
STATEMENT OF 
THE MASTER JURY 

As members of the Master Jury, we have carefully considered 

the nominations for the first Aga Khan Award for Architec

ture during our meetings in Geneva from June 30th to July 

5th, 1980. Our deliberations were greatly facilitated by the 

thoroughness and technical competence of the nomination, 

review, and evaluation process conducted under the supervi

sion of the Steering Committee for the Award over the last 

two years, and by the high level of discussion in the five semi

nars on architectural concepts and designs. 

In our task, we were guided by the terms of reference for 

the Award which stress recognition of those projects "which 

demonstrate architectural excellence at all levels"; which re

spond to their "social, economic, technical, physical, and en

vironmental challenges"; which nurture "a heightened aware

ness of the roots and essence of Muslim culture"; and which 

"have the potential to stimulate related developments else

where in the Muslim world." 

We found our task a difficult one. The difficulty arose 

from the prevailing reality that Muslim culture is slowly 

emerging from a long period of subjugation and neglect in 

which it had virtually lost its identity, its self-confidence, its 

very language—those characteristics which, after all, are 

what relevant architecture does and should express. The 

present is a period of transition—a period when traditional 

heritage is being rediscovered, when new experiments are be

ing made to combine modern technology with cultural conti

nuity in both richer and poorer countries, and when there is 

urgent search for socially responsive forms of architecture for 

the poor majority. 

Considering the fact that this is the first time that an 

award of this kind has been instituted, the sustained effort and 

imagination that went into the nomination, review, and eval

uation process were remarkably thorough. An impressive ef

fort was made to review projects in as many as thirty coun

tries. However, there was a somewhat restricted coverage in 

the projects we reviewed, and certain areas of architecture 

were not fully represented, such as educational buildings, 

mosques, community centres, and public offices. We hope 

that a much larger sample of projects will be made available to 

future juries once the objectives of the Award are better un

derstood and firmly established. Thus, the projects presented 

to us reflected the present stage of transition, experimenta

tion, and continued search in Muslim societies. 

In most instances they represented not the ultimate in ar

chitectural excellence, but steps in a process of discovery, still 

an incomplete voyage towards many promising frontiers. Al

though we have selected some of the projects for their excel

lence in architecture, many of them stand as accomplishments 

in this continuing search for relevant forms and designs that 

has already started and which must be supported. For this rea

son we have deliberately chosen a fairly broad sample of proj

ects for the Award, rather than up to only five projects, since 

few projects really meet all the criteria for a creative and so

cially responsive Islamic architecture, though each presents 

an important facet of the ongoing search for an ideal. For this 

reason too, we have allocated the prize money with the inten

tion of striking a balance between need and encouragement, 

keeping in mind the use to which this money can be put by 

those receiving it. 

In the process of our independent review and selection of 

projects for this Award, we have become deeply conscious of 

the need for future evolution of Islamic architecture to meet 

the urgent needs of the impatient masses. The search for ap

propriate forms of low-cost housing is one such area of urgent 

crisis in many Muslim societies. A good deal of intensive re

search and analysis is needed to identify cost-effective, indige

nous, and innovative solutions to the architectural forms 

which are most suitable for the economic, cultural, and tech

nological needs of the Muslim world. No responsible architect 

can ever afford to ignore the socioeconomic environment in 

his legitimate pursuit of excellence of design, nor is it neces

sary to sacrifice architectural excellence in finding socially re

sponsive solutions to the difficult problems of these societies. 

We faced this dilemma time and time again in our discussions, 

but on closer examination the dilemma proved to be a false 

one. What is really needed is a redefinition of architectural 

excellence in a socioeconomic context. 

We believe that it is necessary to support continued re

search on appropriate forms of architecture for Muslim soci

eties when only limited financing is available. The study of 

architecture should be encouraged in schools as part of a broad 

movement to train future generations for practising and dis

seminating relevant concepts. We urge that special efforts be 

made to provide adequate financing for research and training 

in this area. 

We would like to place on record our deep appreciation for 

the visionary initiative taken by His Highness the Aga Khan. 

We also, value highly the major role played by the Steering 



Committee in piloting the entire process for the Award, the 

high calibre of technical review, and the substantive organisa

tion by the Convenor and his staff. The Award has started a 

new dynamic process towards a contemporary architecture 

that meets the evolving needs of Muslim societies. 

Within this broad perspective we present our unanimous 

recommendations for the Award. 

Social Premises for Future Architectural Development: Kam-

pung Improvement Programme, Jakarta, Indonesia; Pondok 

Pesantren Pabelan, Central Java, Indonesia. 

Search for Consistency with Historical Context: Ertegiin 

House, Bodrum, Turkey; Turkish Historical Society, Ankara, 

Turkey; Mughal Sheraton Hotel, Agra, India. 

Search for Preservation of Traditional Heritage: Sidi Bou 

Said, Tunis, Tunisia. 

Restoration: Rustem Pasha Caravanserai, Edirne, Turkey; 

National Museum, Doha, Qatar; Restoration of the Ali Qapu, 

Chehel Sutun, and Hasht Behesht, Isfahan, Iran. 

Search for Contemporary Use of Traditional Language: Hala-

wa House, Agamy, Egypt; Medical Centre, Mopti, Mali; 

Courtyard Houses, Agadir, Morocco. 

Search for Innovation: Inter-Continental Hotel and Con

ference Centre, Mecca, Saudi Arabia; Water Towers, Kuwait 

City, Kuwait. 

Search for Appropriate Building Systems: Agricultural Train

ing Centre, Nianing, Senegal. 

Members of the Master Jury: Professor Titus Burckhardt, 

Mr. Sherban Cantacuzino, Mr. Giancarlo DeCarlo, Dr. Mahbub 

ul'Haq, Mr. Muzharul Islam, Professor Aptullah Kuran, Dr. Mo

na Serageldin, Mr. Soedjatmoko, Mr. Kenzo Tange. 
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