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Introduction
In the following essay I will attempt to explore the features and aspects of Architectural awards and the considered requirements that a practice of individual is deemed worthy of achieving one. The essay will explain this in terms of like-minded organisations such as the RIBA, AIA, various European institutes and international awarding committees. Some of these awarding agencies set various standards for what they deem to be of architectural excellence whether it be the most innovative or the design that best preserves a cultural heritage, I will try to assess what is common and what is unique, why are there variations in awards and briefly explore the ethical justifications behind it. In essence I will aim to better understand the purpose of architectural awards and if they do indeed fulfil this purpose.

Context
Architecture awards were most-likely established somewhere from the early 18th century to early 19th century, however the profession has been around for millennia’s longer, possibly not in it’s modern day official form, yet, knowing this may mean the concept of awarding structures of architectural excellence may have predated what is recorded. As far as it’s known one of the first awarding bodies of architecture was known as the ‘Prix de Rome’ which provided recognition in the field of architecture from 1720[1]. The origins of the awards were during French royal rule who’d approve these merits of excellence. A scholarship was prized to the best in a respective field offering a three-five year expenses paid stay to further the winner’s knowledge and experience in their field. During the 18th-19th century it was considered to be the most prestigious award an architect could obtain, deserving of far and wide recognition, the individual and their works would be celebrated, furthering his/her reach to other individuals in their respective fields. Unfortunately the last awards were given in 1968, however the programme was revived for the Belgium Prix de Rome[2] which based itself on the original French iteration.
One of the next most globally renowned merits was the RIBA ‘Presidents medal’ introduced in 1837 shortly after the formation of the RIBA in 1834 when an individual by the name of George Godwin submitted an essay titled 'Nature and Properties of Concrete, and its Application to Construction up to the Current Period' bestowing on him a ‘Silver Medal’ for demonstrating his commitment to studying architecture and allowing him to theorize routes to advancing the field. This awarding body grants submissions from schools of architecture in over 80 countries to determine who has best proven their dedication to studying architecture in three categories, Part 1 Bronze, Part 2 Silver and Dissertation [3].
Contextually speaking I’ve explored some of the historical elements outlining their standards of architectural distinction and the original awarding bodies have not so much assessed the merit of physical buildings and varying structures but rather have praised individuals themselves in their drive to progress the field of architecture through studies and defining of various principles within architectural theory. Though, not long after the ‘Presidents Medal’ the RIBA had established the ‘Gold Medal’ founded on the evaluation of an individual’s or group’s lifetime of works taking into account all their previous design and questioning if they’ve created revolutionary and innovative works of building design. 


Awarding Standards
As I highlighted in the introduction, various architectural institutes and organisations claim differing requirement meet their standards of architectural excellence. Take a look at the RIBA (Royal Institutes of British Architects). This body awards a variety of achievements from buildings to individual and practices themselves, for example the ‘National Awards’ given to UK buildings providing ‘Significant Contribution to Architecture’, or a ‘Stirling Prize’ judge who deemed inspirational architecture as ‘Environmentally and Socially Conscious. Individually gifted awards such as the ‘Gold Medal’ is given by a panel of judges within the RIBA for ‘Lifetime’s Work’ and ‘Significant Influence…on the advancement of Architecture’.[4] 
Another award once considered the most prestigious award in Architecture at a time by Paul Goldberger[5] was the Pritzker awards similar in standards somewhat to the RIBA Gold Medal both celebrating works throughout the lifetime of an individual’s or group’s career whereas others may celebrate an architects most recent or latest achievement. However, acknowledging this meant that usually the recipients of the awards were more senior in their experiences and age, consequentially young architects were not greatly considered [5]. The primary requirements that this award outlines is ‘combination of those qualities of talent, vision and commitment’…’significant contributions to humanity and the built environment through the art of architecture.[6]
The American Institute of Architecture (AIA) also retains a gold medal award established some decades later than the RIBA gold medal. It annually awards works that are considered to have ‘lasting influence of the theory and practice of architecture’[7] also assumed to be one of the world’s most prestigious awards. A unique quality about this award is that it can be awarded posthumously [7] for any proclaimed architect who has demonstrated exceptional works in design and builds. Recently the first Women and the first African-American were announced to have won the AIA Gold Medal. The AIA themselves have stated on their entry criteria that a contribution will have “demonstrated great depth and breadth”, “transcended area of expertise”, “addressed the future of architecture while honouring its tradition“ [7] conclusively leading that the AIA prioritises how an individual has taught through design, the technique to creating responsible structures to combat the difficulties and adversities present before, structures which now suit the context of modern day and age paving the way for advancement that provide a preliminary ground to fight impending issues.
