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Architectural discourse has established exclusivity in many 

domains of the built environment. The essence of this 

exclusivity is drawn from the profession's commitment and 

concern for quality and its preoccupation with aesthetics. 

Since it is a fine art, architecture can permit itself the 

privilege of exclusivity, as it has for centuries, but time has 

changed and is changing continuously. The realities which 

governed the 'classical' world of architects and architecture 

have become such a complex set of pressures and forces that 

it is often easier to deny their relevance to architecture than 

to struggle to accommodate them within the profession. Yet 

the profession comprises such strong ethics that many archi

tects, even at the risk of being marginalised, have committed 

themselves to grappling with the vast problems of societal 

transformations. However, the boundaries of the profession 

have never been wide enough to encompass new approaches, 

and now, towards the end of the second millennium, the 

blind denial of pressing problems has led the profession itself 

to become marginal. 

Even as the concerns to broaden the focus of the profes

sion became evident, concern and unease with the present 

continued to mount. In 1980, when the winning projects for 

the first cycle of the Aga Khan Award for Architecture were 

announced, the architectural community worldwide reacted 

with surprise. It was not the quality of the winning projects 

but the Award's definition of 'excellence in architecture' that 

was communicated and that became the key expression of 

the Award's mission. 
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1986 

Mahdi Elmandjara 

Hans Hollcin 

Zahir Ud-din Khwaja 

Ronald I .i:\u ock 

Fumihiko Maki 

Doruk Pamir 

Soedjatmoko 

Robert Venturi 

Abdelwahed el-VVakil 

Social Security Complex, 
Istanbul, Turkey 

Dar Lamane Housing Community, 
Casablanca, Morocco 

Mostar Old Town, Bosnia-Herzegovina 

Among the 1980 winners, the improvement of de facto 

housing projects in Jakarta and the development of building 

and training skills in Central Java could hardly be placed in 

the dominating central discourse of the architectural 

profession; nor could they easily be accommodated within 

the traditional confines of excellence in architecture. Never

theless, the 1980 Master Jury counted pioneers of social 

development among its members, and it courageously placed 

the world's newest and biggest architectural award on a new 

footing, with an expansive scope and committed mission. 

Over the triennial cycles of the Award, each jury has 

continued to address issues that highlight new aspects of 

architecture, aspects which otherwise would not be included 

in the acknowledged scope of the architectural profession. 

In 1983, the jury recognised the living vernacular with the 

selection of a monumental mud mosque in a rural setting in 

sub-Saharan Africa, strengthening this attitude by also 

selecting the reinterpretation of an indigenous house on the 

Aegean Sea. 

While maintaining a central core of architectural excel

lence, the Award has developed and sustained two major 

themes. First, every cycle has selected examples of either new 

expressions in or new contexts for architecture; second, the 

juries insisted on expanding the scope of architecture to 

embrace new solutions for the changing realities of both 

urban and rural existence. If not addressed by the Award, 

such issues today would not be included in the scope of 

'architecture', not to mention within the scope of prestigious 

international prizewinning achievements. The decisions of 

the juries define the Award as an institution that advocates 

new and changing priorities for the profession, and that 

informs the profession, clients, users and decision makers 

in short, all those who are active in the formation of our built 

environment. In the process, sensitising the general public 

has also always been a focus. From the very beginning, when 

the Aga Khan announced the first set of awards, he demon

strated his commitment by defining them as an ongoing 

mission, a 'long journey', a growing process of validation 

and exploration. 

There always are areas in architecture that elude the 

Award and its successive juries, but each cycle contributes to 

the growing scope of concerns. The 1986 jury highlighted 

the contribution of the popular expression of independent 

builders to the discourse, with the example of a mosque in 

Pakistan, and though the jury was challenged by some of its 

own members, it also refined examples of vernacular build

ing and indicated a strong concern for contextual architecture. 

The 1989 jury offered a selection of projects, ranging 

from a high-technology prestige building in Paris to rudi

mentary, secure mass housing in rural Bangladesh. The set 

of awards was an array of noted achievements in which 

world class monuments such as the Parliament in Dhaka 

were featured alongside a small classicist mosque in Jeddah. 

