



For this assessment I will be discussing who benefits from architecture awards, and what they do for architects and the industry. I will collect research from articles, journals and websites, where architects have discussed their opinions on the matter. During this, I will state my opinions throughout the research and will finalise my view on awards at the end. 
 
To begin with, the definition of ‘architecture awards’ or architectural design competition’ is a competition in which architects are invited to submit their design proposals and are judged by the public or a jury on how creative it is. In architecture there are a number of awards, each one awarding architects on particular skills and criteria. As well as this, there are a wide variety of awards for different people, depending on the nationality and gender of the architect, their academic level in architecture and the level of competition. The different awards are: 
· Stirling Prize- For the building
· RIBA presidents’ medals students awards- For Students / level 1
· RIBA international Awards – For buildings across the world 
· RIBA European awards – For European buildings 
· Aga Khan Award of architecture – For architectural project that meets the needs and preferences of Islamic societies.
· Pritzker Architecture prize – For honouring a living architect or architects 
· Jane Drew Prize – For women in architecture 
· UIA gold medal – For an architect (or group of architects) having an good quality for work through their career 
However, for this assessment, I will be mainly focusing on the RIBA Stirling prize and the Pritzker Architecture prize as they are the most talked about and most recent awards given at this moment. Quoted from the RIBA official website, 
‘The RIBA Stirling Prize is judged against a range of criteria including design vision; innovation and originality; capacity to stimulate, engage and delight occupants and visitors; accessibility and sustainability; how fit the building is for its purpose and the level of client satisfaction.’ https://www.architecture.com/ribastirlingprize
Meaning that to winning the Stirling prize, the building has to be creative in its design features, an original, exciting, unique and engage occupants and visitors, with accessibility and sustainability in mind. The building also has to be fit for purpose.
Quoted for the Pritzker architecture prize official website, 
‘The prize is to honour a living architect or architects whose built work demonstrates a combination of those qualities of talent, vision, and commitment, which has produced consistent and significant contributions to humanity and the built environment through the art of architecture.’ https://www.pritzkerprize.com/about
Meaning that the winner work has to show commitment and adding to society and their needs through their work. 
Many members of the architecture community have strong opinions of awards and whether they are a good thing for single architects and company’s or whether they from more problems than it worth. I will be discussing the two sides of the argument and with the research I’ve found, I will input my opinion. 


