VOŠ stavební arch. Jana Letzela v Náchodě……………………………………………..……………absolventská práce

                                                                                                                Kostel sv. Jiří v Pelhřimově na Osoblažsku


THE  CHURCH  OF  ST.  GEORGE  MARTYR  IN  PELHRIMOVI

The issue of my graduate is project sum up current condition and to make a proposal of building modifications of the church, following its history and its historical building development.

The churchyard of St. George Martyr was by part village Pelhřimovu in Osoblažsko since the Middle Ages. The church is situated in west half of settlement, it‘s about 40 m from lane, with churchyard together.

Full-grown leafy trees and the Troja stream are near the church. The stream makes a frontier between the Czech Republic and Poland.

Former long-lasting owner of the church, the Roman Catholic Church, abandoned its redemption. Curent owner, ecological civil association DUHA Jeseniky, tries  to rescue the church and its surrounding for the fourth year [for further info-see www.jeseniky.ecn.cz].

The core of church is from the first half of the 15th century; it was adapted in the 17th century and the 18th century. At the begining of the 19th century the part of the west front was annexed.

The church is build from the plaster stonework with the oblong nave, the rectanqular presbiterium and with the oblong vestry [along its north side view]. The nave [care] is leant by three buttress low-lying, vertical and bevelal. The nort-east and south-east corner of the presbiterium has the same buttress with the pitched roof and covered by ceramic plain tiles. The church is accessible by pointed entrance in the southern part of wall nave and over the east baroque brick extension lengthening the nave and it supports a wood belfry [a tower]. The ceiling is flat; only the chapel – the vestry has a found pointed, barel stone vaulting. The roof of the nave and presbiterium is hip, low-lying spire covered by ceramic plain tiles is on the belfry to. The facades are plain with a fabion cornice, the windows are without framings. Only the framings are in the western part of projecting front with lengthy entrance closing semicircly, with two windows walling up in the head and with a little window round blind [closed]. There are oblong windows into the interrior along the church walls. The south side of porch is pinted, a stone jamb is profiled by conduit [channel]. The belfry has three orders of windows and a prismatic shape [truncated pyramid], it‘s covered by shingle. There is no-voulted wood organ-loft in the western part. The entrance on the organ-loft is leading from under-belfry into the care opening by a large arch. The victorious arch is indicated by concession in the peripheral wall, it hasn‘t an archivolt. The choir isn‘t broken and it‘s provided by flat ceiling as the care.

While assembling the text, I had come out from the specialized publications and I had also visited few specialists. The history of the object is quite briefly described in the specialized publications, in archive [Zemsky archiv Opava] only by original German natives.

Design documation of the church had not preserved until nowadays probably, therefore it was needed to survey the current condition. Than I created a preliminary structural-technical investigation to which I included my own photo documentation. The biggest contribution to the realization of this project [from the maintaining informations point of view] was  the visit of the object itself and the meeting with ing.arch. Tatana Tzoumas, who specializes mainly in reconstruction of historical objects.

It is necessary to point out, that the church is in such a spoor condition, that closer surveying of the object was out of my limits [inaccessibility of constructions, e.g. truss, wooden bell tower – belfry]. I want to point put a warming sign saying „Entry at your own risk“, which is placed in the object. I have tried to make the documentation of the current condition using a schematic drawings and sketches, based on the recorded values of drafts.

There are few more defects Ihave noticed about the object:

· vestry has only provisional roof [fibrocement roofing]

· roofing of the nave and tower is broken [ceramic plain tiles]

· damage of gutters, growing up of vegetation in them

· under-flooding and drop of foundations, increase of moisture in masonry, formation of cracks, inner and outer plaster is deteriorating 

· filling of windows and dorrs is missing

· presence of wood-decaying dry rots in the construction of roof frame

· the contiquous churchyard is quite desolated , the fence wall is demolished in many parts, all church is in desolate condition, it‘s the rune this time…..etc.

The object is in the poor condition due to neglecting of basic maintenance. Therefore there is a need to do in-depth reconstruction work. And due to free access to the object there continuous devastation and devaluation of the interior [scratches in plaster, pictures on walls, making of illegal test pits for subsoil, depositing of dust and leaves into the object…].

It is necessary:

· to repair the roofing material [I suggest to change ceramic plain tiles for original wooden schingles]

· tinsmith repairs of roof and eaves, making of gutter footpath, reparation to wall

· to do the mycological investigation and to change the infested trusses

· to make new plasters [based on the conservation investigation

· to fill in the missing ceramic tiles and paving stone and renew the windows and door fillings according to the preserved materials….etc.

During the renovation works it is necessary to follow the law about monuments, paragraph 14 and the security of work.

I suppose that the utilization of the object would be changed after the reconstruction. It was not easy to find the new utilization. New intention of the current owner is to utilize the church for social sessions seems to be ideal [summer schools, workshops, yoga…etc.]

I hope that everything would come off, but it is going to take a lot of efforts.
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