
1.IntroductIon

1.1 Background and Purpose
People are continuously creative in their ideas on how to solve 

the environmental problems with which they live (Friedmann et 
al, 1978). The environment influences their lives and they gather 
various experiences. Experience and awareness of the space 
and environment in which a person lives become the standards 
for creative behavior. Understanding this cyclical process can 
help us understand how people create their own environment 
(Friedmann et al, 1978).

The Asian Culture Complex (hereafter “ACC”) is a large 
project of 5.3 billion USD that was constructed for 10 years 
after the design was accepted through an international design 
competition hosted by South Korean government.1 Through 
the construction process, where several people participated 

in the planning and gathering of opinions, there were many 
discussions and controversies between designers, design 
competition participants, experts, and members of the public 
regarding landmarks and historical events. Various values were 
exposed through the ACC construction project and these 
differences in values were to be considered in the decision 
making process and through investigating public opinion 
regarding the completed building.

1.2 Research Content
The ACC was created as a national project through the 

agreement of provincial members regarding urban regeneration 
planning. There was a shared expectation throughout the 
public regarding the selection of landmarks and the originality 
of designs. However, the ACC selected for the project was 
not a landmark that local citizens expected because it was an 
underground structure that was creatively designed through an 
original interpretation.

There were continuous conflicts of opinion regarding the 
landmark chosen for the ACC, which caused a two-year delay 
in the total process right from the beginning. The conflicts over 
the ACC were surveyed through experts after completion of the 
project. Regarding the research content, the difference of opinion 
regarding the landmark in the planning stage of the ACC 
and the awareness of landmarks as creative interpretations of 
architects were addressed first. Next, the proposed compromise 
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on the conflicting opinions of architects, who wish to demolish 
provincial government building with historical memories and 
replace it with a newly designed building, versus community 
members, who wish to preserve this building, was evaluated.

1.3 Characteristics of the ACC Project
The Ministry of Culture and Tourism (MCT) in Korea 

intended to build a culture complex that would accommodate 
various art forms and cultural events in the southwestern hub 
city of Gwangju. The complex, known as the Asian Cultural 
Complex (ACC), is aimed at promoting Asian values through 
art and culture. The Executive Agency for Cultural Cities of 
the MCT invited architects from around the world to submit 
designs for the ACC through the Open International Project 
Competition in a Single Stage, which was approved by The 
International Union of Architects (UIA) (Ministry of Culture & 
Tourism, 2005). 

Selected site was originally Jeonnam province office of 
Gwangju city.2 This place has special history that citizen fight 
against military dictatorship in 1980 and many citizen died from 
gunshot of martial law army. (figure 1)

Figure  1.  Location of the Gwangju City and ACC.

UIA Design Competition and Requirements 
In Gwangju city, the ACC is set up as a large national facility 

with the goal of making the complex an Asian cultural facility 
rather than an ordinary urban cultural facility. Not only is 
it a cultural complex that citizens can enjoy, but it is also a 
foothold in the cultural industry that claims to be the cultural 
center of Asia (UIA, 2017). The ACC established the goal to 
“widely contribute in the production, consumption, exchange, 

communication, participation, and enjoyment of culture and 
to be a foothold of culture with openness and variability at 
its core.”3 At the same time, it was to be memorialized as the 
historical location of the “5.18 Democracy Movement.”4

The ACC hoped to be the symbol of Gwangiu that would 
broaden its future beyond a cultural complex facility, replacing 
the Jeonnam Government Office Building, the provincial 
government building and the most central facility in Gwangju 
City.5 The nation planned and implemented the program to 
complete this project and the best design was selected through 
the UIA international design competition.

The winning project was the only underground architectural 
design among the 124 entries (Ministry of Culture & Tourism, 
2005). All other plans were designed as above-ground structures. 
Architect Kyusung Woo’s design was called the “Forest of Light” 
and it “contained a space below the city, a city which lacks parks; 
included roads to and from the facility; created landscaping on 
the roof using trees; and the roof was to become a rooftop park 
at night, which strived for placeness and originality of ACC as a 
landmark”(Woo Architects, 2010). (figure 2)

Concept of the ACC Design
All of the entries had many design issues, but the design plans 

varied depending on how the site was interpreted considering 
the project scale. One category of projects pursued organic 
harmony through architecture with landscape designs. The other 
category of projects consisted of those that pursued connectivity 
with streets, accessibility to roads, and harmony with mass with 
respect to the order system of surrounding urban organizations 
composed of existing small buildings in the city. Overall, the 
projects took a large volume and processed it as low structures, 
but few projects did show design intention as a landmark with 
by erecting a tall structure. 

