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THEME The Asian Spirt: Architecture for the
Community

The Bali Meeting of ARCASIA 1987 left a strong
imprint of the traditional Balinese image of the
architect called “Undagi” in the minds of the
participants. There “Undagi” considers their works as
a social obligation aside to teach all people to be the
architect of their own. The whole scoiety is oriented
towards architecture by the people, from the people,
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as well as, for all beings concerned. This reiterates
the image and role of the architect in the traditional
societies, especially of Asian Countries which are

undergoing rapid transition into highly industrialised

societies.

Each country may have had a traditional

role structure of architect in its own name.
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“Architecture for the Community’
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It may have been more or less spiritual, ritual, and
communal as much as physical in its character.

Architects in the traditional societies are more

conscious of community in its widest sense:that is the

harmonious living with their neighbours as well as
the harmony between micro cosmos and macro
COSMOS.

On the other hand, in the industrialised part of Asia,
the workscope of providing built environment has
become compartmentalised into deeply specialised
fields. Furthermore, the strata of clients are diverse
and wide such that requirements are too complicated
and technological standards too high to be solved by
architects alone.

The profession may be submerged into the deep sea
of requirements under the burden of standards set
within criteria of maximum efficiency in physical
performance or of mere sophistication in visual
appearance rather than concerned for the living
community. Amid this, the profession is faced with a
dilemma of being retreated to a mere skillful
coordinator of xpertise on top of being an interpreter
of the visual context of the living environment.

Here the traditional role of architect or the image of
the “Undagi” may shed a dim light onto our
profession. That is the community spirit.

On the brink of the wave rolling towards materialistic
and technologically oriented society, we need to
vitalize the community spirit in providing for our living
environment, which is not yet totally faded away
from the Asian’s mind. Time has come for architects
themselves to rethink on what they are expected to
do and should do for the community. This is the
request of our time in rapid transition addressed not
only to individual architects but also to the profession
as a whole. The best way to enhance the architects’
role in their community seems to be focussed on the
social dimension of the profession to which little
attention has been paid.

The Third Asian Congress of Architects now
addresses this issue.



