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PRUBEH ARCHITEKTONICKE SOUTEZE
/ COURSE OF THE DESIGN CONTEST

1. USTAVUJiCi SCHUZE SOUTEZNi POROTY

Ustavujici schlze soutézni poroty se v souladu s ustanovenim
§ 10 odst. 1 soutézniho fadu Ceské komory architektd konala
dne 8. 4. 2016, v zasedaci mistnosti Rady mésta Pardubic
pardubické radnice na adrese PernStynské namésti 1, 530 21
Pardubice.

Pritomni radni ¢lenové a ndhradnici poroty (dale jen
~porota®) se pisemné zavazali k UCasti na praci poroty a
projednali soutéZni podminky a podklady.

ZAPIS

z ustavujici schlze poroty Architektonicko-urbanistické
soutéZe o navrh ,DUKLA SPORTOVNI®, konané v patek 8. 4.
od 11.00 hod. do 13.00 hod.

PFitomni - viz prezencni listina (pfiloha A2)

Ustavujici jednani soutézni poroty bylo zahajeno v 11.00 hod.

V Uvodu ustavujici schlize privital pfitomné pfizvany znalec
poroty Mgr. Miroslav Janovsky, manazer projektu.
Pritomnym bylo predstaveno propagacni video k
mezinarodni Architektonicko-urbanistické soutézZi o navrh
~DUKLA SPORTOVNI™.

Mgr. Miroslav Janovsky a Ing. arch. Kovacevi¢ informovali
porotce a vSechny pfitomné o divodech vyhlaseni soutéze
a o dal$im programu ustavujiciho jednani, ktery byl
néasledujici:

1. Souhlas s nata¢enim prace poroty na video pro interni
ucely - bez moznosti zaznam publikovat bez dal$iho souhlasu
vSech zUcastnénych

2. Dohoda o honorovéani prace poroty

3. Odsouhlaseni postupu, kdy porota pisemné okomentuje
kazdy ze soutéznich navrha, ato v . i ll. kole (dle ¢lanku § 10
bod 8 Souté&iniho Fadu CKA)

4. Predstaveni fungovani poroty; vybér predsedy a
mistopredsedy poroty

5. Predstaveni soutéznich podminek a podkladt

6. Projednéani soutéZnich podminek a podkladi

7. Odsouhlaseni soutéZznich podminek a podkladu

8. Ostatni

ad 1) Souhlas s nataéenim
Hlasovani: Pro:7

Proti: O Zdrzel se: O
® ad 2) Honorér nezavislych porotcl - 1000 K&/h
Pozn.: Honorar pobiraji nezavisli porotci. Zavisli porotci,
prezkudovatel, sekretar vykonavaji svou ¢innost pro soutéz
pro vyhlaSovatele v rdmci ndplné své prace.

Hlasovani: Pro:7 Proti: 0 Zdrzelse: 0

1. CONSTITUTIVE MEETING OF THE JURY

The constitutive meeting took place in accordance with
article 10 paragraph 1 of the Competition Regulations of the
Czech Chamber of Architects on 8.4. 2016 in the meeting
room of the City Council of Pardubice City Hall, at the
address PernStynské namésti 1, 530 21 Pardubice.

The present regular and alternate members of the jury
(further on “the jury”) have declared in writing to participate
in the work of the jury and discussed the competition
conditions and documents.

MINUTES

Constitutive meeting of the jury of Architectural Urban
Design Competition “Dukla of Sports” held on Friday 8t April
2016 from 11.00 to 13.00 o’clock.

Present - see the Lists of Attendance (appendix A2)

The Constitutive Meeting of the jury started at 11.00 o’clock.

At the beginning the professional expert Mgr. Miroslav
Janovsky, the project manager, has welcome all the present
persons. The all were presented with promotion video of the
international Architectural Urban Design Competition "Dukla
of Sports”. Mgr. Miroslav Janovsky and Ing. arch. Kovacevi¢
informed the jury on the reasons for the Competition
announcement and in the following programme for the
constitutive meeting which was as follows:

1. Agreement with recording of the work of the jury on video
for internal purposes - without the possibility to publish it
until another agreement of all involved

2. Agreement on the remuneration of the jury

3. Agreement on written evaluation and comment on

all the competition entries in both rounds by the jury

(in accordance with § 10 section 8 of the Competition
Guidelines of the Czech Chamber of Architects)

