ﻛﻴﻒ ﻧﻨﻈﺮ ﺍﻟﻰ ﺍﻟﻌﻤﺎﺭﺓ؟ ﺍﻟﻈﺎﻫﺮ ﻭﺍﻟﺒﺎﻃﻦ ﻓﻰ ﺍﻟﻌﻤﺎﺭﺓ
How We Look at Architecture? Aldhaher “the Visible” Wa (and) Albatinthe (the
Invisible) in Architeture
Architecture is the reflection of the cultural, social, political and economic conditions
of civilizations. How architecture is viewed depends of the people and society who
interact with it. While modern man depends on architecture in all his daily activities for
living, work, entertainment, education and health, yet architecture is taken for granted as
part of our existence and is not receiving enough attention nor contemplation. But if we
consider architecture an intrinsic part of our existence, then we ought to view it as a
mirror that reflects not only how others see us but also how we see and value our inner
self. Architecture is the extension of our existence and constitutes a significant part of
our daily experience.
ﺍﻟﻌﻤﺎﺭﺓ ﺗﻌﻜﺲ ﺍﻷﻭﺿﺎﻉ ﺍﻟﺜﻘﺎﻓﻴﺔ ﻭﺍﻻﺟﺘﻤﺎﻋﻴﺔ ﻭﺍﻟﺴﻴﺎﺳﻴﺔ ﻭﺍﻻﻗﺘﺼﺎﺩﻳﺔ ﺍﻟﺘﻰ ﺗﻤﺮ ﺑﻬﺎ ﺍﻟﺤﻀﺎﺭﺍﺕ. ﻭﺗﻌﺘﻤﺪ ﺍﻟﻨﻈﺮﺓ ﻟﻠﻌﻤﺎﺭﺓ
 ﻭﺑﺎﻟﺮﻏﻢ ﻣﻦ ﺍﻥ ﺍﻻﻧﺴﺎﻥ ﺍﻟﺤﺪﻳﺚ ﻳﻌﺘﻤﺪ ﻋﻠﻰ ﺍﻟﻌﻤﺎﺭﺓ ﻓﻰ ﺟﻤﻴﻊ.ﻋﻠﻰ ﺍﻻﻧﺴﺎﻥ ﻭﺍﻟﻤﺠﺘﻤﻊ ﺍﻟﺬﻯ ﻳﻨﻈﺮ ﺍﻟﻴﻬﺎ ﻭﻳﺘﻌﺎﻣﻞ ﻣﻌﻬﺎ
ﻧﻮﺍﺣﻰ ﺣﻴﺎﺗﻪ ﺍﻟﻤﻌﻴﺸﻴﺔ ﻭﺍﻟﻌﻤﻠﻴﺔ ﻭﺍﻟﺘﺮﻓﻴﻬﻴﺔ ﻭﺍﻟﺘﻌﻠﻴﻤﻴﺔ ﻭﺍﻟﺼﺤﻴﺔ ﺍﻻ ﺍﻥ ﺍﻟﻌﻤﺎﺭﺓ ﺗﻌﺘﺒﺮ ﺟﺰء ﻣﻦ ﺍﻟﻮﺍﻗﻊ ﻭﻻ ﺗﺄﺧﺬ ﺣﻘﻬﺎ ﻣﻦ
 ﻭﻟﻜﻦ ﺍﺫﺍ ﺍﻋﺘﺒﺮﻧﺎ ﺍﻟﻌﻤﺎﺭﺓ ﺍﺣﺪ ﺍﻟﻤﻜﻮﻧﺎﺕ ﺍﻻﺳﺎﺳﻴﺔ ﻟﺤﻴﺎﺗﻨﺎ ﻓﻴﺠﺐ ﺍﻥ ﻧﻨﻈﺮ ﺍﻟﻴﻬﺎ ﻛﻤﺎ ﻧﻨﻈﺮ ﻻﻧﻔﺴﻨﺎ ﻓﻰ.ﺍﻟﺘﺄﻣﻞ ﻭﺍﻟﺘﻔﻜﻴﺮ
 ﺍﻟﻌﻤﺎﺭﺓ ﻫﻰ.ﺍﻟﻤﺮﺁﺓ ﻗﺒﻞ ﺍﻟﺨﺮﻭﺝ ﻣﻦ ﺍﻟﻤﻨﺰﻝ ﻻﻧﻬﺎ ﺗﻌﻜﺲ ﻟﻴﺲ ﻓﻘﻂ ﻛﻴﻒ ﻳﺮﺍﻧﺎ ﺍﻻﺧﺮﻭﻥ ﻭﻟﻜﻦ ﻛﻴﻒ ﻧﺮﻯ ﺍﻧﻔﺴﻨﺎ ﻭﻧﻘﺪﺭﻫﺎ
ﺍﻣﺘﺪﺍﺩ ﻟﺤﻴﺎﺓ ﺍﻻﻧﺴﺎﻥ ﻭﻣﻜﻮﻥ ﺍﺳﺎﺳﻰ ﻟﺘﺠﺮﺑﺘﻪ ﺍﻟﻴﻮﻣﻴﺔ ﺍﻟﺤﻴﺎﺗﻴﺔ
