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Repurposing Barriers
1:600

The	Eastern	side	of	 the	site,	 facing	
to	 the	 water	 resevoir	 is	 walled	 by	
the	government	 for	safety	 reasons.	
These	have	killed	the	area	and	now	
this	 part	 of	 the	 kampung	 are	most	
abandoned.	As	 it	 is	 also	hardest	 to	
reach	from	outside	of	the	kampung,	
this	part	becomes	a	big	unused	plot	
of	land.

Even	with	the	barriers,	people	from	
inside	 and	outside	of	 the	 kampung	
like	 to	 fish	 and	 swim	 inside	 the	 re-
sevoir.	 With	 the	 traffic,	 some	 take	
the	 initiative	 to	set	up	shop,	selling	
snacks	and	beverages	to	acompany	
the	fishermen.

embracing	 activities	 that	 happen	
spontaneusly,	 and	 involving	 the	
residents	 in	 this	 	 initiative	 could	
bring	 a	 sense	 of	 collective	 own-
ership,	 creating	 a	 space	 that	 are	
sustainable.

(Repurposed) Street Furnitures.
1:300

Precast	
Concrete	
Modules

Park	Benches Small	Multiseating Large	Multiseating

figure v.viii.  Community	involvement	in	design.
source: https://www�asfint�org/projects/kampung-susun-kunir
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Microlibrary.
1:600

People	of	Kampung	Kebon	Melati	have	complained	 that	kids	
doesn’t	 have	 a	 lot	 of	 positive	 things	 to	 do.	 In	 response,	 the	
microlibrary	is	placed	near	the	neighborhood’s	water	reservoir.	

The	space	becomes	more	than	just	a	place	for	reading;	 it	 in-
vites	play,	gathering,	and	exploration	in	a	safe	and	shaded	en-
vironment.	

By	turning	a	previously	overlooked	area	into	a	shared	learning	
ground,	the	microlibrary	encourages	curiosity	and	imagination	
while	strengthening	the	sense	of	community	among	the	kam-
pung’s	younger	generation.

Section E 1:600
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vi.i Towards a New Kampung Urbanism
	 The proposal for Kampung Kebon Melati is not an act of replacement 
but one of reconfiguration, freeing up space for communal life while preserv-
ing the intricate social, economic, and spatial logics that define the kampung 
way of living. By “reorganizing” existing spaces and introducing flexible clus-
ters, the design creates a network of shared common spaces where activities 
such as children playing, sports, community gathering can take place within 
the heart of the neighborhood. These collective spaces functions as social in-
frastructure, strengthening the sense of belonging and interdependence that 
sustains kampung life
	 Through this process, the project acknowledges that kampung’s spa-
tial organisation that are improvised, overlapping, and socially negotiated may 
not conform to formal planning standards, yet it operates with an efficiency 
and empathy rarely achieved by top-down processes. The project therefore 
challenges the notion of “adequacy”, as defined by bureaucratic systems, 
asking instead: adequate for whom, and by whose criteria? In re-imagining 
future housing, we may need to expand the definition of adequacy to include 
adaptability, community agency, and the capacity for self transformation.
	 The overlap of uses, where work, leisure, and domestic life share the 
same spatial framework, is not a symptom of disorder but a model of com-
pact resilience. This condition allows limited land to support multiple functions 
while reinforcing proximity and collective care. In this sense, the kampung is 
not an outdated urban form but a prototype for adaptive living, revealing how 
social and spatial flexibility can generate sustainable density without alien-
ation
	 Materially, the project respects how residents build incrementally, with 
limited resources and a pragmatic approach to sufficiency. Rather than impos-
ing a new architectural language, the proposal supports vernacular agency by 
introducing modular and durable components that can be locally produced, 
maintained, and adapted.
	 Architecture thus becomes a framework for participation, a structure 
that evolves through collective effort rather than individual ownership or ex-
ternal intervention.

vi.ii Addressing the Unresolved Questions
	 While the design demonstrates how space can be reorgainzed to re-
store community life, it also exposes deeper systemic challenges. Procure-
ment and funding remain critical uncertainties. For a community-led model 
like Kooperasi Kluster to succeed, it must operate within an alternative finan-
cial ecosystem, one that combines micro-financing, cooperative savings, and 
public subsidies. Future implementations could leverage mechanisms such as 
community land trust or revolving housing funds, ensuring that development 
value remains within the community rather than being extracted by specula-
tive actors.
	 Similarly, the question of incremental construction raises both techni-
cal and policy implications. Incrementality provides flexibility and affordability 
but demands a clear framework for safety, phasing, and shared responsibility. 
In the kampung context, where the building spans rarely exceed 3 meters, 
the proposal suggests the standardization for basic structural spans and di-
mensions, rather than prefabricated modules. This limited but clear structural 
framework provides a common language, allowing individual houses to grow, 
merge, or adapt while maintaining safety and compatibility with shared infra-
structure. Such a system acknowledges the way residents already build, us-
ing accessible materials, familiar techniques, and social labor, while reducing 
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risks of collapse or uneven loads overtime
	 On some cases, the transformation of the urban fabric is driven by a 
strategy of vertical consolidation, dividing the relatively large, low rise foot-
prints into smaller units and stacking them vertically, occupying roughly one-
half or one-third of the original ground coverage. This approach frees up space 
for communal functions, without permanently moving residents. This paradox 
of forming Kooperasi Kluster and its subsequent community land trust and  
the feasibility moving the spaces needs to be studied further. The phasing 
and moving of residents during construction could be supported by keeping 
indekos where they are, so then families could move in during construction, 
and move back to their new homes after.
	 This cycle of mutual accommodation is a form of architectural exten-
sion of gotong royong, allows upgrading to occur in-situ, preserving everyday 
routines and community continuity. The process thus becomes as important 
as the product: a form of collective building that reorganizes space while reaf-
firming the kampung’s social infrastructure

vi.iii Toward a framework for Future Kampungs
	 Ultimately, this thesis argues for a bilateral understanding of housing, 
where spatial design and institutional reform advance together. The kampung 
offers a living urban laboratory through which cities like Jakarta can explore 
new paradigms of density, ownership, and collective life. Its informality is not a 
deficit to be eradicated but a repository of intelligence, one that teaches how 
communities self-organize, economize, and adapt under pressure.
	 The future of Jakarta’s housing does not lie in erasing the kampung 
but learning from it, amplifying its strength, securing it’s insecurities, and en-
abling it to evolve on its own terms. If the city can recognize the kampung 
not as a problem but as a partner, it may finally move toward a more inclusive 
urbanism, one where the right to the city is not measured by property lines, 
but capacity to belong, build, and thrive together.
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