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ABSTRACT Perubahan mendalam sampai ke akarnya telah terjadi pada 

segala aspek kehidupan di Indonesia, ini menyebabkan keterkejutan besar bagi 
semua pihak. Berkaitan dengan pembangunan kota, ada banyak permasalahan 
yang mendesak yang perlu dituntaskan seiring dengan perubahan ini. Dalam 
makalah ini dikaji mengenai ruang publik, sebuah ruang yang relevan dengan 
demokrasi dan hak bermasyarakat dimana sangat diperlukan dalam menghadapi 
perubahan berupa isu-isu kontemporer yang silih berganti datang terutama di 
Jakarta. Di Jakarta, ruang publik yang baik sangat jarang ada oleh karena itu 
Jakarta menjadi kota yang berkualitas rendah dan ketiadaan aksesibilitas publik.         
 

 

A. INTRODUCTION 
 
A radical change in multi-dimensional aspects in Indonesia has created a big 
shock for everyone. In term of urban development, there are a pile of urgent 
problems need to be cured. The writer is led to analyze her own country 
responding to the contemporary issues happening in Jakarta, the capital city 
that has the greatest power in Indonesia’s development. The study examines 
public space, the missing urban element in Jakarta in relevance to democracy 
and urban equity.  
 

1. People Power , Democracy And Urban Equity 

The awakening of people power has greatly influenced the future of 
nations, evoking the awareness of self-determining right. Economic 
stability and social steadiness was once sustained by the strong 
dictatorship is challenged in a new, deconstructive paradigm with more 
“humanistic” approach of public active participation. Urban development 
pendulum has shifted from trickle-down effect concept into decentralization 
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and equity issues. Philippines and Latin America countries are prominent 
cases where people power has overcome stagnant regimes in search for 
civil society. 

 
The economic crisis appeared in 1997 in Asian region has greatly 
generated deep impact in multi dimensional life facet of Indonesian cities. 
People power in 1998 has radically changed the politic circumstances 
once dominated by a powerful tyranny generation into a new path toward 
democracy. Unfortunately the history has demanded the nation to pay an 
extremely high cost for the wind of change. It was followed by riot and 
mass massacre which has marked one of the lowest degradation stage of 
humanity in Indonesia. 

 
It is apparent that the movement occurred as people’s response for the 
imbalance in multi aspects; the inequality in urban development is one of 
the major issues. The dualism in economy and social system creates 
spatial dualism in urban development in Indonesia (Danisworo et.al., 
1996). During the last 30 years most of the development progress was 
constructed in a narrow context, neglecting the fact that a holistic 
development has two intertwining factors : physical development and 
mental maturity.  

 
The city seems to be designed for a minority with higher economical 
status, when the majority, low-income groups only deserves the left-over 
space. The audio-visual media such as television channels and billboards 
along the streets offer a glamour image of Jakarta, the city of hope, thus 
invites people to urbanize. Most national television serials represent 
wealthy families with branded cars, living in luxurious homes and 
consuming tertiary products. This contradicts with the daily life the reality, 
since the majority of Indonesian population is still classified in low-income 
stage. The discrepancy has created an awakening of jealousy and 
unpredicted blast of people’s anger on wealth and power symbols. 

 
Such general urban phenomena ranges from car-dependent development, 
privatization of public space, divided city regard to socio-economic status, 
gated community, lack of transparency in governmental bureaucracy. 
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Inconsistency in land use control is another issue where developers can 
easily trespass the regulation and make them powerless. Waterfront areas 
which belong to public have been reclaimed into private seaside residential 
and industrial use. Pedestrians have lost their right for safe sidewalks and 
parks since they are occupied by street hawkers which even extend 
themselves into the street median. Urban space has been malfunctioned 
and public space are merely dangerous open space where people are 
threatened.  

 
The national people movement has awaken people’s awareness to cure 
the urban disease and to achieve equity in urban development for every 
citizen. They struggle for a better city where people are free of terror and 
gain the right as citizens. People’s space should be reclaimed as the truly 
public space for everyone without any distinction.  