The winning ACC design gave up the visual appeal of above-
ground architecture and implemented an inverse concept of 
hiding the facilities out of sight and underground. The winning 
designer of the ACC project intended to create on the ground 
level, where the structure will be erected, a surrounding 
landscape and indoor lighting through ground-level light wells 

Figure  2.  (a) the whole view of ACC, (b) Space Use of ACC
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for daytime and create a night view from the light projected 
from the indoor light well for night time (A&C, 2005).

2. LAndMArK And HIStorIcAL MEMorY

2.1 The ACC as a Landmark
Landmark
The ACC is a large cultural edifice built on a historical site. 

There was, of course, a common view among Gwangju citizens 
that the ACC must be monumental and must be a landmark 
(Lynch, 1969). This is because this was successfully promoted 
to citizens from the early project stages and most of the selected 
projects were visually large and formative and were “forms that 
can be easily seen and recognized from far away,”6 A landmark 
was considered “an influential factor that conveniently 
distinguishes property” (Lynch, 1969). It was defined as a 
“building or subject that would help distinguish locations or 
boundaries” or a “natural factor or artificial object that could be 
used as a cognitive component for navigation” (Lynch, 1969).    

Landmarks that are shared with citizens in the planning 
process are “objects that form a boundary on the land”7, “in 
a relatively large region and be clearly placed” (Lynch, 1969) 
“in order to be recognized and must clearly deliver a message 
to the public”(Lynch, 1969). This is a well-known concept 
among experts who plan and design living environments. This 
is because certain landmarks and cultural facilities such as the 
Guggenheim Museum in Bilbao were shown to citizens to 
receive agreement when the ACC project was in beginning. 
Thus, ordinary citizens were educated on the definition of a 
landmark through a successive sample. (figure 3)

Figure  3.  Social Consensus in Promotion Stage 
versus ACC Design by Architect

 2.2 Landmark Originality 
The ACC pursued originality with the “Forest of Light” concept. 

However, there was almost immediate controversy over the 
landmark image from the moment the underground ACC design 
was selected. Easily recognizable architecture was expected but 
the selected ACC plan was an underground structure that could 
not be visually recognized from the ground level.8

Most of 124 ACC projects that were submitted in the UIA 
international design competition were designed as above-
ground structures. Only the selected project was designed as 
three underground floors below the façade with the roof at 

road-level. The concept of this plan contrasted the ordinary 
architecture of the other projects and it would function as 
unique underground architecture and as a unique landmark.

One design guideline was to limit the height of the building 
to see Mt. Mudeung, which can be seen from an old section of 
Gwangju City. The selected project plan may have implemented 
that guideline too extremely. However, place and space 
recognition in a particular location became possible after the 
ACC project was moved underground and eventually the 
criticisms from citizens regarding the landmark, its identity, and 
its visual originality were abandoned. Among the comments 
from citizens who have seen the ACC, absent-mindedness and 
emptiness were expressed as follows: “The landmark status of 
the ACC, which consumed a significant portion of budget, has 
been blocked by a screen.” “The ACC cannot be seen from any 
part of the city. What has been done?” “The expensive design of 
an expensive product has been put underground to make the 
value a secret” (Ministry of Culture & Tourism, 2005).  

2.3 Historical Placeness and Memory
The land on which the ACC is located is where the provincial 

government building once stood. The provincial government 
building was composed of several buildings and only the main 
building was to be retained. The other buildings were planned 
to be demolished. The annex, which was also planned to be 
demolished, became part of a controversy and the architect of 
the selected project chose the main building to commemorate 
democratization and the “5.18 Democracy Movement.” 