Slightly differing in their criteria is the Aga Khan awards for architecture created in 1977, granted triennially to a group of projects believed to best embody the values of what the Aga Khan awards represent, with a considerable prize fund amounting to $1million USD [8]. Now this honour is quite variant in it’s attributes compared to other honorifics, in the sense that the Aga Khan award focuses on recognizing works of a specific cultural and religious inclination. It was thought by it’s founder, the Aga Khan, that distinct and cultural practices in the construction of architecture in Islamic oriented communities, was being lost and gradually suffering degradation in it’s preservation, which the Aga Khan believed was a cause for concern, noting one should respect the pre-existing foundations in which a place was built upon and respond in consideration to this, his priority being the dignified values of traditional Islamic architecture, seconded by environmental consideration. As stated in the Aga Khan award for architecture circulars, ‘Historic Preservation’, ‘Landscape Architecture’, ‘Needs and Aspirations of Societies’ and ‘Significant Muslim Presence’[8] are some of the identifiable phrases one would associate with the awards process. The Aga Khan Awards aims to lead designers towards tackling the loss of Islamic identity along with the social crises in the modern day that is heavily present in Muslim communities predominantly in the eastern world. Over-population as a demand for shelter and social housing is rising faster than can be accommodated for, however, the benefactor of the award challenges anyone who can better improve the situation or provide a feasible solution which can offset this. Another category that applicants or nominees can work towards is environmental conservation, again mainly in Islamic communities, yet any exceptional work in landscape design and improvements in the environment are considered. Enhancing the quality of life for visitors and inhabitants in and around the proposed works or projects is a crucial term that the Aga Khan has stated is of importance in considering architectural excellence.[9][10][11]
The standards across these awarding bodies, have specified definitive terms leading to what their respective panellists and jurors classify Architectural excellence. Some recognize the demonstration of knowledgeable architectural theory, others praise the application of developed theory to practical design builds. A few are dedicated to the preservation of traditional design and maintenance of cultural identity. The following section will evaluate what is meant by these phrases, in order to try and compilate a cohesive definition of Architectural excellence thereby refining a finite answer as to What are architecture awards and who they’re for.

Evaluation
The base words that the RIBA deem worthy in the fields of architecture, one will hear a lot of ‘Innovative’, ‘Significant’, ‘Environmental, Social’, ‘Advancement’. Innovation itself is defined in the Cambridge English dictionary as ‘The use of a new idea or method’[12] whether this be in design, technology, products, etc. Nonetheless the key words are new ideas and/or methods. Attributing this to architecture means that one awarding body considers excellence in design in it’s outlook or structure never seen before or within contains elements that are somewhat progressive. Environmental and social can be seen as linked ideologies in the sense that these prerequisites take into account the surrounding features, the best unifiers and the most humanist i.e. cultural or geographical context. So the RIBA does feature awards to the considerate, individuals who do not pervert the landscape and common identity but rather enhance and develops these fundamentals.
At one point it was stipulated that the Pritzker prize rewarded inconsideration and aversion to surrounding context in terms of cultural or social values due to the fact that an architect who may strive for such an achievement, aims to have more notable and outstanding works that often lead to pompous and ostentatious design. “Arguably, the prize does have all the ingredients it needs to mint prestige. The problem is that the coin of the realm needs to circulate widely in order to remain relevant” a quote received from an online article on the matter. It suggests a standard and fanciful way is favoured in controvert to modernism and evolution. Though this was designated to the fact of gender inequality in architectural recognition, where the majority of ‘Laureates’ were male in opposition to only two who have been female, it does also relate to the non-acceptance of radical and revolutionary design theory. 