 
 

2. Public Space, The Spatial Core of A Democratic Nation 

The evolution of urban space reflects the social structure of a civilization 
from time to time. Democracy is identical with people supremacy; 
therefore a public gathering place is an unquestionable city element for a 
democratic nation. It is a place where every citizen has the freedom to do 
their individual and communal activities without disturbing the others, both 
free of charge and free from any physical limitation. 

 
Theory of space can not be separated from social theory (Castells, 1977). 
Public space is structured by a power behind it. It can be unconsciously 
formed by individuals grouped as a society, or it can be consciously 
designed by institutions such as government.  Politically, the government 
plays an important role in controlling urban space, especially public realm. 
However, in democratic society what supposes to happen is that it should 
be dominated by people authority.  
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B. THE EPISTEMOLOGY OF PUBLIC SPACE 
 
      1. Linguistic Trace Of Public Space 
            

The word “public”, “domain”, “public space” are traced from the first 
language to find out the basic meaning of the terms, which gives the idea 
about the context.  

 
Public (Webster’s New World Dictionary and Thesaurus, 1998) 
(adjective)  : Middle English/Latin : publicus, poplicus; populus; the 

people 
(noun)  : 1. the people as a whole, community at large 

2. a specific part of the people; those people 
considered  together because of some common interest 
or purpose 

Space  
(noun) : the three dimensional, continuous expanse extending 

in all directions and containing all matter ; variously 
thought of as boundless or indeterminately finite 

 
Domain  
(noun) : middle English : domein, middle French : domaine, 

classical Latin : dominium; right of ownership 
 
Public Space  
(noun) : Indonesian : ruang orang banyak; medan, lapangan, 

padang 

 

Public domain is physically larger than public space, since it is a 
psychological space which overcomes the distinguished structure. People 
unconsciously record public domain in their cognitive map.  The study 
focuses on public space in Indonesian context, which is surprisingly does 
not have clear a definition about public space. 
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      2. Democracy  
 
Laclau (2002) examines the ambiguity of democracy. It requires unity or 
universality, but within diversity or particularity. Democracy is only 
possible in hegemony, “the type of political relation by which a 
particularity assumes the representation of an (impossible) universality 
entirely incommensurable with it”.  
 
Democracy deals with organizing political space around the universality of 
the community disregard their hierarchies and distinctions, where 
everyone is equal : social and economic equality, gender equality, racial 
equality. Democracy concerns about differences. “Democracy is the only 
truly political society” (Laclau, 2002). 
 

 

     3. Theory Of Urban Space 
 

Several theories of space is examined related to community and urban 
context, power, identity and meaning. According to Castells (1977), space 
is a material product which men give a form, a function and a social 
meaning. It is a neutral medium through which social groups 
communicate each other (Lynch, 1981).  
 
Castells (1977) defined the symbolic role of urban space. Space is 
meaningful in different ways for different groups of people. The layout and 
form of space are articulated each other in a symbolic structure. The city 
is an established text which can be read. The spaces speak each other 
by their own language, about tension and autonomy. Lynch (1966) states 
that an urban image is conceived as a series of significant physical forms 
: landmarks, nodes, paths, edges and districts. They are combined 
together to shape an identity, linked to an urban structure and possessing 
a cultural meaning.  
 
Space is a messenger delivering power and identity of those who have 
the most influential control on it; it is the manifestation of the power itself. 
The spatial form is regarded as a cultural form and consequently, as an 
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expression of social ideologies (Castells, 1977). The ideology is not to be 
defined by itself, but by its social effect : between legitimization and 
communication. The effect of legitimization means that every ideology 
rationalizes particular interests to show their domination. The 
communication is a mediator to express the legitimization between 
subjects. It is achieved by a process of recognition between subjects. 
 
“Space is political and ideological.  It is a product literally filled with 
ideologies” (Lefebre 1976 as quoted by Evers and Korff, 2000). “Urban is 
the social meaning assigned to a particular spatial form by a historically 
defined society” (Castells, 1983 as quoted by Evers and Korff, 2000). 
Castells tried to link a socially defined urban meaning to the spatial form 
of the city. The process of defining the city’s meaning relies upon the 
ability of groups to dominate society and to control access to resources 
shaping the meaning.  
 
