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I will not try to retrace the sequence of events nor 
present a summary of the last three days of delibera
tion. I will instead try to define regionalism with 
the aid of different papers presented here. I will do 
so by arranging it on three levels - first, on the level 
of concept, mostly with the help of architectural 
historians and critics among us. Secondly on the level 
of 'modus operandi', that is how practising architect 
see and build 'regional architecture'. Thirdly I will 
look at regionalism as a solution to the specific 
problems of this region through the factual papers 
presented here. 

Firstly, on the level of concept we find regionalism 
identified as an immunological system, a series of 
decisions taken before a building is built, a method of 
rejecting or accepting models and solutions. This is 
important since architecture unlike culture cannot 
react to new additions, there is no built-in control for 
evaluating and accepting or rejecting in architecture 
and regionalism offers this self-discipline. 

For Kenneth Frampton, 'critical regionalism' is a 
group of architects representing a regional consti
tuency and like country lawyers producing architec
ture for a set regional constituency. For him they will 
act as pockets of resistance against the onslaught of 
value-free internationalism. 

For William Curtis, 'authentic regionalism' is a 
dynamic architectural solution drawing inspiration 
from deep regional structures but also 'international' 
and relevant to all times and societies. He differen
tiates regionalism from purely vernacular. The archi
tecture should be non-arbitrary and contemporary 
and not a pastiche of styles and forms. 

Practising architects did not try to define regionalism 
but tried to say what it means to them. Presumably 
they do not question the validity of the concept even 
when a precise definition cannot be attached to it. It 
is interesting to note that Paul Rudolph started the 
proceeding of this seminar by saying, 'I am not against 
regionalism' and 'some buildings are more regional 

than others'. He identified building types which have 
to have regional character such as housing and those 
which are difficult to regionalise such as an airport or 
modern technical facilities. He identified forces that 
work for regionalism, for example culture, social 
needs, habits and norms and those which work 
against it, for example technology and automobiles. 

Habib Fida Ali sees little contradiction between 
regionalism and so-called 'International style' if we do 
not see them only as 'styles'. The content and the 
rationale is the same and the specific demand of a 
specific site in a specific culture will produce regional 
architecture! 

Kamil Khan Mumtaz, sees regionalism as a link 
between modern architects and 'traditional' builders 
- a school of thought aspiring for a new type of 
architectural training and professional practice His 
ideas and those of B.V. Doshi are almost parallel, 
both demand changes in curriculum and practice 
before we can link up with traditional roots and 
produce genuine regional architecture. 

Uttam Jain sees the biological reciprocity between 
man and nature as the raison d'etre for regionalism 
We operate within this interdependency and if we 
acknowledge it we will produce relevant forms. 

Most intriguing has been Romi Khosla's assertion 
that the most important tool for the architect is a 'con
sciousness' as against western rationalism He does 
not mention 'regionalism' once in his paper. It is 
more intriguing since he ends with a quotation from 
Tagore. As Professor Ali said Tagore was a com
pletely western Bengali and the 'consciousness' in that 
poetry is European. 

The 'definitions' and 'positions' can be tested against 
the factual papers presented here. The paper of Abu 
H. Imamuddin et al. on community mosques in 
Dhaka was a random selection of vernacular corner 
mosques. Though we were touched by the spirit of 
community participation we were left 'uncomfortable' 
in the words of Hasan-Uddin Khan. How do we deal 
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with them? Is 'regionalism' merely architecture of the 
people? Are these edifices, in their unfinished state, 
what the community want? Are they representative of 
the community and not just the spirit of co-operation 
and religious sentiments? Do these answer the com
plexities of our urban scene and have a series of 
ad-hoc decisions resulted in a fruitful and desired 
mosque form? As the paper concludes, in the urban 
scene design and building has gone beyond local 
competence. Architects ought to playa role, taking 
into account the complexities of the urban situation 
and vouch for the end product. 

The problems of this region were identified in the 
papers of Professor Ali and Professor Muktadir. The 
abject poverty of the rural areas may have clouded 
the architectural and planning issues but primarily 
they are land management and reorganisation of 
rural homestead. We were all at doubts as to what 
architects can do, what contributions we can make 
and many felt we can do more harm than good in the 
rural setting. It is not only urban bias in our training 
and curriculum but also the problems in rural areas 
are not 'architectural'. On another level, the problems 
that have been identified by architects and experts 
may not always converge with those identified by the 
rural folk - where we see a 'house' they may see only 
'land'. 

This self-doubt will not keep us away from rural or 
small 'mofussil' towns. Architects are preparing plans 
for re-organising and re-developing 'upazilas', a 
thought that terrifies Paul Rudolph. 

In our discussion over these days, we saw a general 
lack of precision, mainly due to the under-deve
lopment of architectural vocabulary, amorphous 
semantics and definitions. 

We saw past in 'Architecture' and the present in 
'Buildings'. This perrenial fixation tilts everything in 
favour of past edifices and robs us of critical insight 
when viewing contemporary forms. It is like compar
ing an 'urn' with a 'chamber pot' Debates ended by 
making reference to the glorious past but with
out giving direction towards workable, evaluative 
methods to measure present-day buildings. 

Though we did not evolve an agreed definition of 
'regionalism' perhaps the problem is not definitional. 
We generally agreed that 'regionalism' exists. It might 
not be apparent to one who is operating within it but 
is obvious to an outsider. We sometimes mistake 
culture to be a fragile flower, which needs nourishing 
but it is a dynamic and living body of thought and 
values. It is also hard, intractable, imposing a set of 
rules for us. It mediates and we do not and cannot 
design anything we want. We operate within the rules 
of what is 'good' and 'bad' and these values are 
essentially cultural. 
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The deliberations also crystallised some of the con
tradictions that we hold within ourselves. Though we 
would like to nourish local craftsmen and traditional 
builders, we are equally emphatic in carving out our 
place in society. We would like to be recognised by 
society as the only authorised discipline or profession 
in architecture and would prefer it to be a closed shop. 

We feel that centralised bodies, especially government 
planning agencies, are a threat to 'regionalism' but we 
would like ourselves to be employed and commis
sioned to design 'model villages' or as Charles Correa 
proposed to be both technicians and social reformers. 

We are wary of Government's role in architecture but 
we would like it to be our patron, our chief client We 
seem finally little inclined to make the USERS our 
client. 


