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I.	 INTRODUCTION

I.1 General Information

The International Single Stage Ideas Competition titled Architecture in the Aftermath of 
Disasters - Towards Sustainable and Community-Based Reconstruction in Post-Earthquake 
Morocco focused on the 2023 earthquake in Morocco, exploring how architecture can respond 
to both the immediate and long-term needs of affected communities. 

This initiative invited young architects to imagine new forms of architectural intervention in the 
aftermath of disaster, raising awareness of the complex interconnection between natural and 
human-made crises and calls for visionary proposals that can heal, protect, and regenerate.

Participants were encouraged to understand disaster not only as a moment of destruction 
but as part of a broader cycle—before, during, and after a crisis. In this expanded timeframe, 
architecture becomes a platform for strategic foresight: mitigating vulnerability, preserving 
memory and identity, and facilitating recovery that leads to greater social, environmental, and 
cultural resilience.

I.2 The goals of the project

To find innovative proposals for architectural interventions that respond to the earthquake’s 
impacts while envisioning sustainable futures.
To find solutions that rethink architectural agency across multiple scales and timeframes—from 
emergency shelter to territorial planning, from rebuilding local life to reimagining regional 
networks of care, infrastructure, and exchange.
To find design strategies that directly address local needs while offering scalable, transferable 
models for resilience.
To find context-sensitive and future-oriented solutions, grounded in an understanding of local 
realities and aligned with broader global challenges.

I.3 Type of competition and eligibility

The competition was open to young architects, either as individuals or teams, from around the
world. All participants must have been under the age of 40 (born after 11th March 1986.).
The team leader(s) of the proposal must be qualified to use the title of architect in their country 
of origin or residence.

I.4 Legal Framework and UIA endorsement

This international single stage ideas competition for young architects was organised by the 
UIA Natural and Human Disasters Work Programme (UIA NHD WP) with the expert support 
of the Order of Architects of Morocco, and conducted in accordance with UNESCO Standard 
Regulations for International Competitions in Architecture and Town planning and the UIA best 
practice recommendations (see UIA Competition Guide for Design Competitions in Architecture 
and Related Fields). The competition manager, responsible for the organization and conduct of 
the competition, is Nikolas Patsavos, Architect, Region II. NHD WP Co-Chair.
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Patrick Coulombel
Chairman – Architect, France 
(UIA Representative)

Salma Samar Damluji
Jury member – Professor, UK-Iraq

William Higgins
Jury member – Architect, USA

Ghada Farouk Hassan
Jury member – Professor, Egypt

Ayşen Ciravoğlu
Jury member – Professor, Turkey (UIA 
Representative – NHD WP member)

Ron Wickman
Alternate Jury member – Architect, 
Canada (NHD WP member)

I.I.5 International Jury
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II.4 Confirmation Round

Before discussing the shortlisted projects, the Jury undertook a control round and made some
minor readjustments of classification, the results of which are integrated in the previous 
description. In addition to the common control round all Jury members were given time to 
individually focus on the 11 remaining projects. 

Following this, the Jury members collectively discussed and unanimously decided to dismiss 
the following entry:

-	 no.27-693d3de161f69

The Entry was dismissed as the Jury found there was limited information on the innovative 
aspects of the proposed structure in reference to the competition brief, questions and criteria.

The following 10 entries were then confirmed as shortlisted:

-	 no.8-691829057d448
-	 no.11-6997043dde7c2
-	 no.15-69af1b752d1a1
-	 no.17-69425bfac3115
-	 no.21-69b0be44700d7
-	 no.22-69171427c8701
-	 no.28-69b0034c1edd2
-	 no.35-699382ef3a073
-	 no.40-691a9aa8c80d2
-	 no.44-693e4fcd64631

II.2 First Round

In the first round, 11 projects were dismissed for one, more or all of the following reasons:
- not clearly related to the competition brief
- inadequate reference to the site and cultural context
- not adequately developed beyond the planning-programmatic scale

The following projects were dismissed at the first evaluation round:

-	 no.6-6994168a43a9c
-	 no.12-698f117021132
-	 no.16-69a738c366341
-	 no.23-69afc6d19d7d0
-	 no.26-6994963ad126d
-	 no.31-699d9fdff21fc
-	 no.33-69aa6bab69cbf
-	 no.36-69b184471c258
-	 no.41-692ff05eebbe5
-	 no.45-69b086b018a90
-	 no.46-69afc68257d5a 