Urban symbols construct the socio-spatial image of the city (Evers and 
Korff, 2000).  Particular building and space are symbols and signs, 
identity creators and cornerstones of urban image. Symbol creates the 
basis for cultural classification and social order (Mary Douglas, 1970). 
 
The city is constructed by urban ideology of elites, therefore a changing 
elites means a shifting city meaning and urban reconstruction for a new 
social and symbolic demand (Evers and Korff, 2000). What kind of 
ideologies which shape urban space, especially public space in Jakarta? 
The radical changing ruler in Indonesia has impacts in the capital city, 
Jakarta, where the significant historic people movement was taken place. 
What changes has occurred in urban image of Jakarta? What kind of 
control and power does Jakarta’s public space have in generating the 
history of Indonesia? 
 
Public space is social capital generator for a nation. Social capital is 
people’s resources and power they obtain through social networks and 
connections (Bourdieu in Hillier and Rooksby, 2002).  Public space is a 
symbolic capital, a form of power, and a legitimate demand for 
recognition, esteem, obedience and the service of others (Bourdieu in 
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Hillier and Rooksby, 2002).  Habitus is constructed through and 
consecutively, constructs capital. 

 

     4. Democratic Public Space 
 

Carrs (1992) stated that good public space should be supportive, 
democratic and meaningful. The basic needs of the users such as 
comfort, relaxation, active and passive engagement and discovery are the 
priorities in designing and managing a responsive public space.  
Democratic space protects the right of users, accessible to all and 
provides freedom of action and ownership, sense of people power and 
control limited only by the others’ right. It is a place where people learn to 
live together and respect other’s rights. Meaningful space allows people 
to make a strong relationship between the place, their personal lives and 
the wider environment. It remains memorable in people’s heart and 
durable over time (Carr, 1992). Public spaces in Jakarta seem to suffer 
from the lack of these qualities since there has not been a strong will to 
establish people’s authority in their own city. 
 
Kevin Lynch’s Theory of Good City Form (1981) described there are 5 
elements which determine a good city. For a democratic city space 
control and accessibility issues are crucial in making good public space. 
Every citizen has the right of access to public space and the right to 
control it, with government’s regulation. What has happened in Jakarta is 
that the government has over controlled public space and circumscribed 
public access to it. Even there is no adequate mobility and public facilities 
which allow people to move easily and conveniently from one place to 
another.  
 
Basically the citizens should have their spatial rights : the right of 
presence, the right of use and action, the right of appropriation, the right 
of modification and  the right of disposition (Lynch, 1981). The authority 
has the right to control public space on behalf of people with 
responsibility. Their motives, information and power to do it should be in 
good manner; with commitment to the place and the needs of people. 
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C. A HISTORY OF URBAN SPACE IN INDONESIA 
 
Refer to the epistemology above, there is a question raised : is there any 
public space in Indonesia and especially in Jakarta? The study investigates 
the genesis and the evolution of public space in Indonesia from time to time, 
then compares them to find out the relationship between public space and 
democracy.  
 

     1. People Gathering Place In Pre-Colonized Era 
           

Evers and Korff (2000) mentioned about two concepts of space in 
Southeast Asia. They found urbanism pattern in Buddhist cities of Sri 
Lanka and mainland Southeast Asia which were ritually established and 
spatially defined through city walls and gates. However, there was little 
urbanism in the Malay cities, include the ancient large Indonesian 
settlement (Peter Nas). An Arab writer stated that in India (i.e. Indonesia) 
there are no towns (Wolters 1976 as quoted by Evers and Korff, 2000).  

 
There is evidence showing that Majapahit kingdom was the first nation 
state which once united today’s Indonesia and several neighbor countries 
such as Malaysia, Singapore and Thailand. The central governance was 
located in Java Island. There was no clear defined city or town, but a 
kraton or istana ritually defined as the center of a centrifocal spatial 
system. The configuration was padang (square) surrounded istana 
(palace) and the mosque. However there is no evidence which describes 
that the square was public space or merely a passive open space (Evers 
and Korff, 2000). The structure core was the market, not a town hall or 
square. The political and religious center complemented by the square was 
the essence of an urban area (Evers and Korff, 2000). 

