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In homage to Dr. Esbert, we reproduce here 
the text and the facsimile of the opening 
conference of the 3rd Congress of the Spanish 
Group of IIC (Oviedo, 21-23 November 2007). 
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To begin with, we will examine the situation in 
our country at the beginning of the 1980s 
with regard to stone conservation in buildings 
and especially that which was used on 
Heritage buildings. The ICROA (Institute of 
Conservation and Restoration of Works of Art) 
was, at that time, the State Institution which 
oversaw such interventions.  
 
In a different area, the scientific-technical 
field, the Spanish Interministry Commission for 
Science and Technology (CICYT) was created 
at the end of the 70’s. Scientists and 
technicians from the University and the 
Spanish National Research Council could 
present research projects and very often were 
given financing.  Herita ge was one of the 
priority lines of research for a number of 
years, which meant that the knowledge and 
techniques previously applied to other 
scientific fields were focused on it. 
Subsequently, the majority of the research 
projects on building stone, mortar, treatments, 
bio-deterioration, direct and indirect 
characterization techniques and analysis, etc. 
were conducted and financed within the area 
of Material Science.   
 
Nevertheless, when the advances and 
knowledge acquired were applied to 
conservation interventions, the work has not 

been easy. Experts from different fields who 
were meant to participate had not previously 
worked in this field; therefore they neither had 
adequate knowledge nor creativity for their 
contributions to be genuinely productive.  
 
Currently, it is agreed that conservation 
interventions require multidisciplinary teams, 
capable of communicating their knowledge 
fluently so that it can be applied in each 
project. It is necessary to have someone who 
can coordinate, guide and direct the project 
and nowadays this person tends to be an 
architect; however it is obvious that it does 
not necessarily have to be this way.  
 
The National Cathedral Plan, passed in 1997, 
promotes the existence of these 
interdisciplinary groups by achieving, in a more 
or less general way, the previously described 
objectives.   
 
It is important to remember that, in order to 
put these objectives into practice, a series of 
basic aspects must be taken into account:  
 
The general intervention criteria must be 
established in each project.  They should be 
within the framework established by the 
Venice Charter (1964), the Restoration 
Charter (1972), and the Krakow Charter 
(2000), which is based on the spirit of the 
Venice Charter, but also adds other aspects 
which should also be taken into consideration.  
In relation to this, the Instituto del Patrimonio 
Cultural de España (IPHE), hosted a series of 
conferences related to interventions on 
Heritage sites built in stone in February 2002. 
The conclusions of these conferences were 
published in the article: “Intervention Criteria 
in Stone Material” in the journal of the 
Instituto del Patrimonio Cultural de España. 
Bearing in mind that in our country a great 
part of architectural Heritage tends to be the 
property of the Catholic Church and its 
safekeeping and conservation falls on the 
State, such duality tends to cause problems of 
diverse nature in practice.  In any case, there 
is always initial complexity.  
 
Apart from the general considerations that 
frame the topic of conservation interventions, 
there are other more everyday aspects which 
would highlight and can be summarized as 
follows:    
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1) The complexity of the inevitable 
intervention of professionals with different 
backgrounds who must reach a mutual 
understanding in favor of the project in 
question.  
 
2) In addition to general criteria, particular 
criteria in relation to the singularity of each 
project must also be established.  
 
3) Interventions must to be carried out by 
qualified professionals. In this sense, the role 
of the restorer must be highlighted as the 
person who carries out the stone intervention 
in the end. This professional should be present 
throughout the entire intervention process and 
should participate in the proposals and 
decision making necessary in each case.  
 
4) Follow-up on the project by experts: The 
diagnosis will not be complete until the 
problems in the stone and their origin have 
been identified. There must also be continuous 
support for the restorers throughout the 
intervention.  
 

5) The need to write up a maintenance plan 
which can be carried out in practice.  
 
The previously mentioned aspects are 
gradually being achieved to greater or lesser 
extent.  The technical and scientific support 
given by diverse research programs, along 
with the European EU_ARTECH Program, 
helps to the understanding of the situation of 
our heritage sites. This allows us to come up 
with increasingly improved solutions in the 
field of conservation interventions.  
 
Finally, we would like to mention a training 
program called EPISCON (European Ph.D. in 
Science for Conservation) which is training the 
first generation of Doctors specialized in 
“Scientific Conservation”. The consortium 
which has taught doctoral courses and is 
developing the Ph. D. theses is made up of 
various European countries, Spain among 
them, through the University of Oviedo. 
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