II.3 Second Round

In the second round 11 projects were dismissed for one, more or all of the following reasons:
-	 lacking in resilient and sustainable aspects
-	 limited adherence to local social and cultural context 

The following projects were dismissed at the second evaluation round:

-	 no.13-69466ea0c5bcd
-	 no.14-695d53036b7cb
-	 no.19-69680f6c23fc1
-	 no.20-69b096cc10d76
-	 no.24-695aaa8791f87
-	 no.25-696bbe2072a24
-	 no.32-6992f526006ec

-	 no.34-69ad569a2d0b6
-	 no.37-6959f9cc12619
-	 no.38-691779b2f1194
-	 no.39-69a530a9b180d
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II.5 Shortlisted projects

The 10 shortlisted projects were more thoroughly analysed and the Jury discussed the 
qualities of the projects in respect of the criteria set in the brief. 

The Jury then classified the shortlisted projects in two groups:

Middle group 5 proposals:

-	 no.8-691829057d448
-	 no.22-69171427c8701
-	 no.35-699382ef3a073
-	 no.40-691a9aa8c80d2
-	 no.44-693e4fcd64631

Upper group 5 proposals:

-	 no.11-6997043dde7c2
-	 no.15-69af1b752d1a1
-	 no.17-69425bfac3115
-	 no.21-69b0be44700d7
-	 no.28-69b0034c1edd2

The Jury then ranked the shortlisted proposals in the upper group, awarded the five prizes, 
and decided to grant honourable mentions to all the projects in the middle group.

First Prize:		  no.21-69b0be44700d7
Second Prize:		  no.11-6997043dde7c2
Third Prize:		 no.28-69b0034c1edd2
Fourth Prize:		  no.17-69425bfac3115
Fifth Prize:		  no.15-69af1b752d1a1

Honourable mentions:

-	 no.8-691829057d448
-	 no.22-69171427c8701
-	 no.35-699382ef3a073
-	 no.40-691a9aa8c80d2
-	 no.44-693e4fcd64631

The ranking list was approved and signed by the Jury. At the end of the session, the Jury 
formulated general remarks and recommendations.

II.6 Prizes and mentions

The total prize money available was € 15,000.

Five prizes were, as announced in the brief, awarded by the Jury.
The following sums will be paid to the competition prize winners:

First Prize: 		  € 5,000
Second Prize: 	 € 4,000
Third Prize: 	 € 3,000
Fourth Prize: 	 € 2,000
Fifth Prize: 		  € 1,000

The prizes will be delivered within 30 days after the announcement of the winners.
Winners and competitors awarded an Honourable Mention will receive a certificate.
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II.7 General remarks and recommendations of the Jury

The Jury would like to express its appreciation to the International Union of Architects 
(UIA) and to the Natural and Human Disasters WP for the organisation of the competition 
Architecture in the Aftermath of Disasters. This initiative raised awareness amongst young 
architects globally as to the impact of such devastation on communities like Izlloulen, 
Morocco, and highlighted the key role that architects can serve in rebuilding and reenergising 
community life.

In this context, post-disaster reconstruction – whether natural or inflicted through urbicide 
exacerbated by conflict and war – confronts architects with the need to rethink the ethical 
role of architecture. Design and building strategies can only develop through engagement 
with the community, learning from their culture and environmental landscape, and aligning 
with the spatial context in order to regenerate livelihoods.

With these considerations in mind, the Jury was challenged to evaluate the presentations 
based on territorial and social context, innovation, sustainable solutions, social engagement, 
and their capacity to improve the lives of affected citizens. Most importantly, we looked for 
design methodologies that, although specific to this site and this moment in time, could still 
provide a universal perspective on how we, as architects, can design in the spirit of creating a 
better living environment for all, no matter where we live in the world.

The process of selecting the winning projects involved multiple stages of filtering, carefully 
guided by how well participants adhered to the competition’s criteria. Once this baseline 
assessment was established, the final ranking was determined by a sharp focus on the 
strength of the concept, the power of innovation, and the degree to which the projects 
fulfilled the competition’s demands while respecting the local context.