4. Presentation of the functioning of the jury; selection of
the Jury Chairman, and Vice-chairman

5. Presentation of competition conditions and brief

6. Discussion on the competition conditions and brief

7. Approval of competition conditions and brief

8. Other

To 1) Agreement with recording
Voting: For: 7 Against: 0 Abstained: O

To 2) Fee for the independent jury members- 1000 K&/h
Note: Only the independent jury members are concerned
for the fee. The involved jury members, the inspector of
competition designs, the competition secretary perform
their activities for the competition for the announcer in
the frame of their job.
Voting: For: 7

Against: 0 Abstained: O
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* ad 3) Souhlas s poskytnutim komentare véem navrhim
Hlasovani: Pro:7 Proti: 0 Zdrzel se: 0

* ad 4) Predstaveni fungovani poroty, vybér predsedy a
mistopredsedy poroty

(zplGsob prace porotcl, zplisob zastupovani, posun termint
soutéZe vzhledem k ¢asovym moznostem zavislych porotcd,
pritomnost porotcl - ndhradnikd na vSech jednanich)
Byly navrzeny fixni terminy pro odevzdani soutéznich navrhi
a schizi poroty v obou kolech.

Hlasovéani: Pro:7 Proti: 0 ZdrZel se: 0

* Na predsedu poroty byl navrZen: M.Arch SasSa Begovic

(HR)
Hlasovani: Pro:7 Proti: 0 Zdrzel se: 0

* Na mistopredsedu byl navrzen: Ing. Martin Charvat -

primator mésta
Hlasovani: Pro: 6 Proti: 0 Zdrzel se: 1

* ad5) a 6) Projednéni soutéZnich podminek a podkladi
Pocet navrhid postupujicich do Il. kola, soutézni podklady
- prehled, komentéar auditora soutéze arch. Kovacevice,
zfizeni e-mailové adresy sekretare soutéze; adresa na
vzdalené ulozZisté pro vyzvednuti podkladd a podminek
po registraci na adrese sekretare soutéze; odsouhlaseni
formatl pFiloh/vykresl soutéZnich navrhad; pldorys podlazi
s hlavnim provoznim podlazim 1:500 s vyznacenym fezem
+ Fez; méritko situace ovérit 1:500, 1:1000; informace o
povinnosti zachovani mi¢enlivosti vSech ucastniki viech
jednani; neni mozné jakékoli prezentovani na socialnich
sitich; tiskové zpravy koordinované; po soutézi vystava,
katalog; ovéreni velikosti formatu pro $irsi vztahy; stret
zajm;

* ad7) Odsouhlaseni soutéZnich podminek a podkladi
Hlasovani: Pro:7 Proti: 0 Zdrzel se: 0

Soutézni podminky a podklady byly projednény, upraveny a
odsouhlaseny porotou na jeji ustavujici schizi konané 8. 4.
2016.

Soutézni podminky byly schvéleny v kone€¢ném znéni
vyhlaSovatelem usnesenim ¢. R/2984/2016 Rady mésta
Pardubic na zasedani konaném dne 18. 4. 2016.

Soutézni podminky byly shledany regulérnimi a schvaleny
Ceskou komorou architekt(i dopisem ze dne 20. 4. 2016 pod
&islem jednacim 714-2016/Sp/sl.

Zapsala: Ing. Arch. Pavla Pannovéa

SoutéZni podminky jsou prilohou &islo Al tohoto protokolu.

* To 3) Agreement to providing commentary for the all
competition designs
Voting: For: 7  Against: 0 Abstained: O

* To 4) Presentation of the way of jury work, jury chairman
and jury vice chairman choice/election
(the way of jury members work, the way of alteration of
jury members, date alteration based on involved jury
members availability, presence of all the jury members
(both the involved and the independent) at the jury
meetings). The exact fixed dates were proposed for the
submission deadlines and the jury meetings in both
rounds of the competition.