Architecture can be seen in two ways. First there is the “visible” (Aldhair), or how we
“view” of architecture, either exterior or interior, that is acquired through its physical
aspects. The images and forms of its appearances constitutes the images and mental
pictures of architecture. Repetitions of these images construct a “style or character” that
is attached to a certain era or place. Second there is the “invisible” (Albatin), or how we
“experience” this architecture that constitute the meanings and knowledge that is
acquired through our interaction with it.
 ﺍﻻﻭﻟﻰ ﻫﻰ ﺭﺅﻳﺔ ”ﺍﻟﻈﺎﻫﺮ“ ﻟﻠﻌﻤﺎﺭﺓ ﻣﻦ ﺍﻟﺨﺎﺭﺝ ﺍﻭ ﺍﻟﺪﺍﺧﻞ ﺍﻟﺬﻯ ﺗﻮﻓﺮﻩ ﻟﻨﺎ ﺍﻻﺷﻜﺎﻝ٬ﻧﺤﻦ ﻧﺮﻯ ﺍﻟﻌﻤﺎﺭﺓ ﺑﻄﺮﻳﻘﺘﻴﻦ
 ﻭﻣﻊ ﺗﻜﺮﺍﺭ ﺗﻠﻚ ﺍﻻﺷﻜﺎﻝ ﺍﻟﻤﻌﻤﺎﺭﻳﺔ ﺗﺘﻜﻮﻥ٬ﺍﻟﻤﻌﻤﺎﺭﻳﺔ ﻭﺍﻟﺘﻰ ﺗﺼﺒﺢ ﻓﻴﻤﺎ ﺑﻌﺪ ﺍﻟﻤﻜﻮﻥ ﺍﻻﺳﺎﺳﻰ ﻟﻠﺼﻮﺭﺓ ﺍﻟﺬﻫﻨﻴﺔ ﻟﻠﻌﻤﺎﺭﺓ
 ﺃﻣﺎ ﺍﻟﺮﺅﻳﺔ ﺍﻟﺜﺎﻧﻴﺔ ”ﺍﻟﺒﺎﻃﻦ“ ﻓﺘﺘﻜﻮﻥ ﻣﻦ ﺍﻟﺘﺠﺮﺑﺔ ﺍﻟﺸﺨﺼﻴﺔ.ﻟﺪﻳﻨﺎ ﺻﻮﺭﺓ ﻋﻦ ﺍﻟﻄﺎﺑﻊ ﺍﻟﻤﻌﻤﺎﺭﻯ ﻟﻤﻜﺎﻥ ﻣﺎ ﺍﻭ ﺯﻣﺎﻥ ﻣﺎ
ﻭﺍﻟﺘﻰ ﺗﻜﻮﻥ ﺍﻟﻤﻌﺎﻧﻰ ﻭ ﺍﻟﻤﻌﺎﺭﻑ ﻋﻦ ﺍﻟﻌﻤﺎﺭﺓ
Our evaluation and appreciation of architecture depends on our role as well as our
cultural and intellectual background. The evaluation and appreciation of architecture by
critics and people is usually contradictory. While critics find the design of an
architectural project creative and successful, people’s experience find it unsatisfactory
and uncomfortable. This contradiction is the result of critics’ focus on the “visible”
(Aldhahir); its design concept and creative solutions, while people’s evaluation is mainly
derived from the “invisible” (Albatin) that is the result of their daily experience.
