between the historical elevation and the
glass elevation of the new building. How-
ever, the new building was not heightened
excessively, and there is a vertical balance
of proportions, especially if we compare
them with other new large inserts in the
immediate vicinity.

Ford Factory

The Ford Factory, focused on assem-
bling luxury cars, was created in 1935 fol-
lowing the design of architect Paul Emil
MICLESCU, in collaboration with the
engineers Dumitru MARCIU and Nico-
laie GANE (TUDORA 2015). During the
communist period, the factory was na-
tionalised (it was renamed Automatica),
and after 1990 it operated for a few more
years. For 20 years, the factory has been
abandoned. Located in the central area of
the city, at no. 159, Floreasca Street, the
industrial hall came to the attention of in-
vestors, who, following the same pattern
of “neoliberal” reuse, rethought the cap-
italisation of its generous space (2.8 ha).

The transformation of the hall will
be carried out according to a design that
will highlight the class A listed herit-
age building. It will be modernised and
transformed into a commercial and office
space; the side elevations and the skylight
of the central area will be dismantled,
conserved by a team of specialists, and re-
assembled on a new structure. Three new
buildings (between 20 and 25 storeys) are
already built (exclusive apartment build-
ings) (MERCIU et al. 2020).

Beverage industry buildings

Sector 1 still houses the administra-
tive and production headquarters of two
companies in the beverage industry that
are highly valued nationally due to the
quality of their products and their age.
Both companies are based in the Bu-
curestii Noi District, and although they
are not historic buildings, they are distin-
guished by architectural values (the head-
quarters of the non-alcoholic and alcohol-
ic beverages company) (Photo 7) as well
as by technological values (the sparkling
wine factory preserves the old cellars and
the traditional ways of fermenting wine).
Both buildings retain their original archi-
tecture.

The production of sparkling wine
in Bucharest, with a history of over 100
years, is linked to the German Wilhelm
MOTT, in 1912. Later, the BAZILESCU
family, owner of a vineyard in Urlati, es-
tablished the factory in the Bucurestii Noi
District. After its nationalisation, the fac-
tory registered an expansion of the range
of alcoholic beverages.

The last case studies have been se-
lected in order to highlight two Romani-
an industrial brands that have adapted to
the difficult economic transition and to
which are linked buildings and tradition-
al production techniques that make them
unique.



The regeneration potential of indus-
trial heritage is very high, as it is very
permissive in accepting a functional re-
conversion, but this can also be the only
way in which it can be saved (BARBUICA
2012). However, analysing the transforma-
tions suffered by industrial historic build-
ings in Bucharest, they are dominated by
inadequate reuses. These conversions
cause “amputations” of the industrial
heritage and the loss of the values based
on which it was listed following minimal
preservation interventions. These actions
represent apparent concessions made to
heritage (by the preservation of the el-
evations or by the very manner of their
conservation, with the replacement of the
material and the identical reconstruction)
(ROSIU 2010).

Conclusions

B Sector 1 of Bucharest is individualised
by industrial buildings that represent
iconic elements of the city, due to their as-
sociated values (historical, architectural,
cultural, and social). The industrial units
in the studied area have marked the evo-
lution of the city, at the same time condi-
tioning the urban structure and becoming
landmarks for the local community.

The industrial heritage elements re-
compose the history of a territory and,
equally, represent a past period, being a
component part of cultural heritage.

The former industrial sites and build-
ings in Sector 1 of Bucharest, including
the listed industrial buildings, have been
included in urban regeneration designs
that focused too little on the preservation
and enhancement of industrial architec-
ture. Consequently, the lack of coherent
visions for the regeneration of industrial
buildings and the oversight of their poten-
tial to be reused according to the needs of
the local community will lead to the loss
of other industrial assets. In order to pre-
serve the industrial historic buildings in
Bucharest, their proper conservation and
reuse become priority actions.
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