Voting: For: 7  Against: 0 Abstained: O

* M.Arch Sasa Begovi¢ (HR) has been suggested for the
position of the jury Chairman
Voting: For: 7  Against: 0 Abstained: 0

* |ng. Martin Charvat - the City Mayor has been
suggested for the position of the jury Vice Chairman
Voting: For: 6  Against: 0 Abstained: 1

* To 5)and 6) Discussion on both the Competition
Conditions and Competition Documents
Number of designs for the second round, competition
documents - overview, arch. Kovacevi¢ - the competition
auditor commentary, arrangement of an e-mail address for
the competition secretary; the address for the site where
to get the documents and conditions after participant
registration on the address of competition secretary; the
size of competition design drawings; floor layouts with the
main floor 1:500 with the section marked on the lay out,
the section itself; the scale of situation to be verified 1:500,
1:1000;
information on the duty of confidentiality of all the
participants of all the meetings; it is not possible to present
whatever on the social webs; press releases have to be
coordinated; the exhibition and the catalogue after the
competition; size for drawing of area relations to be verified;
conflicts of interests;

* To7) Approval to the Competition Conditions and
Competition Documents
Voting: For: 7  Against: 0 Abstained: O

The competitions conditions and documents were
discussed, adjusted and approved by the jury at the
constitutive meeting on the 8.4.2016.

The competitions conditions and documents were approved
by the announcer on 18. 4. 2016 at the meeting of the City
Council of Pardubice by Resolution No. R/2984/2016.

The competition conditions were found fair and approved
by the Czech Chamber of Architects by a letter dated 20t
April 2016 under the ref. No. 714-2016/3p/Sl.

By Pavla Pannova
The Competition Conditions create the Appendix Al of this
Protocol.
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2. VYHLASENi SOUTEZE
Datum vyhlaSeni soutéze o navrh 20. 4. 2016

3. SOUTEZ - 1. Kolo

3.1.  Zodpovidani dotazl

VSechny dotazy ucastnikl soutéze a odpovédi

vyhlaSovatele na tyto dotazy byly zvefejnény na webovych
strankach soutéZe http://www.pardubice.eu/projekty/
architektonicke-projekty/dukla-sportovni-dukla-of-sports/
ceska-verze/otazky-a-odpovedi/

Respektive http://www.pardubice.eu/projekty/
architektonicke-projekty/dukla-sportovni-dukla-of-sports/
english-version/questions-and-answers/

Otazky a odpovédi jsou prilohou Cislo A4 tohoto protokolu.

3.2.  Prevzeti soutéZnich névrhi

Celkem bylo do podatelny Magistratu mésta Pardubic
dorucéeno 20 soutéZnich navrhl v Fadném terminu. Vech
20 soutéznich navrha si prevzal prezku$ovatel soutéznich
navrhl. 21. navrh dorazil 4. 8. 2016 a pro pozdni odevzdani
byl vylou€en ze soutéze. Oznameni o vylouceni bylo jeho
autorlm zaslano neprodlené po odsouhlaseni tohoto
postupu porotou dne 27. 10. 2016.

3.3. PrezkouSeni soutéZnich néavrhi

Prezku$ovatel soutéznich navrhid v souladu s § 9 odst. 3pism.
c) soutéZniho radu Ceské komory architekti ovéfil, zda
soutéini navrhy spliuji obsah a formu stanovené soutéznimi
podminkami. Zavéry posouzeni jsou uvedeny v Protokolu o
prezkouseni soutéZnich navrh, viz nize.

PROTOKOL O PREZKOUSEN| SOUTEZNICH NAVRHU

Prezkouseni soutéZznich navrhid probéhlo dne 4. 7. 2016 od
17.156 do 19.15 hodin.

PFitomni:

Ing. arch. Stépan Vacik - prezku$ovatel

Ing. arch. Pavla Pannova - sekretar soutéze

PrezkuSovatel soutéznich navrhi v protokolu konstatoval u
jednotlivych soutéznich navrhid nasledujici:

* KsoutéZnimu navrhu &.1: soutézni ndvrh obsahuje
viechny povinné prilohy, obéalky Autor, Zpatecni adresa a
CD jsou pripevnény na hlavnim baliku, pravy ramecek byl
prerazitkovan prezkuSovatelem;

* KsoutéZnimu navrhu ¢.2: soutézni ndvrh obsahuje
vSechny povinné pfrilohy, na obalkadch neni uveden nazev
soutézZe dle pokyn(l v soutéznich podminkach;

2. COMPETITION ANNOUNCEMENT
The Competition was announced 20t April 2016.

3. COMPETITION - 1**tROUND

3.1.  Questions and answers

All the questions of competition participants and the
answers of the announcer for the mentioned questions were
published at the competition website
http://www.pardubice.eu/projekty/architektonicke-
projekty/dukla-sportovni-dukla-of-sports/ceska-verze/
otazky-a-odpovedi/

and http://www.pardubice.eu/projekty/architektonicke-
projekty/dukla-sportovni-dukla-of-sports/english-version/
questions-and-answers/

Questions and answers create the Appendix A4 of this
Protocol.