ﻳﺨﺘﻠﻒ ﺍﻳﻀﺎ ﻣﺪﻯ ﺗﻘﺪﻳﺮﻧﺎ ﻭﺗﻘﻴﻴﻤﻨﺎ ﻟﻠﻌﻤﺎﺭﺓ ﺑﺎﺧﺘﻼﻑ ﺩﻭﺭﻧﺎ ﻭﺧﻠﻔﻴﺎﺗﻨﺎ ﺍﻟﺜﻘﺎﻓﻴﺔ ﻭﺍﻟﻤﻌﺮﻓﻴﺔ. ﻭﺗﺘﻀﺎﺭﺏ ﻓﻰ ﺍﻏﻠﺐ ﺍﻻﺣﻴﺎﻥ
 ﻓﺒﻴﻨﻤﺎ ﻳﺠﺪ ﺍﻟﻨﻘﺎﺩ ﻓﻰ ﺗﺼﻤﻴﻢ ﺍﺣﺪ ﺍﻟﻤﺸﺮﻭﻋﺎﺕ.ﺍﺭﺍء ﺍﻟﻤﺘﺨﺼﺼﻴﻦ ﻭﺍﻟﻨﻘﺎﺩ ﻣﻊ ﺍﺭﺍء ﺍﻟﻨﺎﺱ ﻭﺍﻟﻤﺘﻌﺎﻣﻠﻴﻦ ﻣﻊ ﺍﻟﻌﻤﺎﺭﺓ
 ﻭﻳﻨﺒﻊ ﻫﺬﺍ ﺍﻟﺘﻀﺎﺩ ﻣﻦ.ﺍﻟﻌﻨﺎﺻﺮ ﺍﻟﻤﺘﻜﺎﻣﻠﺔ ﻟﻠﻨﺠﺎﺡ ﻭﺍﻻﺑﺪﺍﻉ ﻧﺠﺪ ﺍﻥ ﺗﺠﺮﺑﺔ ﺍﻟﻨﺎﺱ ﺍﻟﻴﻮﻣﻴﺔ ﻏﻴﺮ ﻣﺮﺿﻴﺔ ﻭﻏﻴﺮ ﻣﺮﻳﺤﺔ

ﺗﺮﻛﻴﺰ ﺍﻟﻨﻘﺪ ﺍﻟﻤﻌﻤﺎﺭﻯ ﻋﻠﻰ ”ﺍﻟﻈﺎﻫﺮ“ ﻭﻛﻴﻔﻴﺔ ﺗﻜﻮﻳﻨﻪ ﻭﻋﻨﺎﺻﺮ ﺍﻻﺑﺪﺍﻉ ﻓﻴﻪ ﺑﻴﻨﻤﺎ ﻳﺘﻔﺎﻋﻞ ﺍﻟﻨﺎﺱ ﺑﺪﺭﺟﺔ ﺍﻛﺒﺮ ﻣﻊ
”ﺍﻟﺒﺎﻃﻦ“ ﻭﺍﻟﺘﺠﺮﺑﺔ ﺍﻻﻧﺴﺎﻧﻴﺔ ﺍﻟﻤﺒﺎﺷﺮﺓ ﻣﻊ ﺍﻟﻌﻤﺎﺭﺓ.

Picture by night of Souq Waqif, Doha, Qatar

While it is “the” most popular place in Doha, Qatar that attracts residents and tourists,
Souq Waqif was denied prestigious architectural awards due to its “unauthentic”
traditional appearance.
