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Abstract: Modern Bucharest developed in the late 19th century. The city centre, formerly occupied by
1

individual mansions and monasteries with large gardens, underwent haussmanian-type operations and
representative buildings were erected. The new buildings covered many layers of the former city fabric.
The paper presents three cases of research that reflect as many ways of our involvement as architects in the
decisions about reconciling the past of the city’s history with its contemporary development.
Case no 1 is the Palace of the National Military, a building listed as historic monument, erected on the site of
one of the emblematic compounds of Bucharest: the Sarindar Monastery. Damaged by successive
earthquakes, the church was demolished after 1893. On its site the future Palace of the National Military was
built (1912-1919), its lavish terraces covering part of the monastery’s garden. Recent retrofitting of the
building is a good opportunity to unveil at least some of the remnants of the former Sarindar Monastery.
Documents (cartographic and written) presented in the paper support an archeological investigation under
parts of the buildings terrace during the future retrofitting actions.
Case no 2 suggests ways of inserting historic vestiges in future contemporary buildings in the historic core of
Bucharest. The existence of the building in 70, Franceza str. is documented by plans of 1850 (the Boroczyn
Plan) and 1911 (Cadaster plan).
Case no 3 concerning the Otetelesanu mansion near Bucharest is an invitation to go to the very core of a
building that underwent numerous transformations, in order to bring to light and preserve specific elements
that bear witness of the building’s historical evolution.
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Introduction
Over the past years our research concentrated on exploring various ways for the involvement of architects in
decisions about reconciling the past of the cities’ history with their contemporary development. Along the way
we were confronted with a wide variety of situations. Each situation requires the most suitable approach,
ranging from archive studies and archive-based references corroborated with archaeologists’ findings, to
suggesting approaches to be adopted (conservation and/or regenaration, other novel creative approach).
Meanwhile we are interested in the follow-ups of our previous interventions. In 2010 we pleaded for a
reparatory action, namely bringing to light the remnants of an outstanding military building of the 18th century
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in Sibiu, the so-called barracks 90 (fig. 1), demolished in 1987 (fig.2) . The subject-matter was dealt with by
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students at the Faculty of Architecture of the University Spiru Haret; they came up with interesting projects
that would include the unearthed vestiges of Barracks 90 into a cultural compound.

Fig. 1 – The inner courtyard of the Barracks 90 before demolition

Fig. 2 – Diggings in the mid-1990s by a team of
archaeologists

In 2011 we raised the issue of how to reconcile heritage conservation and valorisation with the development
of cities in a sustainable perspective while increasing the transparency of decisions. Excavations in the city
centre of Bucharest – the University Square – prompted by the decision to create an underground parkinggarage, brought to light valuable fragments of medieval, modern and contemporary structures that had been
successively covered in time (layers from the 16th, 17th and 19th centuries). Among those were the ruins of
the St. Sava Monastery and of the first Romanian high-education institution the St. Sava Academy. Valuable
vestiges (structural elements, inner divisions, a necropolis etc.), though registered by archeologists (figs. 3
and 4), were demolished and replaced by the new infrastructure. The transformations at the University
Square in Bucharest may be seen as an example of “chain reaction” where areas laden with centuries of
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history are dealt with . They invite to reflection as to how to reconcile the conflicting views of “purists” that
would impede on modernization and progress with the requirements of creating modern infrastructures.
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Fig. 3 – Overall vue during the excavations

Fig. 4 – Remnants of the monastery’s cells (photo R.Nemteanu)

(photo R. Nemteanu)

Three cases to be explored – three different approaches
Case no 1 - The Palace of the National Military as revealed by archive-based documents
The Palace of the National Military is one of the emblematic buildings of modern Bucharest, situated in the
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very core of the city, and built between 1912 and 1923 by the Romanian architect Dimitrie Maimarolu .

Fig. 5 – Current layout of the Palace and commemorative plaque of the Sarindar Monastery after the Palace became the ownership of
the Ministry of Domains
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In the first part of the 19th century Bucharest city centre was occupied by individual mansions and
monasteries with large gardens (fig. 6). During most of the 19th century the site was occupied by the
Sarindar Monastery, one of the major landmarks of early Bucharest (fig. 7). Its first church built by the prince
Matei Basarab dates back to the 17th century; after being damaged by successive earthquakes the church
was demolished in 1893. On the site of the Monastery the construction of the Palace started in 1912. (fig.8).

Fig. 7 – Location of the Sarindar Monastery

Fig. 6 – Central Area of Bucharest in the Boroczyn Plan (1847-1952)

in the Boroczyn Plan

Fig. 8 – Cadaster plan of Bucharest (1911) with the empty plot after the demolition (drafts and topographic plans)5
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Figs. 9, 10 – Facades of the building projected by arch. Maimarolu (from the building permit)6

Retrofitting the building by recent decisions is a good opportunity to unveil at least some of the remnants of
the former Sarindar Monastery. The lavish terraces of the building (as seen in fig. 11) still cover some
vestiges. The preservation of those vestiges would be in the same danger of disappearing as those in the
University Square (see above in Introduction), if covered by an underground parking.