3.2.  Submission of the Proposals

20 competition proposals were submitted in total to the
filing office of the Municipality of Pardubice before deadline.
The Inspector took over all the proposals.

The 21stproposal was delivered 4.8.2016 and for delayed
submission it was excluded from the competition. The
notice of Exclusion from the Architectural Competition has
been sent to the authors without delay after the approval of
the jury on such a procedure dated 27" October 2016.

3.3. Examination of the competition proposals

The Examiner in accordance with article 9 par. 3 let. c)

of the Competition Regulations of the Czech Chamber of
Architects, examined if the competition proposals met the
content and formal requirements set by the competition
conditions. The results of the examination are listed

in the Examination Protocol, see below.

PROTOCOL ON THE EXAMINATION OF THE COMPETITION
PROPOSALS

The examination of the competition proposals was held on
4t July 2016 from 17.15 to 19.15 o’clock.

Present:

Ing.arch. $t&pan Vacik - inspector of competition designs,
examiner

Ing.arch. Pavla Pannové - competition secretary

The Examiner stated in the Examination Protocol the
following:

* Regarding the Proposal No.: 1: the competition
proposal is complete with all the compulsory
enclosures, the envelopes Author-Round I, Return
Address and CD are fixed to the main parcel of the
proposal, right frame for order number has been
covered up by stamp number by the Examiner ;
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K soutéZnimu névrhu €.3: na viech ¢astech chybi

ramecky, panely poSkozeny pred prevzetim, chybi

situace v $irSich vztazich (1:2000) - je uvedena pouze ve

Zpravé, poZzadovana axonometrie/perspektiva celého

areéalu od jihovychodu chybi - uvedena pouze ve Zpréavé, °
pUdorysy 1:800 pouze ve Zpravé, zakres do foto pouze

1x;

K soutéZnimu névrhu &.4: soutéini nadvrh obsahuje
vSechny povinné prilohy, navic pFiloZzeno portfolio
navrhu, na vSech ¢astech chybi ramecky vpravo i vlevo,
chybi nadpisy obalek, textova zprava neni sesité;

K soutéZnimu névrhu &.5: bez pfipominek, soutézni
navrh obsahuje vSechny povinné prilohy °

K soutéZnimu névrhu &.6: bez pfipominek, soutézni
navrh obsahuje vSechny povinné prilohy;

K soutéznimu névrhu &.7: soutézni navrh obsahuje
vSechny povinné prilohy, mensi ramecky;

K soutéznimu névrhu €.8: bez prfipominek, soutézni °
navrh obsahuje vSechny povinné prilohy;

K soutéznimu névrhu &.9: soutézni navrh obsahuje
vSechny povinné pfrilohy, ptidorysy 1:500 nejsou vlozeny °
v situaci;

K soutéZnimu névrhu €.10: bez prfipominek, soutézni
navrh obsahuje vSechny povinné prilohy; °

K soutéZnimu névrhu €.11: soutéini navrh obsahuje
vSechny povinné prilohy, avSak vykresy nejsou
podlepeny deskou, prevzato v krabici a v roli; °

K soutézZnimu névrhu ¢.12: bez pripominek, soutézni
navrh obsahuje vSechny povinné prilohy;

K soutéZnimu névrhu ¢.13: bez pripominek, soutézni
navrh obsahuje vSechny povinné prilohy;

K soutéZnimu névrhu ¢.14: soutézni navrh obsahuje
pouze jeden vytisk textové zpravy; °

K soutéZnimu névrhu ¢.15: bez pripominek, soutézni
navrh obsahuje vSechny povinné prilohy;

K soutéZnimu névrhu ¢.16: bez pripominek, soutézni
navrh obsahuje vSechny povinné prilohy;

K soutéznimu névrhu &.17: bez pripominek, soutézni
navrh obsahuje vSechny povinné prilohy; °

K soutéznimu névrhu ¢.18: bez prfipominek, soutézni
navrh obsahuje vSechny povinné prilohy;

Regarding the Proposal No.: 2: the competition
proposal is complete with all the enclosures, the name
of the competition is not stated on the envelopes
according to the Brief instructions;

Regarding the Proposal No.: 3: the frames are missing
on all the parts of proposal, the posters were handed
over damaged, overview situation (1:2000) is missing