This was the structure of the Pritzker awarding body decades ago however this did turn in recent years where the justifications for architectural excellence became “Humanitarian design” “Avant Garde” and “leading edge” where they would equally consider all new contributions to the artistic world of architecture. It can be inferred that “Humanitarian Design” is synonymous with socialist principles where design and projects are conducted to benefit a community as a whole rather than fulfil the needs of single individual or a few individuals seeking a more capitalist route. One example might be Social/Communal Housing providing an environmentally considerate and efficient method to constructing mass compact residences, which can be evidenced by the works of 2016 Pritzker Prize winner, Alejandro Aravena, and the design of Quinta Monroy Housing Scheme. This scheme demonstrated the communication made with the surrounding context with the presence of natural disasters, the entrance level floor is raised one storey tackling flooding issues. The design promotes a reduction in standard energy consumption, lowering costs to occupant who reside in such residences due to inability to afford large price tags of private residences, so Aravena contemplates to this level. His Humanitarian work goes as far as to release the plans for free as open-source designs encouraging architects worldwide to unite and combat this problem faced with affordable housing. All of this falls in-line with Ben Willis’ report detailing whether or not architecture awards matter, and is most-likely what most architecturally awarding bodies are inspiring the respective architects of their regions to strive towards.
In terms of the AIA’s Gold medal achievement the necessities as outlined previously, presents a meaning that Architecture awards are for the extraordinary in their application of artistic and structural principles to practical methodologies, a harmony between proposed literary theory and physical makeup to create a thoughtful, responsible masterpiece truly benefitting the world for a common good. Furthering this, the word ‘Transcend’ suggests that these jurors highlights portfolios and written works of individuals that elevate their own selves and fellow architects understanding of prescribed building design knowledge, in efforts to eradicate the problems ailing the architectural world and improve the level of maturity in comprehending what is better. 
These awards that I’ve stated the most common standards for are considered to be the awards of prestige, leaning more towards design aesthetics, an architect’s showmanship, the defining factor that renders most people saying ‘Wow’ when looking at the building. There is some assessment on the design’s structural and functional component but not near as extensive as the evaluation on the finished outlook of the design, a theory proposed and backed by an essay composed by community and socialist architect Ben Willis titled ‘Do Architecture Awards matter?’ Further going on to explain that lesser known architectural awards, such as the ‘Social Good Awards’, ‘Wood Design Award’, ‘Innovation by Design Award’ examine a project based more on what the functional aspects of what architecture is meant to fulfil, i.e. Structurally sound, Shelter & Protection, Positive social impact, Eco-friendly, etc. Essentially, the validity of worthy structures would have more measurable content, data-driven assessment procedures and a post-constructed review period which would better establish these functional elements, otherwise a structure could be awarded based solely on how it looks and a few months later, succeeding hand-over the building may fall apart, which can be evidenced by the buildings designed by the recipients of the ‘AIA 25 Year Awards’. Ben Willis hypothesized that setting the awarding criteria with a fusing of both assessments, would lead to improved designs, pushing the boundaries of excellence in architecture slightly further. Furthermore, if there are increased data-driven assessments made in the more classical award ceremonies, it can prevent the Judges from being too subjective which can make or rule-out a project in the running. Subjectivity itself is a biased opinionated statement bases of personal preference. Designs should not be judged on its ability to appease any single individual but as a capacity to provide the necessary functions and tackle major problems faced in present day society.

Conclusion
There to answer the question as to what and who architecture awards are for, it is clear that they provide an inspirational factor and goal to strive towards for young and senior architects to make a lasting impression in improving the Architectural world. Some not only recognize the buildings to be aesthetically pleasing but truly fulfilling a humane need in response to the basic functional purpose that individuals have a right to. It is also correct that for architects to know what to design towards and how to improve, you must acknowledge and respect the traditions of classical design routes existing for centuries even millennia’s prior, which is what awards similar to the Aga Khan Awards do, preserving the crucial aspects of architectural identity that some may root deep within cultural human identity. These awards do provide incentive to make works of eye-catching natures which can sometimes forgo and forget that responsibility architects have towards the wider community, yet, with the right scheme of reformation in awarding procedures, it can be highlighted that the commitments an architect should demonstrate, is to design innovative and revolutionary pieces of humanitarian works aiding the greater good where neither our environment nor do a group of individuals suffer. 
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