
TICCIH2022 – Canada 

 

SÃO PAULO’S INDUSTRIAL HERITAGE: CONSIDERATIONS ABOUT THE 
VALUE AND DOCUMENTATION  
Tainá Maria Silva  
Eduardo Romero de Oliveira  
 
Introduction 
The main objective of the present investigation is to carry out a survey and analysis of 
the sources used for the historical study of São Paulo's industrial buildings which were 
protected by the competent state organ, the Council for the Defense of Historical, 
Archaeological, Artistic and Tourist Heritage (Conselho de Defesa do Patrimônio 
Histórico, Arqueológico, Artístico e Turístico - CONDEPHAAT). The purpose is to 
understand the valuation that has been attributed to these structures. 
 
We have already tried to identify in previous texts the criteria that were the basis for the 
first preservation of railway industrial structures in São Paulo. In the 1970s, since the 
creation of CONDEPHAAT, architectural or historical values had predominated in the 
recognition of railway goods (OLIVEIRA, 2010). In recent decades, dozens of 
dissertations, theses and articles have been published in Brazil on the topic of railway 
history and heritage (CORRÊA; OLIVEIRA, 2019). However, few still deal specifically 
with understanding the internal dynamics of protection studies (studies or technical 
criteria, conflicts). 
 
Our study intends to be a contribution in the line of reflections on a history of heritage 
practice, particularly on recognition criteria. We also remind those familiar with the 
process of heritage preservation that detailed inventories are sort of carried out 
(depending on the stage) and seek to justify the relevance of that property and, therefore, 
to support its preservation. Such preliminary studies, however, often did not contemplate 
the historical architectural complexity of the industrial property that is nowadays admitted 
and end up preserving a precarious view of this type of building, crystallized, almost 
always, by the figure of the exposed brick. Therefore, this paper aims to identify and 
examine the values attributed to São Paulo's industrial heritage protected by 
CONDEPHAAT in order to understand the technical criteria for the recognition of 
buildings or architectural complexes. In particular, to examine the considerations on the 
recognition of industrial buildings as architectural heritage. 
 
Within the series of industrial heritage protected by CONDEPHAAT, we selected those 
that included the claim of architectural value, totaling 36. It is not intended here to trace 
all the technical conflicts or agents involved in the preserving process, but to highlight 
which sources were used for their subsequent valuation. To this end, the research was 
based on the heritage preservation process itself and, eventually, extended to consulting 
documentation or specialized bibliography. 
 
The sources used 
Following the request to start a heritage study it’s attached some information about the 
property that the requester believes to be relevant and therefore justifies its conservation. 
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Most of the time it is possible to identify in this opening documentation some basic 
historical instruction texts that end up being somewhat superficial. To justify the 
architectural qualities, the request texts provide a visual description of the site with 
emphasis on monumentality and aesthetic attributes. Practically nothing is mentioned 
about the builders, neglecting historical aspects of architecture and industrial engineering. 
 
Once the beginning of the process has been approved, the next step is the study carried 
out by the body competent. This stage involves bibliographic and documentary research 
and technical visits. One of the hypotheses of the present text is that the bibliographic 
sources used at this stage end up guiding the valuation of the heritage. One example of 
this is the historical text that accompanies the initial study of the process preservation of 
the textile factory Fábrica de Tecidos São Luís. This text, written by a historian from the 
CONDEPHAAT's technical advisory body, addresses architectural issues based on the 
work of Foot and Leonardi (1982), an important reference in Brazilian labor 
historiography in the 1980s. In this text, the industrial style is characterized in two types: 
the first would be linked to Brazilian colonial architecture, where the façade would mask 
the interior; and the second type would be an admittedly "British-Manchesterian" (sic) 
industrial building, because it would have a red brick façade, sombre (sic) and 
symmetrical. 
 