 
In Malay rural or urban kampungs (villages) there was no main street, 
plaza or square. There was no clear pattern or readable orientation, which 
is essential for the image of a town or settlement (Evers and Korff, 2000). 
The existence of public space is being questioned. 
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However, the local community do have gathering place which can be 
categorized as public space. Small open space in the middle of Badui’s 
settlement is the example.  The corridors between settlements are public 
space, where people meet and greet. This culture still occurs in urban 
villages in Jakarta, where even their home area is not sufficient to do 
private activities. They expand their personal activities in the corridors as 
transitional spaces to public use. 

 

     2. Squares In Dutch Colonization 
 

Dutch urban planners have introduced formal form of public space to East 
Indie, Dutch term for Indonesia. The design significance can be recognized 
in the city’s pattern by integrating squares into city’s axis. Alun-alun, a 
square form was an identical urban element brought by Dutch and applied 
in its colonized regions. It is not an original Indonesian product, but the 
history has transformed alun-alun as integral part of Javanese kingdoms’ 
urban pattern. It was and is still a meeting place between the sultan and 
the people and a place to do “pepe”, a kind of strike by sitting under the 
sun heat to demonstrate people’s aspiration. 
 
Thomas Karsten, a leading Dutch architect and urban designer proposed 
Stadhuisplein (recently Fatahillah Square) as the main public place in 
Batavia, the old name for Jakarta (Gill, 1995). He applied Javanese’s alun-
alun concept by establishing it as the central point of institutional buildings 
such as Stadhuis (Town Hall), Hollandse Kerk (Dutch church) and Council 
of Justice. The square was not only enclosed by Dutch governmental 
buildings, but also by waringin trees in each corner which were derived 
from Javanese principles as place marking elements.  Weltervreden (now 
Monas Square) was another main square which still plays an important 
role as the crux of main highly representative buildings and major streets in 
contemporary Jakarta.  

 

   3. Terror Space In Post Independence Era 
 

New Order does not introduce urbanism concept, therefore there is no 
defined public space as in democracy term. The regime has tried to 
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applied a new Javanese ritual pattern in Jakarta, which does not know any 
urban form (Evers and Korff, 2000). Modern Jakarta is “a very large 
settlement but, nevertheless, not a city” (Osward Spengler, 1923). The 
further study will be explained below. 

 
 

D. CONTEMPORARY PUBLIC SPACE IN JAKARTA 
 
A metropolitan city like Jakarta definitely needs public space, especially 
when the nation starts to search for its democratic identity. The question to 
bring up is public space in Jakarta truly open for everyone and being used 
properly? Does it fulfill the essence of democratic space which ensures the 
diversity of users? Is the quantity and quality appropriate for the 12 million 
Jakarta people? 

 

      1. Public Space : A Healing Node 
 

In Jakarta where every land is measured into rupiahs a public space is 
rare. Most developers prefer their land developed into a profitable 
property rather than allocating it for free public use.  On the other hand 
public space is essential for a healthy, sustainable city in term of politic, 
social and culture context. It should be a relief node amidst the hectic city, 
where people can take a breath while doing busy, daily routines under 
high temperature and humid air of  tropical climate. 
 
Jakarta’s life pressure is so high both for physical and mental, but 
unfortunately no proper healing space is provided. Most citizen is low-
income people, living in tiny row boxes called houses. During the daily 
journey reaching the working place, they are standing in tight, compact 
spaces in overcrowded buses. They need contemplative, tranquil points 
in particular intervals within the crowded city to stop for a while, take a 
deep inhale and rest. Public space is a break point where people interact 
and encourage each other in their diversity.   
 
The lack of public space has caused shopping malls as escaping 
destinations for people to find recreation and leisure. The malls provide 
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an opportunity to interact with people, to see and to be seen. People from 
any class can just stroll without any need to shop.  