The message of plurality was clear, and again the jury 

constructed its discourse on the initial premise of excellence 

in architecture. 
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Said Naum Mosque, Jakarta, 
Indonesia 

Historic Sites Development, Istanbul, 
Turkey 
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The 1992 jury, for the first time, provided an integrated 

thematic throughout their discourse, and the central concern 

of the Award - the social responsibilities of architecture — 

became the binding substance of their argument. In this 

cycle, no project devoid of social content was premiateti, and 

the integrated message marked a new era for the Award. 

Until 1992, masterfully designed small or single buildings, 

seen as examples of excellence with the potential to influence 

larger applications elsewhere, had been the continuous 

thread running between cycles; the 1992 jury loudly declared 

social concerns to be the central concern of the Award. 

The 1995 jury brought a novel and rigorous approach by 

introducing a new perspective on the priorities of the built 

environment. It conceived a social discourse that makes no 

distinction between contemporary problems and the histori

cal built heritage; by doing so, the social dimension was not 

only brought into an holistic reality, but also a temporal 

continuity. Thematic categories so often used previously to 

illustrate differences were avoided in order to confirm the 

continuity of space and time. The message of the jury by 

inclusion is unprecedented in its strength and meaning. 

In this cycle, while bringing an holistic approach to the 

theme of social projects, the jury was particularly meticulous 

in expressing an equivalent discourse in architecture. The 

three projects it selected to exemplify current architectural 

discourse all take part in the cutting edge of contemporary 

debate. Aspects such as structural expression and formal 

integrity (Kaedi Hospital), relevance in terms of history, 

architectural heritage and urban context (Riyadh Great 

Mosque and Old City Centre), and environmental comfort 

and advanced technology (Menara Mesiniaga) all received 

the jury's encouragement and admiration. 

The jury also placed great importance on the need to 

encourage innovative efforts as the seeds for future develop

ments in architecture, among them urban ecology, the 

importance of ornament as meaning, which had more or less 

been pushed into oblivion by Modernism, new interpreta

tions of the mosque through new concepts and forms to 

enhance the qualities and messages of Islam, and finally, for 

an approach that brings not only a new form to airport 

design but also incorporates nature. 

Even though the message of each Award cycle is conveyed 

by the winning projects, the messages expressed by exclusion 

are also significant. The juries of the past five cycles, some

times expressly, did not consider a number of building 

categories, regardless of their architectural value, and the 

present set of awards also does not represent certain building 

types: for example, tourist destinations, individual houses 

and monuments. At the same time, even though they reflect 

the social commitment of the 1995 jury, the absence of 

industrial buildings, schools and mass housing is due to the 

insufficient number and quality of projects nominated in 

these categories. The Award has honoured the Courtyard 

Housing (1980) and Dar Lamane Housing (1986) projects in 

Morocco, and Shushtar New Town (1986) in Iran as exam

ples of architect-designed housing in a contemporary design 
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1989 

Esin Atil 

Rasem Badran 

Geoffrey Bawa 

Charles Correa 

Kamran Diba 

Oleg Grabar 

Saad Eddin Ibrahim 

Hasan Poerbo 

William Porter 
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Grameen Bank Housing Programme, 
Bangladesh 

Citra Niaga Urban Development, 
Samar inda. East Kalimantan, 
Indonesia 

Gürel Family Summer 
Residence, Çanakkale. 
Turkey 

Sidi el-Aloui Primary School, Tunis, 
Tunisia 

language. But as the number of architects and housing co

operatives, as well as construction technology, increases, it 

remains frustrating for the Award to be unable to identify 

more good examples of housing. There are increasing signs 

that good architectural design is being incorporated into the 

housing industry; but, since the industry is dominated by 

technology, land speculation and the desire for quick 

economic return at nearly every level, the field needs to 

identify and encourage good examples in this very important 

sector of building, the sector which would permit architects 

and society to interact most fully. 

In all of the past awards, regionalism has implicitly been a 

discourse that juries have focused upon as the most relevant 

approach to embracing socio-environmental needs and 

contexts with contemporaneity. With the exception of Rasem 

Badran's mosque in Riyadh and the respect of local tradi

tions that is a feature of the Hafsia Quarter project, regional

ist solutions were not a focus of the 1995 jury. Instead, they 

signalled two polar references and concentrated their 

message on cultural relevance and uncompromising quality 

of architecture and design. This demonstrates how two 

architectural extremes - the Mesiniaga tower and Kaedi 

Hospital - were premiated alongside each other, both on the 

basis of quality as well as forthrightness of approach. 