However, 5.18 organizations requested to retain the provincial 
government annex because the main building and conference 
room were important locations of historical events where 
citizens and government armies experienced many casualties 
during the 5.18 Democracy Movement.9 Numerous political 
assemblies and events took place at the provincial government 
building and annex in the provincial government building 
square and the existing buildings were also recognized as 
important locations for these historic events. (figure 4)

Figure  4.  (a)Conservation of provincial government building, 
(b)Present view of provincial government building, 

(c) martial law army and provincial government building, In 1980
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The request to retain the government annex was led by social 
organizations who consider the historical event to be significant 
or who participated in the 5.18 Democracy Movement. Despite 
these opinions, the Ministry of Culture and Tourism, Gwangju 
City, and the designer decided to keep the original plan of 
demolishing the provincial government annex. While the 
designer of the selected project emphasized placeness of creative 
design over placeness of being a historical site, citizens saw it 
differently and felt that images were important in remembering 
historical events. Social organizations that wanted a historical 
place for the democracy movement pushed to change the 
design for over a year. This “10 person committee” consisted of 
politicians and provincial government officials who intervened 
to retain more than one third of the provincial government 
annex and changed the overall design. (figure 5)

Figure  5.  (a) Design retaining only the provincial government 
main building (Design plan), (b) Design partially 

retaining the provincial government annex (Revised plan)

3. InVEStIGAtIon rESEArcH MEtHod

3.1 Investigation Content
Basic data on the ACC was collected from the UIA design 

competition guidelines, submitted projects, and the winning 
project. The different opinions between the designer and the 
public were expressed as controversies and were reported in the 
briefing sessions and the media. Thirty questions were asked 
regarding the landmark concept, the general attitude towards 
the project, the creativity of the architect, the initial design 
plan and the revised design plan, and knowledge regarding the 
completed space.

3.2 Investigation Method
Respondents were limited to people who had visited the 

location after completion of the ACC. Photos of the complete 
view of the ACC were presented and images of the design 
(plan) to demolish the provincial government annex and the 
design (plan) to partially retain the original design (plan) were 
presented for a survey on historical placeness. 

Survey investigations were performed from March 15 through 
March 31, 2016. E-mails were sent to respondents and the 
survey collection rate by e-mail was 82%. The collection rate was 
considerably high because the subject was a professional group. 
Among the survey investigation subjects, 150 respondents who 
relate with architecture and live or work in Gwangju City, 67 
were those who work in the architecture design field, 31 were 

architecture civil servants, and 52 were architecture researchers 
and graduate students.

3.3 Analysis
The survey investigation was composed of 22 items regarding 

knowledge of landmarks and the creativity of the ACC, 
awareness of the images of the rooftop park of the ACC, and 
placeness and identity of historical facts. A 5-point Likert scale 
was used in 19 items.10 Statistical Package SPSS 18.0 was used on 
the collected data for frequency analysis and cross analysis. 

Based on the analysis on the content of the survey, public 
promotion of the project before the design, opinions of the 
creative design concept of designer, and public discussion 
procedures were compared for a comprehensive analysis on the 
differences in awareness.

4. KnoWLEdGE rEGArdInG tHE Acc 
And tHE EVALuAtIon AnALYSIS

4.1 The ACC as a Landmark
Approximately 90% of the respondents knew that most of the 

ACC was an underground structure and it can be determined 
from this fact that the ACC’s characteristics as a landmark 
were well recognized. The important roles the ACC would play 
as a landmark were recognized as “symbolization” by 73.2%, 
“uniqueness” by 12.8%, “beauty” by 4.7%, and “identity” by 3.4%.

Creativity and awareness of the landscape
Regarding the “feelings about the ACC that was constructed 

underground,” 36.9% responded “visually creative and landscape 
is outstanding,” 26.2% responded “creative but empty landscape,” 
and 22.1% responded “creative compared to other work.” We 
found that 63.1% answered that this architecture was “creative.” 
Among people who evaluated the ACC as creative, 26.2% 
answered “landscape is empty” and 33.6% answered “landscape 
components are empty.”

Vitality and formativeness
Regarding the question “Does the current ACC need liveliness 

and strong image factors?” 59.3% replied “Agree” and 22.7% 
replied “Disagree.” Those who agreed with the opinion that 
“Liveliness and strong image factors are needed” were over 2.5 
times higher than those who disagreed. (Figure 6) This can 
be evaluated as such: The ACC is creative, symbolic, and has 
outstanding landscape. However, negative responses were about 
2 times higher than positive responses on the question of “Are 
liveliness and strong image factors shown in this project?” This 
indicates dissatisfaction with the ACC exhibiting “liveliness and 
a strong image.”

