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OVERVIEW

1. Community gardens in Hungary

2. The Civic Preference Forum 

organised among the gardeners

3. The outcomes of the Forum
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COMMUNITY GARDENING IN HUNGARY

• The first gardens appeared in 2012 in Budapest

• A few grassroots initiatives

• Gardens organised by professional NGO-s (Városi Kertek Egyesület, Kortárs Építészeti

Központ)

• Municipal gardens

• Land tenancy: most vacant lands are owned by the district level municiplaity +private corporations,

individuals

• Loose connections to urban or environmental movements

• No entrepreneurial character, rather hobby and recreational purposes

• Diverse patterns of community mindedness
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Kerthatár Community Garden

Founder: Hungarian Contemporary 

Architecture Centre

Size: 90+ individual plots

Location: border of residential and 

industrial zone

Land owner: Telecom





CIVIC PREFERENCE FORUM – TWOFOLD AIMS

Methodological

Participants:

9 garden (7 Bp, 2 Szfehérvár)

21 participants

16 gardeners, 2 experts, 3 researchers

Goal: Provide a deliberative open space for community

garden practitioners; Enable discussion to express claims

and preferences

The event took place: July 2017

Theoretical

• Gain new insights about a relatively novel urban

phenomenon

• Understand the motives behind and operation of 

gardens in Hungary

• Specific focus: Önkéntes részvétel, közösségi kormányzás

• The gardens and their local embededdness

• Whose garden?

• The operation of the gardens

• Norms and rules

• Decision-making

• Commons/common-pool resources
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THE RESULTS OF THE FORUM

• The Forum was a platform for

gardeners to network and exchange

knowledge. 

• No conflict of interest, rivalry –

„enclave deliberation” 

• The discussion remains at the local 

communities’ level. 

• Open and friendly atmosphere without

claims of political nature. 

• The gardens are similar to „common-

pool resources”

• In Hungary, different institutional

models – similar ideological and social

composition of the gardens

• Occuring preferences: 

• Cohesive communities

• Equal and fair distribution of tasks

• Committed members
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QUESTIONS, COMMENTS
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Thank you for listening.

Email: barsonyfanni@gmail.com


