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- APRE-RAMBLE

(not the end, but the beginning)

This dissrtation felt like
the battleground, be-
fore the battleground.

An important battleground
upon which the student-ar-
chitect sought to scrutinize
the disposition of architecture
through the lenses of lived and
academic experience. The un-
derlying aim has always been
to pave an understanding of
the world — upon which a crit-
ical position as architect may
become visible.

Architecture is not the
answer, dare | say?

Regrettably, this reflection be-
gins with critique over the lack
of willingness for transforma-
tion in the architectural profes-
sion. This was rendered more
as an observation of the unfor-
giving incompatibility of my pro-
cess against that of the build-
ing-centric ideal of architecture
upheld by institutions and prac-
tices alike, than as something
pertaining to the outcomes of
the design project itself.

Soberingly, the expectation of
producing a built object, to jus-
tify the MArch(Prof) outcome
as being adequately complex
enough to be considered a val-
id architectural response — has
simulated and made visible
some of the significant hurdles
that lie ahead as obstructions
to transformation in practice.
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Operating in this environment
has been a reminder of how
self-inflated the importance
of this narrow definition of the
profession is - ironically at the
expense of the industry’s rele-
vance.

In an industry
fixated with architectural an-
swers: dare she, the archi-
tect, pose a question?

which excludes in order to
defend its relevance: dare
they, the outsider/other,
suggest an answer?

In a world

where the built output of
the ‘act of shaping our en-
vironment’ is construed as
an artificial, time-defying,
symbolic commodity: dare
they, the socio-economical-
ly marginalised city dwell-
er, visibly shape urbanity in
the image of transience and
scarcity?

Figure 4.1.1. (previous
spread) Exploring the
in-between dwelling spac-
es as part of the iterative
design process (Author
2021).

Figure 4.1.2. Non-built
support functions can be
designed by architects, an
excerpt from Architecture
without Building (Fried-
man 2012).

NON-BULILT FUNCTIONAL SUFPORTS
GV BE DESGNED BY ARGHTECTS

The process promises

conflct; it knows exact-

ly how to set off a brew-
ing existential crisis.

This process has proven that
we cannot deny the merit of the
architectural process, and the
power it holds in making things
visible on more than just a spa-
tial level.

“‘Exciting but plagued by
relentless conflict” is per-
haps an honest reflection of
my own individual experience
of the research and design
process — the conflict brought
about by the incessant remind-
er of a common truth:

the
ordained architect’s
act of shaping an arti-
ficial environment
is both
admirable
and
increasingly
shameful.

Why do we build?

Why is building so harmful?
Why do we build walls?

Why is paradise a walled gar-
den?

What does society expect from
the architect, and what does
the architect enable society to
expect?

It is telling that even in an
MProf academic environment,
where we, as future architects
of a rapidly changing world,
who are subsequently meant
to nurture new ideas and ways
of thinking - are required to limit
and distort our contributions as
to not comprimise the integrity
of what is arguably not a sus-
tainable definition of architec-
tectural practice.

As architects, we disre-
gard that which does not
fit on the self-proclaimed
pedestal that defines
“architecture” — limiting its
definition and potential to
that which is built.

Impressions from the research
and site engagement process
support this notion, further
highlighting how futile it is to
qualify the architect as “expert”
based primarily on technical
profiency. We are groomed to
fit the mould of conventional
practices that dont even have
the room to employ us

A year spent confronted by the
baneful consequences and lim-
itations of the built environment
— especially with respect to the
role architecture performs in
spatially preserving the lega-
cies of harmful socio-political
ideologies — only added am-
munition to my firm belief that
architecture is a social product.
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This is not a question
of what constitutes
“‘good” or “bad” archi-
tecture. It is a question
of what architecture is
to begin with.

In a world where causes and
effects of socially constructed
scarcity and the physical con-
sequences thereof are mutu-
ally exacerbated, bringing with
it the insecurity, conflict, and
transactional cultural models
that propagate injustice, ex-
ploitation, and division (often
secured by way of architecture)
— one is compelled to question
whether we are worthy of this
responsibility.

Do we allow ourselves the
room to seize agency over the
default values and agendas
our projects serve?

Is there space to better under-
stand the relationship between
architectural norms, and the
social systems they are con-
structed from?