4.2 Awareness of urban green spaces and ACC landscaping
The architect designed the structure to be located underground 

and to make the roof at the same level as the road height of the 
surrounding area. The roof was used as an urban park with 
grass and trees. Light wells were located throughout the park for 
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natural lighting in the daytime in the underground structure as 
“spaces of light” with light pouring out from the interior at night.

The ACC had a great influence on the change and formation 
of the urban landscape because it is a foothold facility that is a 
substitute the Jeonnam Government Office Building located in 
the center of the city. Citizen awareness regarding the use of this 
space as a park and its influence on the formation of an urban 
landscape as a public project were investigated.

Urban landscape of the ACC
First, regarding the question “Does the building contribute to 

the urban landscape?” We found that 14% answered “Strongly 
agree,” 31.3% answered “Agree,” and 28.7% answered “Neutral” 
with 45.3% responding “Agree” or higher and 26% responding 
“Disagree” or lower.(Figure 6) The number of those who were 
satisfied with the urban landscape created by the ACC was close 
to double the number of those who were unsatisfied.

Roof of the ACC as an urban park
Regarding the question “Is the roof landscaping of the ACC as 

an urban park creative?” We found that 77.3% answered “Agree” 
or higher and 6.7% answered “Disagree” or lower. (Figure 6) 
Regarding the question “Is the light on the roof impressive?” 58% 
answered “Agree” or higher and 10.7% answered “Disagree” or 
lower.(Figure 6) Additionally, regarding the question “Does the 
roof park satisfy diversity and curiosity?” 62% answered “Agree” 
or higher and 8.7% answered “Disagree” or lower showing that 
the concept and goal of the “Forest of Light” is evaluated highly. 
(Figure 6)

Hall and nearby buildings
We asked the question “Do you think the surrounding 

buildings lead the landscape image because the ACC at ground 
level is empty with only a park?” and 55.3 % answered “Agree” or 
higher and 23.3% answered “Disagree” or lower. (Figure 6) Thus, 

Figure  6.  (a) the whole view of ACC, (b) Space Use of ACC



58 Seungkwang Shon and Donghwa Shon

the ACC structure itself has little influence on the surrounding 
architecture rather that a significant influence.

Correlation between the roof landscape and ground structure
We also asked, “Do you think that there are advantages to the 

roof landscape but that we did not obtain architectural beauty 
with the ground structure?” and 41.3% answered “Agree” or 
higher and 37.3% answered “Disagree” or lower.(Figure 6) This 
indicates an equal amount of satisfaction and dissatisfaction 
regarding the architectural results.

Necessity of an above-ground structure
 We asked the question “Do you think an above-ground 

structure is needed as well as an urban park on the roof?” and 
38.6% answered “Agree” or higher and 48% answered “Disagree” 
or lower. (Figure 6) This shows that respondents were 1.2 
times more likely to feel that an “above-ground structure is not 
needed.” 

4.3 Awareness of the demolition and retention of the annex
We compared thoughts on the initial design of demolishing 

the provincial government annex and the revised design 
ref lecting the public opinion to retain the provincial 
government annex along with the main building because “There 
is significant value in the location where the historical events of 
the 5.18 Democracy Movement took place.” The architect’s plan 
to commemorate the historical events and the revised design 
(plan) commemorating the historical events supported by local 
organizations were compared to investigate preference.

To this end, photos of the design plan to demolish the entire 
provincial government annex and the plan to retain part of the 
provincial government annex were shown to participants for 
their response.

Preference for the original design or the revised design
The “Original Plan” and the “Plan to Retain the Provincial 

Government Annex” were compared to investigate preference. 
Regarding the question “The original plan is better,” 49.3% 
answered “Agree” or higher and 25% answered “Disagree” or 
lower showing that respondents favored the original design 
plan two times more than the revision.(Figure 6) Of these 
respondents who answered “Agree,” 51.6% were men and 45.3% 
were women, and 17.9% were men and 37.8% were women 
among the respondents who answered “Disagree” or lower.