 

     2. Public Space In Jakarta : Ambiguous Space  
 

There are two different kind of public space according to its evolution. The 
first is a natural people’s place where people gather spontaneously and 
the second is artificial public space consciously designed for the expected 
people’s activities. Most formal public space is Jakarta is classified as the 
second and is not appropriately well-functioned. People do not belong 
there. It is an exclusive place for particular politically selected groups and 
not for everyone. The term “public” should be examined further, since 
discrimination still happens in “public space”.  
 
There are two types of public space in Jakarta : one which is under strict 
control of the government where no one can do whatever he wants; 
another type is no one’s land where anyone can do whatever he desires 
in a chaotic way. Monas is an example for the first, while colonized 
pedestrian path by the street hawkers is an example of type two.  
 
Some of the public spaces really serve people and turn into urban relief 
nodes; some of them are over-used; while the rest are under-used. 
People creatively adjust and develop their functions according to their 
needs, mostly they are converted into temporary markets. Martha 
Tiahahu Park in South Jakarta is an evidence where the reflecting pool 
becomes the bathing pool for children. Suropati Park becomes an open 
market displaying canvas paintings and pets. Public spaces have turned 
out to be retail spaces. They have been privatized and become 
commodities for  particular groups to raise money for one’s business.  
 
Public space turns out to be ambiguous space where some particular 
groups have more accessibilities to it than the others. Sidewalks and 
parks do not fully serve pedestrians anymore since street hawkers occupy 
them and claim the passages as their properties. Even there are half of 
the roads are being monopolized, thus creates traffic congestion.   
 



Public Space In Jakarta: Toward A Democratic Society (Yenny Hartawan) 

 

61 

copyright 

      3. Public Space In Jakarta: An Instrument Of Fear 
 

Public space in Jakarta becomes a commodity, which stands against 
people. The essence of democratic space has declined and it has turned 
into a instrument of fear. Precedents have happened these days are 
some inappropriate refurbishment proposals of public space in Jakarta by 
the province government without any deeper considerations of the cost. 
The assessment seems to be a reactive, political response towards the 
phenomena without solving the real problems. The proposals include 
Sudirman-Thamrin Street and Monas Square being fenced and Bundaran 
Hotel Indonesia refurbishment. 

 
           The Death of The Street 

In New Order era, the street was identical as a place of filth and violence 
(Kusno, 2000). It was manifested in a clean and simple style with wide 
boulevards enclosed with modern skyscrapers as economic power 
symbols.  The strategy of the streets was to avoid people gathering on 
the street and strike against the ruler. There was no real public gathering 
place to support democracy. 
 
Nowdays, the image is still the same : the street as a dangerous place, 
where people can do whatever they want in euphoria era of democracy. 
Riots possibly happen everywhere while demonstrations become daily life 
consumption. Every citizen has his right to express himself as an 
individual or part of community, making publication not only for national 
scale, but also for international attention. 

 
          Sudirman-Thamrin Spine 

Sudirman Street and Thamrin  Street, two main boulevards in Jakarta 
have been recently fenced by the government for safety reason 
(www.kompas.com, 14

th
 June 2002).  They argue that pedestrians take a 

shortcut crossing the street and cause damage to the plant on the 
median, therefore fences will keep pedestrians on the proper sidewalk. 
However, pedestrians argue that the crossing bridges are not safe for 
them since the dark elevated corridors are highly affordable for crime 
opportunities especially after dark. Also, the space provided is not 

http://www.kompas.com/
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comfortable for pedestrian to walk up and stroll along since mobile 
vendors take place everywhere along the bridge and corrupt the proper 
walking space. The barricade action along the streets seems to be 
useless since people still creatively open thoroughfares by cutting the 
fence. It does not solve the problem, yet creates a terrifying image of a 
defensive city which stands against the citizen themselves.  

 
          Monas Square 

Medan Merdeka (Freedom Square), located in front of Istana Negara 
(presidential palace) is the largest public space in Jakarta. It is known as 
Monas Square, the vast open space with Monas Tower in the crux of two 
diagonal axis. The monumental built environment was designed to carry 
the new image of post independence Indonesia, based on Soekarno’s 
idea, the first president of Republic of Indonesia. It was his favorable 
place for giving public orations and nation pride building speech. Monas 
Square has become the most prestigious place for mega gathering 
events in national scale. 
 
