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Abstract of Thesis

Cultural heritage, tangible artifacts and intangible attributes is an evidence and witness of development
history, as well as the identity of a region. Conservation of cultural heritage is always challenging, especially
on privately owned or community assets buildings. One of the most formidable challenges comes on the recovery
process after natural disaster with its hasty recovery manner. Recovery in Indonesia after the natural disaster
often occurs in purpose to restore into normal condition as fast as possible and imposed separately with the
cultural heritage conservation, that leads to massive degradation of the cultural heritage assets after recovery
of natural disaster. An understanding of conservation oriented recovery for cultural heritage assets from the
building owners and users viewpoint may help bridge the gap between owners’ and users’ necessity and wiser
cultural heritage recovery.

This study investigates the degree of alterations that occurred at cultural heritage buildings in the selected
district and evaluate the owner driven rehabilitation and its influence to the cultural heritage preservation.
Attention has also been paid to overview the strategies and frameworks of the programs to tangible as well as
intangible assets of cultural heritage as an important tools to enhance sustainability.

The study found that the cultural heritage building’s recovery manner post-natural disaster is strongly rooted
to the behavior prior the earthquake. The earthquake seems like a windows opportunity to build back with
better adaptation of the current necessity. In the viewpoint of cultural heritage conservation, level of
consciousness and sense of belonging of cultural heritage buildings or activities.

For the two types of privately owned cultural heritage buildings, the alteration of spatial arrangement, function,
material and style have been occurred prior the earthquake. On residential building recovery after the
earthquake, most of the respondents appreciate more on stronger building structure and new look of the
building, instead of conservation of original building style and material. This encouraging behavior will lead to
the degradation of the originality of the building style. Nevertheless, the improvement of the structural quality
could lead to better resilient of traditional houses. Likewise, commercial buildings have experienced some
changes due to rehabilitation before the earthquake, triggered by the adaptive manner of living and commercial
activity. The difference between building owner and tenant also give distinct influence to do recovery. Further,
the building users who practically have highest access to daily assessment and monitoring to their historical
buildings required to be supported with appropriate technical knowledge and options of recovery with structural
retrofitting with full consideration to the cultural building conservation. People centered recovery framework
has proven effective to support timely recovery process. The shifting of framework prior the earthquake for
recovery framework is required to be supported with the appropriate consideration and knowledge of cultural
heritage conservation, in order to prevent the degradation of cultural heritage assets after the recovery.

The above mentioned results required to be explored to find the opportunity for elaborating with the factual
condition of the available framework, especially in role sharing between private sector, community as well as
government.

Further research is recommended to assess the influence of the recovery frameworks and process and its
contribution to the cultural heritage building conservation in the normal condition. This may need to be

repeated at certain intervals to monitor any further changes that may result to clarify the main intention.
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