One of the spring tempests of the year 2009 has seriously damaged the maize shed
of the Children’s Home in Perbal. The difficult circumstances of life of the institution
and its rather exposed situation did not make it possible to repair the faults by them-
selves therefore the designers — Péter Janesch and Tamas Karacsony - decided to
recruit voluntary assistants. Based on personal acquaintance and because of other
similar works earlier, | obtained from them the request to organize the reconstruc-
tion. This was how construction camps at Perbal were started which exerted a great
effect not only on the other camps in my scope but my professional career as well.

Site: From the mid-2000’s on, various external economic changes have overturned
the internal position of the Children’s Home formerly in equilibrium. To their effect the
natural rules of life were overwritten by the laws of daily survival. In addition, in the
absence of a proper and professional caretaker, basic maintenance works remained
undone, so not only the state of the outhouse buildings but of the living premises has
deteriorated seriously. The camps started for the reconstruction of the maize-shed
started to implement, apart from doing the most important renewals, smaller devel-
opments. With the aid of many small steps based on each other they tried to rees-
tablish the balance of life. The process took 5 years arriving in 2013 to the
maize-shed becoming necessary once more.

Adjustment: The erstwhile maize-shed had been a determinant element of the justly
famous Building Complex of Perbal. This was the building greeting the oncomer on
the highway, by times it became a symbol for the Children’s Home. Following its up-
setting, then demolition, the aura of its characteristic architecture continued to be
felt. Leaning on the determinant heritage and the architectural character specific to
the site | had to formulate the building in a way to carry something which is ,an exact
definition of time”, accepting simultaneously the spatial situation constraints implied
by the remaining foundation of armoured concrete.

Renewal: The maize-shed has inherited a great many features from its predecessor.
It retained its spatial position, basic dimensions, aerial lightness, tended equilibrium
and tectonic structure. By contrast, its construction is different from the earlier one
in many aspects. The wooden skeleton of supporting structure was replaced by a
composition of armoured concrete blades of identical thickness. This system putting
up a better resistance to the dynamic charge of the wind is also fixed by its proper
weight in addition to being anchored to the foundation. Traditional lathing forming
the walls and the floor is framed by 8 pieces of zinc-plated steel skeletons and con-
nected to the armoured concrete elements, aided by the prefabricated grooves. By
eliminating the stiffening wall in the middle the interior space became a single over-
all one, to be opened up by the doors situated at the ends.

The building activity was harmonized with the series of building camps, meaning
one of its determining elements. The work itself was done jointly with the students
and the locals in the way similar to earlier practice. It was divided into three camps,
respectively, an additional weekend. First came the construction of the propping,
then the building of the formwork, iron assembly and setting the concrete and in the
end, following the cradling, selection of the wood material and its storage was com-
pleted. And in the additional weekend the lathing pieces were put in place. It was
only the preparation which was different from the habitual. As | chose the new
maize-shed to be my master work — regulations require the chosen building to be
erected on the basis of an independent design - this time we changed roles with the
students, they became the consultants and | became the designer.

| deliberately chose the smallest work accomplished in my scope of activity. | had
looked for a production which not only comprises the camps but also summarizes all
my observations related to adjusting architecture originally searched in which | have
been engaged in the past years.

presentation of masterpieces

| graduated in 2007 at the Faculty of Architecture of the Budapest
University of Technology. | continued working further in the office of
my master, Tamas Karacsony, and | have been accepted to the post-
graduate (DLA) training of the university, which | finished with a
pre-degree certificate in 2011. In the meantime, | became an associ-
ate of the Department of Public Building Design, where the organisa-
tion and implementation of summer construction camps was first a
segment, but now it became the most significant part of my educa-
tional tasks. In these camps the design and realization of simple, low

budget buildings is carried out through our own contribution. Thinking
and working together with the particular community is always a signif-
icant factor. The most important result of the thus realized creations
might be an inspiration for the creative energies of the local communi-
ty to arrange its own life. In 2012 | received the Prima Junior Award
as an acknowledgement of my work so far. Since then | have pursued
this path, and | imagine my further works the same way.
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foreword

Architecture reacts to the world in a natural way, accordingly, to ecologi-
cal, economical and social problems as well. Numerous successful inter-
national projects provide arguments for architectural interventions with a
community-minded approach, planning and construction paying atten-
tion to demands and scales of small communities, respectively, architec-
tural presence constantly improving forms may be an important alterna-
tive. The role of architecture is under transformation. | have met these
ideas during my university years and they are definitive in my architectur-
al activity ever since.

In 2003 at a students’ summer camp | made the acquaintance of Dr.
Gabor Reischl, university teacher, who said, in connection with an expa-
triate work performed by him in 1981-1982: ... the essence of the con-
struction here was not to build a beautiful house but to make construction
be life itselfl” Besides human communities he attributed great importance
to the relation between nature and the built environment, respectively, to
making use of physical and spiritual possibilities at places at issue. In the
course of my complex and graduation thesis | first begun to study, in the
wake of these ideas, the impact of the environment on construction, car-
rying on during my doctoral study with doing research on the human rela-
tionships, their interconnections with the help of Tamas Karacsony. Com-
piled knowledge could be used and various theoretical assumptions
could be tested in practice in the regular university instruction as well as
the various students’ camps running in parallel, the organization and im

plementation of which camps has become my chief activity by now.