However, the earlier grandeur image has vanished since New Order 
restricted people’s political gathering. In the present time the square is a 
favorable precinct for demonstrations since it is located in front of 
presidential palace, national and local government institution offices and 
embassies. The square becomes a temporary base camp for the army 
who guards the precinct, especially during demonstration seasons. A 
number of people relax or do jogging in weekends; followed by street 
hawkers occupy the periphery of the square. During night time it offers 
another side of the city, becomes prostitutes’ working place and crime 
scene. 
 
In 2002 public is startled by a bizarre government action. Jakarta’s 
province government has planned to erect 3 meter high fences along the 
edge of Monas Square. The governor said that the defensive action was 
to clean up the square from street hawkers, prostitutes, criminals and 
protesters, thus the square will be a safe urban forest and tourist 
destination. The fence will be designed artistically transparent structured 
by strong metal material therefore it will be irremovable. Even though 
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fenced, the square is still open to public and free for the citizen, also open 
for street vendors to operate. For safety reason, the government propose 
police guards in motorcycle and horse to keep Monas Square. 
(www.kompas.com as attached in http://groups.yahoo.com/group/ 
builtenvironment/message/1691, May 2002).  The problem is, the largest 
urban symbol of nation pride will become a defensive public space of 
terror. The over reacting control shows the dictatorial leadership who 
wants to show the force without understand the meaning of public space. 

 
          Hotel Indonesia Roundabout 

The inter junction is famous as the demonstration gathering place, which 
attracts both national and international attention. Located in the junction 
of the main boulevards and facing Hotel Indonesia, the first hotel built in 
Jakarta, the roundabout becomes a gathering place to express people’s 
aspiration. The events ranges from political parties’ rally, 
commemorations of  AIDS Day, Labour Day, Suara Ibu Peduli (Care 
Mother’s Voice).  The roundabout consisting of a huge reflecting pool 
surrounded by a 5 meter boulevard with Welcoming Couple Statue 
standing high in the middle, has become a point of interest for every 
citizen and yet a public theatre performing the dynamic social movement 
in Jakarta. 
 
Public of Jakarta was challenged by JakArt2001 with its installation in 
Hotel Indonesia Roundabout. The installation covered the pool with white 
layers, thus hid it from public view. People who were getting used to the 
roundabout started to realize about the existence of the pool when it was 
hidden from civic sight for about two days and nights. 

 
          Danamon Square  

The square is one of a few public space along Sudirman-Thamrin Street 
provided by a bank. The node is located near the junction of the busy 
streets and becomes a waiting place for people, especially office workers 
after off-hour. The plaza is designed with delicate landscape providing 
elevated concrete bars for sitting and musical water fountain. The water 
feature is highlighted during dusk time and gives pleasure for passer-by in 
their busy days.  

http://www.kompas.com/
http://groups.yahoo.com/group/builtenvironment/message/1691
http://groups.yahoo.com/group/builtenvironment/message/1691
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          Kali Besar Promenade 
As part of the old city’s redevelopment, the government has built a two 
sided, linear waterfront sidewalk along Kali Besar and has proposed retail 
functions in adaptive reuse buildings along the historic vessel. Again, the 
government action to create the promenade complemented with street 
furniture and palm trees needs to be reviewed since there is no trigger 
activities support the livability of the area. The historic precincts in Jakarta 
need more than beautiful revitalization proposals but real finance 
generators and management strategies to stimulate the development.  

 
          Fatahillah Square 

The ex-town square in Dutch colonization period is located in Jakarta’s 
old city, surrounded by institutional buildings and Town Hall (now 
Fatahillah Museum). It was people’s gathering place since with a drinking 
fountain in the middle of it. The Dutch remnant now becomes an 
abandoned paved plaza without any daily activities. The government tries 
to enliven it for tourism by running art and performance in the plaza in 
weekends.  

 
 

E. THE AWAKENING OF PUBLIC AWARENESS 
 
There is another community action concerning public space happening in 
Jakarta recently, called Green Map. The network was built by Wendy Brawer 
in New York since 1994. Jakarta has been the 156

th
 member and the 20

th
 

capital participating in the international mapping which tries to raise up the 
better living environment for people (Kusumawijaya, 2002).  
 