The absence of industrial buildings among the winning 

projects has been a continuing concern of the Award and, 

with the exception of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Riyadh 

(1989 Award), work spaces did not figure in the Award's first 

five cycles. But this time, in 1995, even though we still lack 

industrial buildings, for the first time the jury has selected a 

work space. The tropical high-rise discourse of Kenneth 

Yeang is the first example of a public workplace to be 

awarded; it is also the first time the Award has been pre

sented to a high-rise building. Not only the quality of the 

architecture, but also the novelty of the approach, offers the 

Award a new opportunity to engage in a discourse on a 

building type that has distorted the expression of the Modern 

Movement in architecture probably more than any other. 

The Award has also continuously sought examples of 

landscape efforts but, with the exception of the Diplomatic 

Quarter Landscaping, Riyadh (1989) and Children's Park, 

Cairo (1992), few projects have displayed the concern and 

care which Islam traditionally accords to the natural environ

ment. This area still remains unaddressed; however, with the 

Middle East Technical University re-forestation in Ankara 

(1995), the jury has sent a message to makers and planners 

to consider urban ecology and the regeneration of fiora and 

fauna as a means of enhancing air quality and life in urban 

areas. The massive scale of the intervention, with thirty-

three million trees planted over 5,000 hectares, may be 

regarded as beyond the scope of 'architecture', but the jury's 

decision to view it as a major design initiative was courageous 

and has tackled one of today's most important environmental 

problems. 

Past awards have exhibited a pluralist attitude towards the 

design of mosques. The Niono Mosque in Mali (1983) and 

Institut du Monde Arabe, Paris, 
France 

LEFT: Comiche Mosque, Jeddah, National Assembly Building, Sher-e-
Saudi Arabia; ABOVE: Ministry of Bangla Nagar, Chaka, Bangladesh 
Foreign Affairs, Riyadh, Saudi Arabia 



Hayy Assafarat: landscaping and Al-
Kindi Plaza, Riyadh, Saudi Arabia 

1992 

Balkvishna Doshi 

Frank Gehry 

Renata Holod 

Fumihiko Maki 

Adhi Moersid 

Azim Nanji 

Ali Shuaibi 

Dogan Tekeli 

Said Zulficar 

Kairouran, Tunisia Palace Parks Programme, Istanbul, 
Turkey 

the Yaama Mosque at Tahaua (1986) recognised the living 

vernacular, and the Comiche Mosque in Jeddah (1989) 

blended the vernacular with classicism; the Said Naum 

Mosque, Jakarta (1986) allowed the re interpretation of the 

vernacular in a regionalist approach, while the Great 

Mosque of Riyadh (1995) blends regionalism with the best 

contemporary building technology and bases its forms on 

the Najdi architectural heritage of the region - it is a 

conservative interpretation of the mosque form, executed 

with talent and care. With Sherefudin's White Mosque, 

Visoko, Herzegovina (1983), the Award was given to prob

ably the most atypical example of contemporary mosque 

design, as the usual configuration, axis, symmetry and light 

of traditional mosques are all reinterpreted in a new expres

sion. The Mosque of the Grand National Assembly in 

Ankara (1995) maintains all of the configurations of conven

tional mosques, such as symmetry, a central space and 

access, but innovates new definitions for other components. 

The architects bring a new spatial experience to the act of 

prayer in an important mosque located within the precinct 

of the national parliament of a modern democratic and 

secular country. Innovations, this cycle, are further pursued 

in the Alliance Franco-Sénégalaise, Kaolack (1995), where 

architect-anthropologist Patrick Dujarric creatively reinvents 

ornament, based upon his anthropological research. 

The strength of the 1995 Award lies in expanding the 

architectural and urban discourse. New priorities and direc

tions for the Award are being suggested to accommodate all 

of the innovative forces to relate buildings to their contexts 

and their times, and the urgent need and primary impor

tance of community involvement has received attention. 