Camp works are always performed accompanied by talks conducted with
locals, before them and jointly with them. In this way, not only could be
obtained information about real demands but by way of refining initial
concepts buildings can be created which can be considered by the given
community as their own and which would enhance life at the given place.
The process of various works and then the results achieved as well as
their subsequent fate are accompanied with great attention not only by
the campers but other university students as well. Joint constructions
often become a basis for reference for numerous subjects of study which
means a realistic practical feedback in theoretical instruction.

Another important feature of the camps is that the time spent together
and the work done jointly exercise a deep influence on the participants,
eliminating quite a number of professional and human prejudices. Inde-
pendently of each other, reports on positive changes in community life
emerged from each of the various sites and from the circles of university
students as well. For a start, new cooperation initiatives came to the fore
because of the task of the construction both locally and at the universities
which then will persist for quite a time due to the results achieved. All
these confirm the above-accounted, i.e. that perhaps the most important
result of the camps is the birth of communities or their development.

Architecture may have a determining role in these processes as clearly
architecture by its nature has always meant a common effort and the
building accomplished will be a permanent object, so, besides fuliilling its
function, it will be a monument for the pooling of forces being its source
of creation.

thesis 1

For fruitful community constructions it is necessary to have
operating communities and this requires suitable ,leaders”.

“ do not know whether there is a community of Valkonya but we are doing
our best to have one. | would rather say, the number of people is increas-
ing who are not indifferent to community thinking and action. However, we
still have a lot of tasks to solve to call ourselves a real community.”
Gyorgy Turcsik, priest 2012

thesis 2

Deep-going changes cannot be achieved without inviting people af-
fected by the construction to participate, for which the development of
community functions is a good instrument.

.In every community you can find people who would grasp practically any
possibility — should there be one — to make things better in any field.”

Nora Feldmar, industrial ecologist 2014

thesis 3

Common constructions may be successful only if the result
obtained can be felt by everybody to be his own one.

, Common work will sure be a help as there were times when people made
everything here in voluntary cooperative work (,kalaka™) —i.e. from digging
up potatoes to assembling maize — resulting in a very-very good mood.
That was also our point of setting out. In part it is also good by reason of
the mood and improving the community feeling and on the other hand,
peaple will feel the object they built up to be their own. [...] later on they will
take care of it having in mind that this was created by us so it is our own
aroduct. ”

Rejtélyiné Nagy Gabriella, mayor 2012

thesis 4

Only site-specific buildings designed for realistic demands can serve
the life of a community in a definitive manner.

, | think — just like a ,Tailor for Gentlemen” — we should produce buildings
tailored to their site. If we wanted to have these adjust to their environment
in a natural manner, personality and individual style marks should be
moved to the background as much as possible.”

Tamas Karacsony, architect 2009

thesis 5

Key elements in community constructions are making use of the ex-
isting possibilities as well as aiming at cost-saving and time-enduring
solutions.

, Infinancial scarcity we did not find merely a regrettable fact but a possibili-
ty as well. We believe quality is primarily an issue of approach, with appro-
priate professional skill all may become architecture, an enhancing quality
for the individual and the community. ”

Péter Fejérdy, architect 2012

thesis 6

Building phases leaning on one another but useful by themselves
ensure the perspective for implementation.

, Long term projects produce their results slowly in a slightly in visible way.
Such a construction, nevertheless, will have a forceful impact, when some-
thing is created and may evoke striking changes locally.”

Miklés Oroszlany, architect 2014

thesis 7

i

On-site presence for a longer time compared to customary build-
ing works results in credibility, highly enhancing the acceptance
of the proposals.

» | have learnt it from you — for which | am highly grateful - that it does
pay enormously to think in advance and not to be lazy to take a pencil
and a piece of paper and do a bit of mathematics. Let this thinking-over
last for 10 minutes more as this will prolong the life of the object by 10
years!”

Zsolt Olah, social worker

thesis 8

Work done jointly will eliminate numerous prejudices which
quite often raise real obstacles to the construction projects.

. This is a very good team. Involve young students into the work and
do a regular follow-up of the fate of the buildings and this will be a good
thing even from the aspect of pedagogy. [...] Itis a great experience for
them to be there and even work together with some of the less dis-
abled, establishing human relations. Their attitude towards disabled
people will undergo a change.”

Dr. Bartholy Judit, professor

thesis 9

The objective of creating self-sustaining systems must be a defi-
hite aspect in construction projects.

, By way of the United Nations Organization | then got to Central Ameri-
ca, always to war-torn places. The war was just going on in Nicaragua
and [ was asked to implement this same project. | built a similar school
of agriculture in Chinandega on the shore of the Pacific Ocean. A very
important school of agriculture! Aid organizations should give a net not
fish! This is an old truth in fact....”

Gabor Reischl, architect 2007