This became the project’s point
of entry with respect to the po-
larised and fragmented context
of Moreleta Park, where gated
communities, are confronted
by the emergence informal set-
tlements. To assist in this, the
project asked: “how does the
social construct of scarcity man-
ifest itself in the architecture of
Moreleta Park?”. The theoret-
ical and contextual explora-
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tion, both individual and col-
laborative, can be considered
a success, as it had assisted
in satisfying the primary inten-
tion of framing a position and
architectural intention which
transends its application as a
masters mini-dissertation. The
angle of enquirey, which draws
a parallel between socially con-
structed scarcity, time, power,
the act of “dwelling”, building,
divided cities, the schism be-
tween policy and practice, and
socio-spatial dichotomies of
sprawling cities - has proven
and a valuable and necesarry
lens through which further re-
search on gated communities
and informal settlements could
be undertaken.

This experience has:

- established and motivat-
ed a strong direction for my
future contribution as an
architect, guided not by a
decidedly full-proof recipe
or answer to what the ar-
chitecture of our city should
be, but rather, how to look at
the world, so that | am bet-
ter equiped to produce pos-
itive architectural gestures.

- proven, persistently, the
inherent power of collab-
oration, as a tool for recip-
rocal knowledge tranfer, a
way to foster long-lasting
connections with other ar-
chitect-humans, and as a
generator of more authentic
design-research responses.

S IT VAN PRETORIA

Y OF PRETORIA

SITHI YA PRETORIA

NiVErsiyael Pretoria

Figure 4.1.3. Reflecting on
the architecture (Author
2021).

In order to galvanise the trans-
lation of the exciting, emerging
theories and findings of the re-
search, the project asked: “how
can the co-making of architec-
ture transform the relationship
between scarcity and architec-
ture to promote spatial healing
in the polarising context of Mo-
releta Park?”

Finding it within myself to jus-
tify any kind of physical, built,
architecture has always been a
challenge. The historical, the-
oretical, and architectural con-
text of this project lends itself
to my belief that architecture
is robbed of the opportunity to
“live” in harmony with our ever
changing phsycial and social
contexts, when it rejects the in-
evitability of it's death. As much
in the discipline/profession of
architecture as in the architec-

ture we create, we need to re-
think our compulsive inclination
towards of self preservation.

The notion that the architect’s
intervention can be framed
as an answer is incredibly di-
sonant when viewed against
South Africa’s complex urban
potential.

Architecture is not the
answer, | do dare say!

At the conclusion of my mas-
ters year (2021), | stand firmly
by my third year (2018) nor-
mative epiphany - and increas-
ingly so.

Architecture is not the
answer. It is the act of
making things visible
by asking questions
through interventions.

The resulting architecture,
is but one of many possible
gestures that could embody
an architecture of scarcity. By
seeking to engage with the es-
sence of what motivates us to
shape the world the way we
do, the proposed architecture
and technology meets Morele-
ta Park’s spatial exclusion and
polarisation with design ges-
tures that are relational, rather
than transactional.

The opportunity of
scarcity, became the
rethinking of the gated
community.
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With this deep contextual and
personal probing, a valuable
lesson on the futility of sim-
ply demonising the gated
community, was learnt - pro-
viding itself as one of the ma-
jor drivers of the architectur-
al response. This may seem
counter-intuitive, given that the
architectural intention and pro-
cess of this project advocates
for those marginalised by our
city; outside the confines of
these urban walls.

In reality, such a shift in thinking
is incredibly valuable towards
more realistically achieving
spatial justice. To consider the
often misplaced motivations
behind such problematic de-
fensive gestures in relation to
scarcity and architecture, with-
in the design itself, allowed the
proposal to resemble some-
thing that would be more pos-
itively received by those most
likely to oppose change (those
in favour of gated communi-
ties). It becomes the starting
point of the architectural strate-
gy, whereby the act of compart-
mentalising space is utilised,
but subverted to secure the in-
terests of those on the outside.

| believe there exists a large
amount of room for explora-
tion, optimisation, improve-
ment, and resolution of the
final design outcome (or
rather, the most recent itera-
tion at the time of examina-
tion), especially on a techni-
cal and systematic level.

| do, however, walk away from
this project feeling more se-
cure about my potential role
and contribution as an architect
- having paved a way to (most-
ly) reconcile my own intentions
with the expectations of the in-
dustry.

Until my next architecture in-
duced existential crisis, | de-
part through this “pre-ramble”
to the rest of my career.

Thank you for sharing in these
ideas.
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Figure 4.1.4. Excerpt
from rapid speculation
(Author 2018).
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