 ﻓﺎﻧﻪ ﻟﻢ ﻳﺤﺼﻞ ﻋﻠﻰ ﺟﻮﺍﺋﺰ ﻣﻌﻤﺎﺭﻳﺔ ﻧﻈﺮﺍ٬ ﻗﻄﺮ٬ﺑﻴﻨﻤﺎ ﻳﻌﺘﺒﺮ ﺳﻮﻕ ﻭﺍﻗﻒ ﺍﻛﺜﺮ ﺍﻻﻣﺎﻛﻦ ﻧﺠﺎﺣﺎ ﻭﺷﻌﺒﻴﺔ ﺑﺎﻟﺪﻭﺣﺔ
ﻻﻋﺘﺒﺎﺭﻩ ﺗﻘﻠﻴﺪ ”ﻏﻴﺮ ﺍﺻﻴﻞ“ ﻻﺷﻜﺎﻝ ﺍﻟﻌﻤﺎﺭﺓ ﺍﻟﺘﺮﺍﺛﻴﺔ ﺍﻟﻘﻄﺮﻳﺔ

Qatar University Buildings, Doha, Qatar

Qatar university buildings, designed by architect Kamal Al-Kafrawy, received numerous
architecture awards and was praised by critics as a creative design that expresses a
modern interpretation of Islamic architecture. The building is “disliked” by its users due
to its confusing way finding, waste areas, lack of interior privacy and monotony. While it

succeeded in creating a “style and character” that became part of QU image, it failed
to satisfy the users nor provide them with a meaningful experience.
ﻳﻌﺘﺒﺮ ﺍﻟﻨﻘﺎﺩ ﻣﺒﺎﻧﻰ ﺟﺎﻣﻌﺔ ﻗﻄﺮ ﺍﻟﺘﻰ ﺻﻤﻤﻬﺎ ﺍﻟﻤﻌﻤﺎﺭﻯ ﻛﻤﺎﻝ ﺍﻟﻜﻔﺮﺍﻭﻯ ﻭﺍﺣﺪﺓ ﻣﻦ ﺍﻧﺠﺢ ﻧﻤﺎﺫﺝ ﺍﻟﻌﻤﺎﺭﺓ ﺍﻟﺘﻰ ﺗﻌﻜﺲ ﺍﺗﺠﺎﻩ
ﻣﺘﻤﻴﺰ ﻟﻌﻤﺎﺭﺓ ﺍﺳﻼﻣﻴﺔ ﺣﺪﻳﺜﺔ ٬ﻓﺎﻥ ﺍﻟﻤﺒﻨﻰ ﻳﻌﺘﺒﺮ ﻣﻦ ﻭﺟﻬﺔ ﻧﻈﺮ ﻣﺴﺘﻌﻤﻠﻴﻪ ﻻ ﻳﻮﻓﺮ ﺣﺮﻛﺔ ﺩﺍﺧﻠﻴﺔ ﻣﺮﻳﺤﺔ ﻭﻳﺤﺘﻮﻯ ﻋﻠﻰ
ﻣﺴﺎﺣﺎﺕ ﺩﺍﺧﻠﻴﺔ ﻏﻴﺮ ﻣﺴﺘﻌﻤﻠﺔ ﻭﻻ ﻳﻮﻓﺮ ﺧﺼﻮﺻﻴﺔ ﻟﻤﺴﺘﺨﺪﻣﻴﻪ .ﻓﺒﻴﻨﻤﺎ ﻧﺠﺢ ﺍﻟﻤﺒﻨﻰ ﻓﻰ ﺍﻳﺠﺎﺩ ﻃﺎﺑﻊ ﻣﻌﻤﺎﺭﻯ ﻣﺮﺗﺒﻄﺎ
ﺑﺠﺎﻣﻌﺔ ﻗﻄﺮ ﺍﻻ ﺍﻧﻪ ﻟﻢ ﻳﺤﻘﻖ ﺍﻟﺘﺠﺮﺑﺔ ﺍﻻﻧﺴﺎﻧﻴﺔ ﺍﻻﻳﺠﺎﺑﻴﺔ ﻟﻤﺴﺘﻌﻤﻠﻴﻪ
Then, how can we judge architecture? What constitutes it successes and failures? Is it the
?“critics’” views of the “people’s” daily experiences
ﻛﻴﻒ ﺍﺫﺍ ﻳﻤﻜﻨﻨﺎ ﺍﻟﺤﻜﻢ ﻋﻠﻰ ﺍﻟﻌﻤﺎﺭﺓ؟ ﻣﺎ ﻫﻰ ﻣﻘﻮﻣﺎﺕ ﻧﺠﺎﺣﻬﺎ ﺍﻭ ﻓﺸﻠﻬﺎ؟ ﻫﻞ ﻫﻰ ”ﺭﺅﻳﺔ“ ﺍﻟﻨﻘﺎﺩ ﺍﻡ ”ﺗﺠﺮﺑﺔ“ ﺍﻟﻨﺎﺱ؟

