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DUTCH JURY REPORT 
 
CONCRETE BEST MATERIAL 
The Jury of the 12th Concrete Design Competition was very pleased with 
the amount (57) and quality of the entries. It was comfortable for them 
viewing all the posters in the beautiful exhibition setup. As usual when 
entries come from seminars or studio’s at the university, the jury 
distinguish different themes like: green facades or water retention projects, 
junction detail in wood and concrete and water pavilions. 
 
In the view of sustainability, the jury challenged each entry with the 
question if concrete was the best material for the solution proposed, and 
not just for the sake of designing with concrete. They were also looking for 
mentioning or discussing in the entries the sustainable aspects of using 
concrete the way the entry proposed. They thought it was not mentioned 
very often, but the jury became informed that these discussions were held 
thoroughly at the seminars and studios. 
 

 
 
In the first round the jury members studied all the posters and came with a 
personal top five. These were combined and discussed in depth to come to 
the eight nominees. Out of those the winners were chosen. 
 
TRANSFORM 
The theme of the 12th edition is TRANSFORM. TRANSFORM can be  
interpreted simply as the act of working with concrete, making a formwork, 
pouring and demoulding. However, it can also refer to pressing issues of 
our time such as circularity, reducing emissions, reuse, and very long-term 
use. These lead to a changing practice of use, build and design. A whole 
industry, on all levels, to TRANSFORM. 
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Honourable mention 
TT414 Transform Through Tectonics 
The jury liked the idea of a separate joint block in between the columns and 
beams made of the same material. They appreciated the shape of the 
joints, although they doubted if it really would work and not break. They 
also appreciated the proposal of the mould. The reason for an honourable 
mention is that the jury regards the idea very important for circular 
building, as part of a technical development moving forward. But they 
thought the connection detail should have been more thought out. 
 
Honourable mention 
MO897 – Moss Grotto 
The jury thought this project as good use of concrete, a beautiful brutalist 
shape. Good use of the fluidity of concrete in its flowing shape. It really 
facilitates the moss growth, not like an add-on. They really appreciated the 
moss growing more backwards in the panel and the front staying clean and 
smooth. The jury could even see growing trees into these elements. Trees? 
Then one of the jurors pointed out the scale of the elements and that it was 
proposed as cladding. This was followed by a little disappointment. Had this 
idea been presented without scale, or like ten times bigger, it could have 
been a winning idea… 
 
Third Place 
BR020 - Brick2O  
Some of the jurors got real poetic explaining what they thought was good in 
this design: they talked about trickling water and seeing the cooling mist in 
front of the façade. They discussed if this could have better been made in 
ceramics, the conclusion was that in concrete it is easier to get this shape, if 
not impossible for ceramics. The choice for a single concrete block 
integrated in a façade was welcomed as a good idea: think of the nest 
boxes or the bee block which is easy to add in a project. They wondered 
why this block hasn’t already been taken in production yet. The entry also 
talked into detail about smart stacking during transport. On the downside, 
some jurors were not convinced the idea of cooling the façade worked.  
 
The jury awarded third place with € 750,- in prize money. 
 
Second Place 
BK001 – Balconcrete  
This project was the immediate favorite of two jurors, because of it’s clever 
idea of using tilted columns to change the height of the floors. Typical good 
example of transforming existing buildings to give it new outdoor space 
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with it’s own structural integrity. And probably well needed in the near 
future for all those new buildings that are being built at the moment 
without outdoor space… A well thought out integration of technique and 
aesthetics: every hole in the ceiling had its purpose and gave expression. 
Even the mould and reinforcement detailing were thought through. 
Although some of the jury members thought the columns too thick and the 
aesthetics only for the odd building, they agreed in the end that this was a 
smart solution and could be executed tomorrow – so to speak. 
 
The jury awarded second place with € 1000,- in prize money and the three 
students are invited to join the Concrete Design Masterclass. 
 
First Place 
NP154 – Pavilion of Waste 
This project was one of the few that used the concrete that’s already in use 
as a starting point. They had a strong proposition with a powerful simplicity 
that fits concrete perfectly. The project not only re-purposed concrete 
elements for their technical properties but also used the surface or shapes 
of the elements to give extra aesthetical quality in the pavilion. Some of the 
jurors specifically mentioned the half hollow core slabs that were used as 
the frieze of the building. The jury recognized this pavilion for its 
architectural statement of circularity: not the shabbiness of reused waste 
but a whole new language in ‘just’ stacking those re-purposed elements. 
The jury discussed construction detailing and the use of this idea in other 
type of buildings, but concluded that - as we speak - teams are investigating 
how to re-purpose concrete building elements in a new way. This pavilion 
builds awareness and helps gain recognition for this transformation. They 
also loved the well thought through process at the bottom of the two 
posters. 
 
The jury awarded first place with € 1250,- in prize money and the two 
students are invited to join the Concrete Design Masterclass. 
 
Nominated Ideas 
As explained, eight ideas were nominated, below the nominees that 
weren’t awarded are mentioned – in alphabetical order: 
 
AT725 – Echoes of Water 
This project was considered for it’s use of fabric formwork in a way that the 
jury could believe it could work to be made: upside down so the forces give 
it partially it’s shape. They wondered how to turn it back upright, but one of 
the jurors had some experience with something like this. They thought it 
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could have been made somewhat thinner – especially viewed in the light of 
sustainability -, but somehow they liked the robust look of the sample. 
 
FF123 Floating Futures 
The jury was very impressed with the underwater ideas. The research that 
went into the type of texture needed and including the oyster shells was 
impressive. Also the idea of having their made object really float was a nice 
touch. Using the hexagon as a base shape was thought as a good idea. But 
the above water design should have been left out. This really brought the 
visual impact of the project down. Next time, just give a rough idea of the 
volume. 
 
TM133 V&D panels repurposed 
The jury appreciated the idea of repurposing the panels in place and alter 
them in such a way to reflect the new activities inside the building. It was 
one of the few entries that used the concrete that’s already in use as a 
starting point. The idea was not considered new – it just applied the idea of 
Brandlhuber without their own twist. But it’s not widely done yet, so this 
project could be used as a trigger. 
 
THE JURY 
We thank the members of the jury of the 12th edition of the Concrete 
Design Competition 2025-2026 for their time and dedication: 

 Emma Scholten – Powerhouse Company (chair) 
 Vincent Panhuysen – KAAN Architecten 
 Maarten van Kesteren – Maarten van Kesteren Architecten 
 Ronald Wenting – ABT 
 Frank van Wijnen – Geelen Beton 

 