Fitting the object of study in the first style, the historian characterizes it as an “exemplar 
of a type of ‘industrial architecture’” (DECCA, 1982, p. 45), considering such 
justification sufficient for the architectural valuation of the property. Meritorious for 
attributing relevance to a building of the history of work in Brazil, disqualified until that 
moment as "architectural historical monument"; however, the evaluation seems today 
superficial in the face of the constructive complexity of industrial building - including by 
ignoring other facts that indicate that the industrial architecture went far beyond a type.  
 
Extending the historical research about the Fábrica de Tecidos São Luís, it was possible 
to verify that the project had the participation of an American engineer who also worked 
in other industries of the region (OLIVEIRA and SILVA, 2020). This single agent, for 
example, already denotes the complexity of this factory and possible deeper evaluations 
than the one used in the process of preservation: the performance of such engineer would 
raise questions about the industrial economic history and the nineteenth century agents 
responsible for the industrialization of the state, resuming Warren Dean studies. 
Moreover, it points to the exchange of knowledge regarding construction. This aspect 
further expands the question of the valuation of the factory building: is the Fábrica de 
Tecidos São Luís type a national trend of its time or is it the practical application of the 
knowledge of foreigners? 
 
Another fact that the historical research of the factory did not contemplate concerns its 
placement. The Fábrica de Tecidos São Luís was first thought to be located in Salto and 
thus benefit from the hydraulic energy of the river that crosses the city - whose 
mechanical transmission system would drive the machinery. However, it was placed in 
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Itu, and its machinery worked with steam energy (INDUSTRIA FABRIL, 1869). In 
industrial architecture, the placement is usually the most important project element and, 
in this case, it is no different: the change of city ended up determining its technology.  
 
Other examples worth mentioning are the case of the Fábrica Swift Armour in the city of 
São José do Rio Preto and the Corumbataí Hydroelectric Power Plant in the city of Rio 
Claro. In the first case, in particular, the work of Foot and Leonardi (1982) was also used 
to highlight supposed architectural qualities (CARNEIRO, 1985, pp. 41-53) and, in the 
absence of further research, ended up repeating information about the history of the site 
that, later on, it was possible to recognize as false. In the second case, the lack of 
understanding of the technological aspects as a primordial part of industrial architecture 
is clear when it is stated that "[...] from an architectural point of view there is nothing 
important, unless we take into account the documental aspect, where, for the first time, it 
was designed with the demands of an absolutely original programme in mind" (LEMOS, 
1974, fl.7). 
 
Some values attributed 
Among the studied cases, it was possible to identify some of them that did not receive an 
architectural valuation in the request for opening the process. In other words: the 
requesters prioritized elements such as social and historical relevance as a justification 
for the preservation. An example is the case of the Paulo de Lima Corrêa Agricultural 
Exhibition Hall in the city of Barretos and the Central Distillery in the city of Lençóis 
Paulista, built by the extinct Sugar and Alcohol Institute (Instituto do Açúcar e do Álcool 
- IAA). In these specific cases, the protection organ maintained the primary relevance of 
the goods (as pointed out by the requesters) and extended the valuation to the architectural 
scope. The Paulo de Lima Corrêa Agricultural Exhibition Hall, for example, was 
considered an "illustrative of a special architectural party - the neocolonial" (MARTINS, 
s.d., page 303). As can be seen, the architectural valuation is based on a question of style.  
 
In the case of the Central Distillery, the study request text covered the architecture of the 
industry in a very superficial way and its main objective was to discuss the relevance of 
the site in terms of fuel production for the State. However, CONDEPHAAT's technical 
staff studied the architecture of the site and tried to understand whether the distillery plant 
was unique or applied to other IAA distilleries. Unfortunately, the inaccessibility of the 
documents did not allow the technicians to answer this question. 
 