Preference regarding the original design and the revised 
design was almost the same between respondents in their 20s 
and 40s and the response that the “Original design plan is more 
outstanding” was higher for respondents in their 50s and 60s. 
We found that 77.7% of those in their 50s and 71.4% of those 
in their 60s answered “Agree” or higher, and 14.8% of those in 
their 50s and 7.1% of those in their 60s answered “Disagree” or 
lower. Thus, the preference for the original design was 5.25 times 
higher for respondents in their 50s and 10 times higher for those 
in their the 60s. 

By occupation, 70.8% of academics, 60% of civil servants, 

44.0% of architects, and 32.1% of graduate students preferred the 
original design. On the other hand, 42.8% of graduate students, 
25% of academics, 24.3% of architects, and 10% of civil servants 
preferred the revised plan in which the graduate student group 
showed the greatest reaction.

Demolition and partial retention 
of the provincial government annex
The design of the selected project and the design to partially 

retain the provincial government annex were compared. 
Regarding the question “The revised design has supplemented 
historical memory and placeness,” 40.9% answered “Agree” or 
higher and 20.2% answered “Disagree” or lower. This indicates 
that a positive response to the revised plan was more than 2 
times more likely than for the original plan. However, what is 
unusual is that this response was reversed when comparing the 
original design and the revised design with the specific words 
“historical memory and placeness.” 

By age, the ratio of those who answered “Agree” or higher to 
“The revised plan has supplemented historical memory and 
placeness” was as follows: 20s: 35.7%, 30s: 56.4%, 40s: 43.9%, 
50s: 33.3%, and 60s: 14.3%. Those in their 30s and 40s preferred 
the revised plan to retain the annex. The response “Disagree” 
or lower was as follows: 20s: 25.0%, 30s: 18%, 40s: 14.6%, 50s: 
29.6%, and 60s: 14.2%.

By occupation, for the statement “The revised plan has 
supplemented historical memory and placeness” those who 
answered “Agree” or higher were as follows: 42.4% of architects, 
38.7% of civil servants in the urban architecture field, 41.7% 
of academics in the field of urban architecture, and 39.3% of 
students. For those who answered “Disagree” or lower, the results 
were as follows: 18.2% of architects, 16.1% of civil servants, 
33.3% of academics, and 17.8% of students. Thus, scholars were 
two times more likely to prefer the original plan when compared 
to other occupations.

5. cHAnGE oF AWArEnESS rEGArdInG 
tHE Acc LAndScAPE

5.1 Awareness of the Landscape
Experts analyzed the effects of landmarks and historical places 

on the collective awareness on the ACC public project. The index 
for landmarks was classified into opinions on symbolization, 
uniqueness, beauty, and identity in which “symbolization” was 
confirmed by 73.2%, “uniqueness” was confirmed by 12.8%, 
“beauty” was confirmed by 4.7%, and “identity” was confirmed 
by 3.4%.

Regarding symbolization and the landscape of the ACC, 36.9% 
responded “visually outstanding and creative,” 26.2% responded 
“creative but landscape is empty,” 22.1% responded “creative 
compared to other work.” Creative evaluations exceeded 85%. 
We found that 61.9% answered “Agree” to the question “Does 
the roof park satisfy diversity and curiosity?” and we found that 
satisfaction regarding the work was high.
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However, 33.6% of respondents thought that the “ACC feels 
empty as a landmark.” Related to this question, 58.6% responded 
“Needed” to the question “Are more vibrant factors needed?” 
and 28.6% answered “Not needed” so that respondents were 
two times more likely to feel that “vibrancy is required” in the 
ACC design. Similar to this question, 35.6% answered the ACC 
“Needed” an above-ground structure and 53.6% answered that it 
was “Not needed” so that respondents were 1.5 times more likely 
to feel that an “above-ground structure is not needed.”

5.2 Awareness of the revised plan
Conflict between original design demolishing the provincial 

government annex and the revised plan of partially retaining 
the provincial government annex represented difference 
in awareness between the intention to respect provincial 
government building annex by recognizing its historical events 
and placeness and the intention to respect the original design 
and creativity of the architect. 

There is a noticeable difference on this factor by age and 
occupation. Regarding “The historical memory and placeness 
were supplemented,” the age of respondents who answered 
“Agree” or higher was as follows: 56.5% in their 30s, 33.9% in 
their 40s, 35.7% in their 20s, and 33.3% in their 50s. This shows 
that preferences will vary according to the characteristics of the 
respondents and the general public will certainly have views that 
differ from experts.