Green Map makes an effort to define the potential of the nature and cultural 
environment, to open people’s eyes that their surrounding living place is rich 
in resources and meaning, physically and culturally. The mapping process is 
the response of public awareness about their urban environment. The 
marking does not merely include open space, but significant nodes such as 
“safe environment for children”, “the best pedestrian path”, “noise pollution 
source”, “social responsible shop”. The making process involves volunteers 
from any background, raising up public participation. Initiated by AIKON, a 
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creative, independent NGO concerning about people and their contemporary 
issues.  
 
Jakarta’s public space is recently redefined by JakArt, a non-profit 
organization which delivers international art festival in Jakarta during the 
city’s anniversary celebration held in June. The program began in 2001 and 
continues in 2002 for the second time, with the aim to share free public 
entertainment in public space. The festival ranges from theatre, music, 
architecture, painting, dance, and community participated activities. The 
festival states that entertainment is not only for high class people in 
exclusive, private leisure centers but it is an essential life need which people 
can enjoy anywhere without paying.  
 
In JakArt2002 architecture events, public spaces in Jakarta are reexamined 
and reestablish as people’s gathering place and educational points. They 
choose people’s nodes such as Monas Square, Sarinah shopping center, 
Bank Indonesia Roundabout, Grand Hyatt plaza, Central Station Park 
(Taman Stasiun Kota),  Fatahillah Square and Kalibesar Promenade as the 
place to put info boxes and installations which contain free public shared 
information about their city. 

 
 

F. PUBLIC SPACE IN JAKARTA: TOWARD A DEMOCRATIC SPACE? 
 
According to the study above, there is clear that public space in Jakarta has 
not really functioned as people’s place.  Democratic space is still far away 
from the realization if the condition remains the same. Jakarta needs a wise 
government who carefully consider about sensitive urban issues within the 
unstable society. 
 
There are several points need to put into consideration to create proper public 
space in Jakarta : 

 Refer to people. People have already exhausted with oppression and 
terror in public space. It should be returned back to the real owner, the 
people. The government is given the mandate to organize it for people’s 
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sake therefore they should consult urban issues with competent, fair 
urban experts who concern about the sustainability of the city.   

 Listen to people’s aspiration. The discrepancy between the authority’s 
objectives and people’s needs should be bridged. The government 
should pay attention to the experts’ reliable academic and practical 
opinion rather than taking bias political objectives which often confront 
against people. The good will to open mind and listen to the independent 
urban observers which carry people’s welfare is a vital necessity for the 
reigning government. 

 Create transparency. The academics need to be more vocal in bringing 
the urban issues in public debate.  Several media publications have 
allocated particular columns discussing about controversial urban issues 
such as “Kota Kita” in Kompas newspaper, “Siapa Takut” in Djakarta 
magazine. Hopefully the raised issues will open public’s eyes about their 
city and encourage more active people’s contribution, supporting 
transparency in urban concern.  

 Apply sensible implementation. Good urban design will not work without 
careful realization action and management strategies. The precedents 
have shown that careless action may easily lead into riot since people 
get angry faster than they were.  

 Generate incentives. Private developers should be encouraged to 
provide public space in their property lots which will create a healing 
network for people. The policy could provide bonuses such as increase 
in building height allowance or tax reduction. 

 

G. CONCLUSION 
 

Public space is an essential element for a democratic society.  Indonesia, a 
nation starting a new reformation era toward democratic system struggles in 
the search of its urban identity. Good public space is rare in Jakarta, the 
materialistic city with the poor quality and lack of public accessibility.  
 
There are a lot of homework for urban-concerned people to fix the urban 
problems. To achieve public space in Jakarta toward a democratic society it 
requires wise thinking, appropriate management and consolidation. The 
government needs to collaborate more with private institutions and multi-
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discipline, independent experts to apply the development equity. They 
should share the same vision to create Jakarta as a responsive, memorable 
and democratic city, where people reign in their own city.  
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