At the same time, a curious fact is noted: during the search for this answer, the technical 
staff team attended an event on eclecticism and neoclassical architecture - a subject that 
had not arisen until then in the process of conservation. The valuation of the heritage 
expressed in the preservation process however points to the Central Distillery as a "rare 
example of eclectic architecture in the State of São Paulo" (SÃO PAULO, 1989). Even 
aiming to avoid going into the discussion of whether the distillery is representative of 
Eclecticism or Art Déco, it is clear that the distillery receives an architectural valuation 
that was not mentioned by the requester or the technical studies. Once again, the aesthetic 
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value enters into the recognition of heritage as a main argument for the industrial built 
and, in this case, ends up overlooking an important aspect of the distillery. As is well 
known, industrial buildings receive different additions and renovations during their 
operation time, bearing in mind the dynamics of the work based on the functionality of 
the space. The Central Distillery of Lençóis Paulista functioned for only two years and 
did not suffer any additions to its complexe. This would be, therefore, one of the few 
completely original industrial buildings in the State - ignoring the damage caused by years 
of neglect. 
 
What we intend to highlight for the technical evaluation of the protection of industrial 
buildings is that the judgment based on aesthetic qualities does not always include the 
real architectural complexity of the building. As already highlighted by Kühl (1998), the 
industries present an architecture in function of the production and the means of transport, 
which justifies the constant adaptations of the useful space and also the proximity with 
railways of transport (in the case of the industries of the 19th and early 20th centuries). 
Neaverson and Palmer (1998) also highlight functionality as a projectual party. 
 
Most of São Paulo’s industries of the late nineteenth century and early twentieth century 
worked with English equipment and technicians that could contribute in the initial 
operation (CARONE, 2011). As the industrial constructions used to be subordinated to 
their activities, the machinery assumed important roles in the industrial architectural 
project. In truth, it is not possible to dissociate the relationship between machinery and 
geography, when it comes to the first industries. This is because, both in Brazil and some 
countries in Europe, the proximity of these buildings with water sources was paramount: 
the strength of the water was used for the mechanical movement of machinery 
(CARONE, 2001; NEAVERSON; PALMER, 1998). And that proves that the 
architectural valuation is limited when the identification prioritizes the aesthetic point of 
view. 
 
Final considerations 
When discussing industrial buildings, the preservation processes do not provide enough 
historical information about the architectural environment of this type of building (project 
and program, builders, technique or material); and, when they do, the analysis of its 
multiple qualities does not guide its recognition as an industrial good. If authorial or 
aesthetic aspects did not predominate in the judgement, the industrial building was 
protected by its historical value (economic or social importance). Evidently, the historical 
recognition of a building used for human work was an achievement at the time, especially 
for the group of historians entering in the 1980s. However, from an architectural point of 
view, the criteria of judgement did not change. 
 
At the same time, misconceptions and preconceived ideas were shared in the technical 
assessment. One of the reasons for that were the bibliographical and documental sources 
available in the first decades of the state organism. The national lack of specialized 
research on industrial buildings led to the use of generic works and professional 
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experience, which led to a valuation that was alien to the particularities of the industrial 
property, or at least simpler than what can be attributed today. By fragility of the 
information or another reason, the aesthetic appreciation as a final parameter in the 
judgement of the industrial buildings returned to the scene. 
 
Finally, we emphasize here the importance of not standing on one or another particular 
building that composes an industrial complex, nor even limiting ourselves to the aesthetic 
aspect. In this sense, it is possible to advance even more if based on a perspective of 
industrial archaeology (material, historical, knowledge and social behavior), because the 
multidisciplinary reading allows a consistent expansion of thematic inventories. An 
industrial archaeological look is needed: documenting and, if possible, preserving the 
different changes that the property has undergone and accumulated over the years, as they 
may witness different moments in the associations between industrial function, 
construction material, human work and machinery. In the end, this is what defines the 
industrial built space and consequently characterises the originality of each industrial 
property. 
 
 
NOTES 
The authors acknowledge the São Paulo Research Foundation (FAPESP) for their funding of the 
current research that led to this text: Process n.2018/23340-5 and Process n.2021/03843-5, São 
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