5.3 The possibility of distorting the social issues
It should be noted that along with the fact the opinions on 

the ACC design were exposed for long time with respect to the 
correlation between symbolization of the landmark and the 
work value of the designer and the disagreement between of the 
work value of the original design plan and historical significance 
of the site, agreements and disagreements on these views were 
on equal footing at times, while also being distinctly different at 
other times. 

There were several people who had neutral opinions that were 
neither positive nor negative. However, the people who actively 
expressed positive and negative opinions are shown in the gray 
region. Therefore, because of this, there is sufficient grounds to 
believe that the side making a stronger claim on the conflicting 
opinions may mislead others, and in a situation where such 
possibility had not been tested, social issues and claims may face 
high probability of being distorted.

5.4 Progress and changes in awareness
The landmark
The architect of the selected project gained creative 

formativeness by abandoning the idea of an above-ground 
structure, unlike other designers. This was greatly opposite with 
the expectation of the local society that the architecture will 
become a landmark. This design was completely different from 
the definition of a landmark in the collective awareness and 
it conflicted with the expectations of the public that the ACC 
would be a landmark of beautiful and creative formativeness.11    

Rather than a creative landmark with impressive formativeness 
contributing to the urban landscape, the empty roof garden 
is enclosed by the surrounding buildings. Contrary to the 
intentions behind the creative design of the architect, public 
disappointment regarding the status of the ACC as a landmark 
led to social controversy. First, the goals of the project varied 
between the public’s expectations and the architect’s creative 
interpretation. Second, there was a conflict in the visual effects 
and formativeness of a landmark as a creative image that did 
not correspond with the selected ACC plan that focused on 
emptiness. Third, this can be understood as a conflict between 
the UIA’s project that promoted the creative value of the 
design of architects and the public’s expectation of a significant 
landmark.

Regarding this matter, the architect Woo mentioned that 
the expectation of landmarks as above-ground structures is 
misunderstanding and that it is so because most buildings 
are above-ground structures. Most successful public projects 
are above-ground structures. Additionally, “successful above-
ground structures were promoted while this project was 
progressing and this promotion contributed to the public’s 
expectations for similar results.”12 However, among the 125 
works submitted for the international design competition, all 
works, except the one by the winner of the contest, presented 
proposes architecture as above-ground structures. Therefore, for 
the interpretation of the landmark, the idea that was chosen was 
more individualistic and creative than the typical interpretation 
that most experts and citizens sympathized with, which created 
a social controversy.

Historical facts and placeness
Regarding the goal of the ACC to be considered a historical 

location for the 5.18 Democracy Movement of 1980, in addition 
to being a landmark, it was outstanding that the original design 
chose to retain the main provincial government building.  
However, when comparing the original demolition plan and 
the plan to partially retain the provincial government annex 
using the words “historical event and placeness” instead of “work 
value,” different result has been derived. In historical terms, plan 
to partially retain the provincial government annex were rather 
superior. It shows opinions may vary depending on “words and 
awareness,” even if the design is the same. 

This problem can be sufficiently explained by the fact that the 
social controversy was maintained for over a year after selecting 
the original plan. It was found that responding to the claims of 
citizens regarding historical placeness had significant meaning 
and that the controversy of pros and cons of retaining the annex 
has enough meaning.

6. concLuSIon

The group consciousness of the citizens who hoped the ACC 
would protect the traces of a historical landmark presented 
objections to the concepts of the selected ACC project and 
conflicts of opinion on the matter were the center of controversy 
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for 10 years. It was for this reason that the survey evaluation was 
performed and the results are summarized below. 

1) The evaluation of the landmark after completion of 
construction is as follows: Positive responses to the ACC as a 
landmark were two times more likely than negative responses. 
Characteristics include creativity, contribution to the urban 
landscape, and favorable impressions of the roof landscape. 
However, responses that the image of the landmark “needed” to 
be more vibrant were 2.6 times higher than responses stating it 
was “not needed.” For this, perception of landmark was assessed 
positively or negatively depending on the terminology used to 
express various values.  