With these thoughts in mind, the competition proved highly successful, and the Jury would 
also like to extend its thanks to all competitors. Although centred on a specific locale, it was 
profoundly significant in fostering resilience and sustainability on a global scale. Its strength 
lay not only in a localized response, but in its universal approach and methodology, providing 
a model for how architects can address environmental and social challenges.

Importantly, the competition also showcased the deep engagement of young architects with 
pressing environmental and social issues, highlighting the importance of human-centred 
design as a driving force in their thinking.

First Prize:

The first prize stood out from the outset of the Jury’s deliberations for its strong and 
innovative design methodology, capable of addressing both the wider community context 
and the individual human scale, while expressing a deep understanding of culture and place 
in Douar Izloulen. Rooted in the vernacular and environmental specificity of the site, the 
proposal draws from local crafts, the cultural landscape, and active social engagement to 
develop a coherent and compelling strategy for reconstruction.

Its strength lies in the integration of zoning and land-use strategies with a community-
oriented housing approach that makes consistent use of local materials, techniques, and 
skills. In doing so, the project frames rebuilding as a social act that strengthens cohesion and 
supports future livelihoods, demonstrating a strong community focus, an appropriate urban 
scale, and a sensitive response to context.

The proposal is further distinguished by its innovative “Magic Weaving” concept, which 
combines low-tech seismic retrofit systems with community-driven construction processes, 
enabling rapid, affordable, and culturally grounded recovery. This approach is reinforced by 
a clear multi-scalar vision, ranging from immediate house reinforcement to the creation of a 
village public core and, ultimately, a resilient network of connected settlements.

Altogether, the project offers a thoughtful, integrated, and transferable model for community-
based reconstruction, with strong potential for long-term resilience in remote, disaster-
affected regions.
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Second Prize:

The second prize, “Izlloulen Resilient Village”, is distinguished by its deep contextual 
understanding of the site and its careful reinterpretation of local traditions through innovative 
and resilient strategies. Grounded in a thorough study of climatic conditions, topography, 
environmental risks, and erosion, the project proposes a balanced approach that combines 
rammed earth construction with sustainable technologies for energy and water management, 
preserving cultural identity and local craftsmanship while enhancing structural safety, 
environmental performance, and adaptability.

The proposal outlines a comprehensive and realistic vision for a resilient village, addressing 
both territorial and social contexts through a community-centred design methodology aimed 
at improving the lives of affected citizens, including those with disabilities, and supported by 
a strong environmental focus and well-considered seismic strategies.

Its strength lies in an integrated masterplan that brings together agricultural infrastructure, 
water management, and erosion control within a coherent spatial framework responsive to 
climate conditions. The design introduces a generous volumetric typology embedded within 
terrace farming, organised around a social core for housing units, and inspired by vernacular 
solutions that incorporate urban voids to mitigate seismic risks.

Altogether, the project presents a scalable, community-centred model for resilient 
reconstruction, supporting long-term social, environmental, and economic recovery after 
disasters.

Third Prize:

The third prize, “SUR”, demonstrates remarkable potential through its concept of regeneration, 
framing disaster as a process of rebirth supported by a deep understanding of the local 
context. The project proposes adaptive design solutions that enhance resilience, enabling 
communities to rebuild in ways that are both restorative and forward-looking, while 
strengthening their capacity for more resilient and adaptable environments.

The proposal is clearly and sensitively illustrated, appearing to emerge from the earth, and 
combines technical and environmental innovation with a strong focus on residents’ needs. 
Its design strategy integrates nature into the post-disaster process and prioritises repair over 
replacement, favouring flexible and adaptable building approaches.

A key strength lies in the creation of an earth-regenerating workshop that accommodates 
local crafts, supporting livelihoods and reinforcing cultural identity. This is complemented 
by a diverse range of housing typologies responding to different social needs, alongside a 
commitment to the continuity of traditional architecture through timber-framed structures 
with compressed earth blocks, enhancing seismic resilience.

The project is further commended for its attention to rebuilding community infrastructure 
and for the clear articulation of different building prototypes. Altogether, it presents a 
thoughtful and grounded approach to post-disaster recovery, with ideas that are both 
practical and buildable.
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Fourth Prize:

The fourth prize, “CORE-NECT”, enhances post-disaster resilience through a network of public 
focal points organised around a central “core”, including spaces such as the Religion and Social 
Life Centre, supporting the touiza tradition of mutual aid. The project effectively combines 
macro-scale planning with a strong community focus.