During the late 1970s when the Award was established, the 

climate was careless towards architectural heritage and, in 

this dreary context, even the smallest-scale restoration was 

regarded as exemplary. Now, however, the scope has expan

ded; contributions at the small scale, and individual restored 

buildings, though important, cannot resolve the massive 

extinction which threatens large portions of the urban 

heritage, not only as physical entities but also as vital, living 

communities. The Restoration of Bukhara Old City in 

Uzbekistan (1995) is an example of pioneers in Islamic 

scholarship who continue to care for their historic buildings, 

regardless of the political or economic restraints of their 

condition. This project, undertaken over long periods, was 

sustained by local resources and with an increasing degree of 

expertise to attain international standards of restoration. As 

a complement, the Conservation of Old Sana'a in Yemen 

(1995) also reveals an international campaign to which many 

governments and non-governmental organisations have 

participated and encouraged the commitment of local 

governments and residents. The third aspect of urban heritage 

discussed this cycle is an infill project in the Medina of 

Tunis: Hafsia Quarter II (1995) is the continuation of a 

project which had moved towards indecision and disbelief 

but which, following the stimulus provided when the first 

phase of the project received an Aga Khan Award for 

Cultural Park for Children, Cairo, East Wahdat Upgrading Programme, Kampung Kali Cho-de, Yogyakarta, Demir Holiday Village, Bodrum, 
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Suwayda Elementary School. 
Suwayda 

Entrepreneurship Development 
Institiute of India, Ahmedabad, India 

Panafrican Institute for Development. 
Ouagadougou, Burkina Faso 

Architecture in 1983, gained the political support necessary 

for its continuation. In the second phase, the rebuilding has 

attracted residents of higher income groups, including 

intellectuals and professionals, that revitalise urban life. The 

success of these three projects has the potential of indicating 

three different alternatives for many other communities in 

the Muslim world which confront similar problems. 

The Award juries have always sought alternative solutions 

for helping inhabitants of growing cities during the process 

of rapid urbanisation. The Kampung Improvement Projects, 

Jakarta (1980), Surabaya (1986), Yogyakarta (1992) and the 

East Wahdat Upgrading Programme in Amman, Jordan 

(1992) are several examples. The 1995 cycle has yielded two 

new approaches. The Khuda-ki-Basti Incremental Develop

ment Scheme at Hyderabad in Pakistan (1995) is different 

from previously awarded schemes, either post facto as im

provement, or prior to settlement as sites and services. It 

offers hope and security for urban life through land tenure. 

The inhabitants demonstrate their commitment to urban life 

by moving in with their families and their belongings, and 

are given a plot of land on which to build, starting with the 

most rudimentary shelters and developing them incremen

tally as means allow. The priority is to provide economic 

opportunities for shelter - the most essential asset and 

privilege of people's urban life. Under stringent economic 

conditions, in a self-built environment, with the cheapest 

building materials and no architectural or design input, the 

settlement does not yet display any physical expression that 

can be considered architecturally significant, but the model 

of adapting immigrant populations to urban life responds to 

one of the key problems which plague many of our cities. 

The 'sites and services' model of infrastructure-based self-

help housing is an alternative applied all over the world with 

differing degrees of success. Balkrishna Doshi and the Vastu-

Shilpa Foundation's Aranya Community Housing at Indore 

in India (1995) is a pro facto effort to prepare residents for 

urban life, as opposed to post facto improvement-based 

projects. This approach, enhanced by the commitment and 

design expertise of a world-class signature architect such as 

Doshi, brings the discourse of low-income housing into the 

mainstream of the architectural profession, so that even the 

most deprived urban dweller may have access to the disting

uished talents of this world. 

The 1992 jury committed itself to indicating a direction 

for the Award by basing its priorities on social concern. The 

present jury has taken up this commitment and elaborated it 

into an integrated discourse. The societal definition of 

architecture will open new avenues for the Award to interact 

with similar concerns. This discourse also has the potential 

to address many of the problems of the contemporary built 

environment in Muslim countries in social, economic and 

cultural realms. By expanding the scope, the jury brings a 

sharper edge and finer focus to the issues that the Award 

must tackle. There is no doubt that it places the Award in 

the larger network of concerns, making possible new associa

tions and collaborations for the Award. 

1995 

Mohammed 

Arkoun 

Nayyer Ali Dada 

Peter Eisenman 

Charles Jencks 

Mehmet Konuralp 

Luis Monreal 

Darmawan 

Prawihardjo 

Ismail Serageldin 

Alvaro Siza 