2) An evaluation of the construction with the partial retention 
of the provincial government annex is as follows: Responses that 
the original design was ‘Good’ were 2.9 times more likely than 
responses that is was “Not good,” indicating that the original 
design was outstanding. However, a “Good” response regarding 
the “partial retention of the provincial government annex plan” 
was two times higher than responses of “Not good” in relation 
to its “historical placeness.” Thus, evaluations of the “work value” 
and “historical placeness” of the same factor were in opposition.

3) Regarding awareness of the positive and negative responses 
to the ACC, there is a significant percentage of neutral responses 
between positive and negative. 

The social controversy seems to be amplified from the aspect 
of the landmark status and historical placeness of the ACC for 
the following reasons:

First, neutral opinions account for large portion of public 
projects, but since neutral opinions are utilized by both 
sides that make positive and negative claims, they have the 
characteristics of amplifying confusion and misunderstanding 
when a socially controversial issue arises.  Second, positive and 
negative evaluations coexisted regarding the ACC from the 
perspectives of landmark status and historical placeness. Third, 
opposite opinions can sometimes coexist in the same physical 
design or environment. . 

4) Public projects involve social demands and awareness 
as well as differences in originality and expertise from the 
perspective of experts. Social awareness and the creativity of 
experts may be expressed through a dynamic relationship in the 
process of project promotion even though the values of social 
awareness and conventional awareness based on the subjective 
creativity of experts may vary.

EndnotES

1  The project period lasted 10 years from 2004 to 2015, 
including the design and construction period. The Ministry 
of Culture and Tourism called this project the Asian Culture 
Complex (ACC) and began with Step 1 of the project, the 

UIA international design competition. Proposed area: 
118,170 m2, Building area: 142,718 m2. Key function: An 
outpost for cultural studies, cultural exchanges, educational 
culture, and the cultural industry. Key facilities: Asian Culture 
Center, Asian Artplex, Children’s Museum, related facilities, 
etc.

2   Jeonnam province relocated to Muan County  in 2005.
3  For the urban regeneration of Gwangju, the goal of the “Asian 

Culture Core City” announcement was to promote vitality 
in the city as a cultural city with cultural facilities, which is 
the standard set by advanced countries. “In the 21st century, 
the largest cities in the world have competitively established 
large-scale cultural spaces. Large city cultural spaces in this 
secularized modern society have become holy places in the 
city.”

4  The 5.18 Democracy Movement was occurred in May 1980. 
It was democratization fight against the military dictatorship. 
The democratization campaign, which left casualties of 
many citizens in crushing the military, drew a big difference 
to the history of democracy in modern Korean history. In 
recognition of its importance, the data related to the 5.18 5.18 
Democracy Movement in 2011 was listed in the UNESCO 
World Record Heritage.

5  The Asian Culture Core City was presented as an alternative 
vision to urban collaboration due to the transfer of the 
Jeonnam Government Building and the establishment of the 
ACC as a central facility. See also Asian Culture Core City, 
Gwangju, Adopted Culture Exchange City of Asia, Peace Art 
City, and Future Culture Economy City.

6  Oxford advanced dictionary definition of “Landmark”
7  Definition from Merriam Webster Dictionary
8  There was no photo to introduce the ACC at the road level. 

This is because there is nothing to view other than buses 
or vehicles. Instead, the perspective of looking down from 
nearby skyscrapers or roofs was chosen to depict the third 
level of the ACC façade.

9  The Jeonnam Government Building was the location where 
the citizen army resisted the martial law army that was 
composed of airborne troops until the last moment on May 
27, 1980. As the chosen location for the 5.18 Democracy 
Movement, it was the stage for citizen assemblies from 5/18 to 
5/27, which has meaning as a historical location that citizens 
cherish.

10  The Likert scale is a response scale of the psychological tests 
designed by Rensis Likert, which gives quantitative answers to 
qualitative questions. In general, the bipolar method is used 
as the 5 or 7 step, and the results are analyzed cumulatively or 
proportionally.

11  Regarding awareness that the ACC could become a landmark, 
there was a stereotype about landmarks because foreign 
successful projects such as the Guggenheim by Bilbao, the 
Pompidou Centre, and the Louvre Museum in Paris were 
introduced as examples of such.

12  Conversation with architect Kyu Sung Woo (December 2015), 
Gwangju.
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