Innovation is evident in the resilient energy infrastructure, which integrates solar power 
production with the restoration of the traditional seguia water network, promoting efficient 
irrigation and local resource independence.

The proposal demonstrates a sensitive approach to cluster planning, with flexible living units 
that respect the continuity of the cultural landscape, alongside strategies for consolidating 
structures and local economic infrastructure. Altogether, it presents a clear and well-
researched approach to post-disaster recovery.

Fifth Prize:

The fifth prize, “Radix Rubra”, is commended for its focus on the revitalisation of craftsmanship 
and collective engagement in rebuilding with the landscape, addressing both ecological and 
cultural resilience within an urban–rural framework. Rooted in the memory of Morocco’s red 
landscape, the project proposes a strategy of “transformation without rupture”, using the 
existing fabric as a living ground for new growth.

The proposal demonstrates a strong sense of urbanism and an organic approach to spatial 
organisation, integrating contemporary structural and ecological strategies with local 
traditions. Particular attention is given to seismic resilience, in line with the requirements of 
the competition.

Altogether, the project presents a thoughtful and grounded approach to renewal, combining 
cultural continuity, environmental awareness, and community-based reconstruction.
Honourable mentions:

The Honourable Mentions were selected for their alignment with the competition’s objectives 
and for offering considered responses to the challenges of post-disaster reconstruction. The 
projects demonstrate a good level of analysis and a consistent effort to engage with local 
climatic, cultural, and traditional conditions.

Several proposals explore the use of traditional materials—particularly earth-based 
construction—combined with modular or phased approaches to reconstruction, alongside 
retrofit strategies that involve community participation. A clear attention to construction 
processes and local techniques is evident, often supported by broader, macro-scale 
considerations.

The Jury noted the presence of a communal dimension in a number of entries, as well as a 
generally coherent approach to spatial organisation. The quality of drawings and renderings 
contributed to the clarity of the proposals, effectively illustrating construction methods and 
design intentions.

Overall, these projects present solid and thoughtful approaches, with a clear sensitivity to 
context and constructive engagement with the themes of the competition.
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III.	 International participation

III.1 Number of submissions per region: 
 
Region I – 5 
Region II – 16 
Region III – 2 
Region IV – 12 
Region V – 10 
 
Total submissions: 45

III.2 Awarded Entries
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IV.	 Documentation of the entries

IV.1 Prizes

First Prize

Entry no.21-69b0be44700d7
Team leader: Tran Huu Khoa
Country: Viet Nam
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Second Prize

Entry no.11-6997043dde7c2
Team leader: Patrick Yakana Baliaba 
Co-Authors: Sidoine Baudrel Nde Keulek, 
Lizette Marlaine Tsafack Donfack 
Collaborator: Styve Wilson Ntakam 
		      Tongeumbo
Country: Cameroon
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Third Prize

Entry no.28-69b0034c1edd2
Team leader: Oğuzhan Safa Yağcilar
Country: Turkey
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Fourth Prize

Entry no.17-69425bfac3115
Team leader: Asude Gündoğdu
Additional team leader: Sefa Cengiz Okan
Country: Turkey
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Fifth Prize

Entry no.15-69af1b752d1a1
Team leader: Uğur Özkalaycı
Additional team leader: Müge Uysal
Co-Author: Şevval Tatar
Country: Turkey
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IV.2 Honourable mentions

Entry no.8-691829057d448
Team leader: Mahdi Bayat
Collaborator: Zahra Lak
Country: Iran
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Entry no.22-69171427c8701
Team leader: Esraa Elazab
Additional team leader: Ahmed Hassan
Country: Egypt
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Entry no.35-699382ef3a073
Team leader: Agustin Camicha
Country: Argentina
Additional team leader: Alejandro 
				      Rodriguez Silva
Country: Spain
Co-Author: Fatima Gomez Rodriguez
Country: Spain
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Entry no.40-691a9aa8c80d2
Team leader: Dang Le Nhu Ngoc
Additional team leader: Tran Khoa Thanh
Country: Viet Nam
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Entry no.44-693e4fcd64631
Team leader: Dao Duy Tung
Additional team leader: Duong Ngoc Huy
Co-Author: Pham Nguyen Tung Chi
Country: Viet Nam