Fig. 11 – Current views of the building with its large terraces and the fountain (photo R. Nemteanu)
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Case no 2 – House in Str. Franceza no 70 – a combined approach of archeological findings and
7

archive-based documents

The building in Str. Franceza (French Street) no 70 is situated in the historic centre of Bucharest. It is the last
property on this side of the street. Originally the building marked the corner of two streets; currently there is a
vacant plot.
The existence of the building is documented in both the Boroczyn Plan and the Cadaster plan of 1911 (fig.
12). Archive documents testify of a two-story building: a shop at ground level and residence above. The
cellars date back to the mid-19th century; the super-structure of the building (ground floor, first floor and
attic) were built in 1892. After the 1977 earthquake the building was demolished and the plot stays vacant
since.

Fig. 12 – Cadaster plan of 1911 with building at str. Franceza no 70

Archeological investigations carried out between 17- 20 September 2012 (by archeologists Manucu and
Adamesteanu) revealed the large rectangular shaped cellar, built with a masonry structure. Became also
visible the starts of semi-cylindrical vaults and transverse bays supported by double arches. Walls of regional
brick (from Oltenia) with lime mortar adjoining building at no 68 confirm the findings of the historic study (figs.
13 and 14).
The projected new super-structure fig. 15) took into account the unveiled sub-structure and adopted
accordingly a specific conformation of the new building to be erected.
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Fig. 13 – 70, Franceza str. - Ruins of the ancient cellar shops after their unearthing. (photo R. Nemteanu)

Fig. 14 – 70, Franceza str.

- Ruins of the ancient cellar shops after their unearthing (photo R. Nemteanu)
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Fig. 15 – Historic survey of the basement and plan of the projected building - Bucharest, 70 Franceza str.
(arch. Horatiu Serban and Alexandra Radu)

The above case is an example of the way in which the uncovery of sub-structures of historic value may
determine a specific configuration of a new super-structure, while preserving the historic findings (fig. 15).

Case no 3 - The Otetelesanu Mansion (near Bucharest) or how to go to the very core of a building
that underwent numerous transformations
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Fig. 16 – Restoration work started at the Otetelesanu Mansion (photo R. Nemteanu, 2011)

______
8

IONESCU, D.D., NEMTEANU, R., SIMION, C., LUKACS, A. (2011) pp.20-40

8

Creanga | Nemteanu | Budisteanu – The untapped archaeological potential of Bucharest

The case of the Otetelesanu Mansion is a good example of how restoration could be supported by archive
documents. The historic study based on archive documents demonstrates the successive stages of
transformation covering more than a century. Over that period the building has changed in size, function and
style. The core of the Mansion dates back to the first half of the 19th century (before 1840). The nucleus can
be found in the centre of the ground floor. A second phase was marked by the changes carried out by Ioan
Otetelesanu during 1844-1855 who adopted a different architectural concept, amplifying the silhouette of the
mansion and transforming it in a noble residence of neo-classical style. In the third stage between 18551868 Ioan Otetelesanu (while a cabinet minister) transformed the mansion into a thermal-water resort. A plan
found in the State Archives and dated 1865, in conjunction with period photographs of Duschek (in his
“Magurele Vues” realized between 1863-1868) strongly support the history of the mansion. The next two
stages – five and six – can be situated in the periods 1920-1940 and 1950-1960 when major interventions on
the building were carried out. They resulted in dramatic alterations of the building’s architecture, overcharging its structure which lead to its eventual collapse.

Fig. 17 – Uncovering some of the initial elements of sub-structure (Otetelesanu Mansion, Magurele, Ilfov County
(archeologist Antal Lukacs, photo R. Nemteanu, 2012)

The restoration project of the mansion started in 2011. Archeological findings confirmed data from the
archive documents. Unfortunately, the restoration process encounters serious difficulties, due to the great
number of overlapping walls. However, the aim is to preserve some of the basic historic elements, avoiding
the destruction of underground elements while restoring the superstructures.

Conclusions
Our contention is that sustainable development of our cities should go hand in hand with seriously
documenting the history of places and communities in an effort to unveil and preserve as much as possible
of their historic memory. We try to explore various ways in which architects could be involved in decisions
aimed to reconcile the historic memory of places with their contemporary development.
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The three cases of our presentation relate to Bucharest were this issue is topical due to rapid current
changes. They plead for the transparency of decisions in order to avoid irreversible actions in the future and
losses, wherever heritage and historic memory are concerned.
Each case of preservation of the historic memory of places needs a different approach: from archive studies
and archive-based references corroborated with archeologists’ findings, to suggesting approaches to be
adopted (conservation and/or regenaration, other novel creative approach). All the above point to the need to
strengthen inter-professional collaboration with archeologists, landscape specialists and engineers in
analysing the potential valorisation of cultural/historic patrimony in contemporary urban structures. The
proper approach to be adopted in each particular case should result from a close collaboration between
architects, archeologists, engineers and historians.
Our research suggests also the opportunity to draw up a comprehensive plan indicating the potential
archeological sites under existing buildings, in order to avoid later conflicts between owners, archeologists,
architects, engineers and public authorities.
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