Awards were formed in the early 1940s, when the ColD started exhibitions to promote design, such as ‘Britain Can Make It’ (1946) and ‘the festival of Britain’ (1951). Through the years the organisation has developed the design award scheme, now known as the design council. (Temple & Swann, 1995) 
Many industries believe that the awards promote their firms and motivates their employees to excel at their work. Companies submitting or get nominated for the designs for competitions encourage other rivalling companies to compete, building up their reputation in the industries. People want to have something to aim for and be awarded for, having a goal makes people want to work above and beyond expectations. As well as encouraging large firms, awards also encourage small self-build or self-employed architects to push their ideas further and to have grounds to compete. When winning the awards, the act helps advertises their firm or company and would improve their chances of getting asked to design bigger or more elevate designs. Some of the awards are spread across all medias; such as the RIBA Stirling award, its broadcasted across the world on ‘Grand Designs’. 
Depending on your criteria there are other awards you could compete for, for example: one that base on just the building, design and use, one that base on your company and achievements, and some that focus on specific people and buildings.  Any building form, budget, location or architect can win an award, as long as they are nominated and fit the criteria (of that certain award). In theory, this is to make the awards fair and forcing the focus on to the design and how the design has impacted the surroundings. When judged, the jury keeps in mind the budget against the design, as sometimes the best projects are done on minimal budget, and yet make the most out of it; in cases they produced some breath-taking design. 
Following up from this, more women and people from other nationalities are starting to study and join the architectural community, this creates a more diverse community, and combines a huge range of architectural styles. This enhances architectural design; mixing peoples skills, key features from architecture in other countries, and strategies to avoid certain problems in construction and design. Such as, how to insulate more, how to cool down a building faster, and how to use more environmentally friendly technics.
Over the years, as the awards have encouraged architects to expand on their ideas; they started experimenting and creating more innovative ways of designs, construction and living. They have been able to experiment with different designs and test whether the public accept the ideas or turn them down. Due to the awards, architects have pushed their designs further, and further out of the box, producing features they never thought of doing before. These designs have helped improve the way architecture can impact the world and make everyday life more motivating. Architecture is no long just the building, but an entity in the movement in the world.
For example, the most recent winning of the Pritzker Architecture prize, an architect called Arata Isozaki; he designs with the intent to represent moments in time, culture, story’s and paths through his life. Designing not only to show off his architectural skills, but to also impact society and capture historical moments in Japan. His work focuses on the atmosphere the building/ structure produces, taking people back (or forward) to that time.
I believe having awards creates a goal of employees, and competitions, so the design they produce are, in turn, better. Architecture has improved over the years, as architects have refined and expanded on their designs, trying to produce something distinctive from the other buildings and designs. Awards benefit architects, and their hunger to design, and the designs improve society and the way it functions. 
The awards are there to encourage and motivate architects alike, to build on their design proposals and push architecture further into the future. 
On the opposite side of this, there are some architects that don’t participate in the awards and dislike certain aspects it promotes. 
“It seems that much of the criteria for awards have to do with fashionable solutions. While the selected designs are generally good ones, I wonder about great designs that aren't even submitted or those that were rejected.”
“I wonder about the relationship between money and awards. If registration fees are high can we say that the awards are a real reflection of merit?”
“In some, not all cases, prizes are awarded to products that are flashy concepts, that experience has many times proven not effective functionally in the past. A triumph of form, or symbolic manipulation, or a kind of naive functional hope, over solid engineering.”
Quotes taken from anonymous architects and people from the industry. (Mind the Gap: Perceptions of Design Awards from the Wild- James A. Self)
Expanding on some of these and other viewpoints into awards, sometimes buildings or architects with a bad repetition get awarded (or come close to winning); this promotes that negative side of architecture, which can make clients, or the public lose faith and trust in architects and the industry. Whereas this would make smaller firms lose profit and worse cases bankrupt their company, the bigger firms see the negative publicity as just publicity, and just move past it. This goes for all aspects in architecture. 
As well as that, even if the architect or the building isn’t wrong or have an actual bad impact on society, sometime the public just don’t like the design. This causes a lot of controversy towards the building, which then might affect the business and use. For example, Esplanade House in Porthcawl by Stride Treglown Davies, which won an award at the Welsh Housing Design Award in 2006. The design got a lot of back lash as the public didn’t think it suited the surroundings. 
“Those living inside this monstrosity may praise it; they have the good fortune of looking out of it at the delightful seascape, whilst we who walk along the promenade must contemplate the bottle bank's ugliness, which is unlikely to improve as the years pass by.” Anthony Hontoir, Chairman, Porthcawl Civic Trust Letter of complaint to Royal Society of Architects in Wales 2006 w
On the other side, there is another negative impact for some firms and architects when winning some of these awards. When their designs fit the publics view of ‘amazing’ the winners of these awards can be put on a ‘pedestal’, which in turn can push away potential clients as they assume that you are too busy or expect bigger projects. Having the reputation of being too inclusive, even if you aren’t, makes some architects lose clients and business. This can have massive implication on the smaller firms, as losing even a little business can impact their profit. In addition, another issue for smaller, newer firms; the competitions work mainly through nominations, not only does the chances of exceeding relay on your design, but also on your connections in the industry, which in turn mean some of the small, unnoticed buildings get pushed aside. 
In addition, as there’s pressure towards winning awards, buildings get designed just to fit the award criteria; getting validity, rather than designing building to enhance society. The buildings produced aren’t always designed to the best quality, then if they don’t win, the buildings get put to waste. For example, the renovation of Astley Castle by Witherford Watson Mann which won a Stirling award in 2013; I admire the balance between the new and old architect and how it complements each other. The castle was renovated to be a dwelling, but due to the massive windows and unfit u-values for the building, during the winter the internal house temperature drops too low and is unfit for habitation. I believe that all the buildings should be design to their best quality and function properly, as they were built for.  
Once you are nominated for the awards, your building needs to ‘win over’ the jury and ‘tick off’ the check list; you are competing against other types of buildings, at different budgets, in different locations around the world. The six buildings that made it into the shortlist in 2018 comprise of; student housing, an office block, cemetery, art gallery, lecture theatre, and a nursery school. Six different buildings with six different budgets, six different purposes, in six different locations; and the jury are expected to judge them on the same categories. Judging designs and buildings without imputing your opinion, can be a very hard, which is why I understand why there are criteria for the jury to follow. However, the categories and the time they get to judge each building isn’t the correct way to experience the design. 
On top of this, it’s been pointed out over the years that the companies in control of the awards; between the fees of visits and tickets, the gaining profit is huge. Insinuating that the awards are put on, only to earn money, this put shame on the awards, and goes against every reason they were started. However, this could be false new spread around, as I couldn’t find any support statistics or articles. 

To conclude, I believe awards are there simply for architects. Awards give architects a goal to reach for; to encourage them to develop their designs further. They motivate architects from all statues, from multimillion-pound firms, to small one to two-man self-employed companies. These architects expand their knowledge of design and take architecture forward. For architects, as well as improving the flow of society and making their imprint in the world; winning an award for outstanding architectural design, give them that extra push to want more out of their ideas. These designs are the constructions that are going to shape the new world and develop the cities and towns as they’ve been doing for years.
However, I do believe there are issues within the process of the awards; with how they are judged, how they aren’t categorised, and how the awards are becoming more about the profit. That the main focus towards awards are now just to win and gain profit, the act to experiment with architect and design has been pushed aside. As well as this, the buildings competing against each other aren’t equal; for example, how can you judge two buildings on their sustainability when ones a multimillion-pound office block, and one is a £20’000 self-build house. 
In my opinion if awards were focused more on design; by giving the jury more time to jury the buildings, instead of rushing through nominations, they would be able to consider all aspects involved in the design. Budget, location and building use produce a large amount of restrictions to design around, which I would admire a lot more than just a ‘pretty building’.  Doing ‘check ups’ on a building within a couple of months to a year after construction to make sure it still fit to use, as I believe that’s very important in the criteria. As well as all that, focusing more on design that benefit architecture as a whole rather than winning the competition.
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