- itis enclosed in the Text Section only, required
axonometric/perspective view of the whole site from
the East South is missing- it is enclosed in the Text
Section only, lay-outs 1:800 only in the text section, only
one from required two sketches within photograph is
enclosed;

Regarding the Proposal No.: 4: the competition proposal
is complete with all the compulsory enclosures, the
portfolio of the proposal is enclosed beyond the Brief,
the frames on the both right hand and left hand sides
are missing on all the enclosures/proposal parts, the
title of the competition is missing on the envelopes, the
text section is not sewed/jointed;

Regarding the Proposal No.: 5: with no comments:
the competition proposal is complete with all the
compulsory enclosures;

Regarding the Proposal No.: 6 with no comments:
the competition proposal is complete with all the
compulsory enclosures;

Regarding the Proposal No.: 72 with no comments:
the competition proposal is complete with all the
compulsory enclosures, smaller frames;

Regarding the Proposal No.: 8:  with no comments:
the competition proposal is complete with all the
compulsory enclosures;

Regarding the Proposal No.: 9:  the competition
proposal is complete with all the compulsory
enclosures, however the layouts 1:500 are not placed in
the plan/situation of the whole complex;

Regarding the Proposal No.: 10: with no comments:
the competition proposal is complete with all the
compulsory enclosures;

Regarding the Proposal No.: 11 the competition proposal
is complete with all the compulsory enclosures,
however, the posters are not glued to panels of a light
material for the exhibition purposes;

Regarding the Proposal No.: 12: with no comments:
the competition proposal is complete with all the
compulsory enclosures;
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* KsoutéZnimu navrhu €.19: bez prfipominek, soutézni
navrh obsahuje vSechny povinné prilohy;

* KsoutéZnimu navrhu ¢€.20: chybi rdmecky na textové
zpréaveé, soutézni ndvrh obsahuje vSechny povinné
prilohy;

Regarding the Proposal No.: 13: with no comments:
the competition proposal is complete with all the
compulsory enclosures;

Regarding the Proposal No.: 14: with no comments:
the competition proposal is complete with all the
compulsory enclosures;

Regarding the Proposal No.: 15:  with no comments:
the competition proposal is complete with all the
compulsory enclosures;

Regarding the Proposal No.: 16: with no comments:
the competition proposal is complete with all the
compulsory enclosures;

Regarding the Proposal No.: 17: with no comments:
the competition proposal is complete with all the
compulsory enclosures;

Regarding the Proposal No.: 18: with no comments:
the competition proposal is complete with all the
compulsory enclosures;

Regarding the Proposal No.: 19: with no comments:
the competition proposal is complete with all the
compulsory enclosures;

Regarding the Proposal No.: 20: the frames on the text
part are missing: the competition proposal is complete
with all the compulsory enclosures;
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Precislovani poradi soutéznich navrhi prezkusovatelem -s
touto tabulkou nebyli porotci v ramci zachovani a zvyseni
anonymity jednotlivych navrhii pfi posuzovani seznameni.

Pofadi navrhi pfi pFijeti v podateln& Pofadova &isla navrhii pFidélena pFi
prezkouseni

3 1
9 2
10 3
7 4
5

18 6
5 7
8

19 9
10

2 1
13 12
14 13
11 14
12 15
8 16
15 17
16 18
17 19
20 20

3.4. Posouzeni pfizvanymi znalci

Porota se souhlasem vyhlaSovatele prFizvala k posouzeni
navrhl odborné znalce: Mgr. Miroslava Janovského (manazer
projektu) a Ing. Janise Vlachopulose (specialista, projektant
sportovnich staveb). Tito se pred zasedanim poroty seznamili
s navrhy a své zavéry pak prezentovali pfimo na hodnoticim
zasedani.

Renumbering of the Proposals by the Examiner - the jury
was not acquainted with this table of renumbering so that
to keep and to improve the anonymity of the individual
proposals during evaluation procedure.

Pofadi navrhi pfi pFijeti v podateln&/Order | PoFadova &isla navrhii pFidélena pFi
of proposals under the hand over at the prezkougeni/Order numbers of proposals
filing office given by the Examiner
3 1
9 2
10 3
7 4
4 5
18 6
5 7
[ 8
19 9
10
2 1
13 12
14 13
1" 14
12 15
8 16
15 17
16 18
17 19
20 20

3.4. Evaluation by invited experts

The jury invited with the agreement of the announcer to the
evaluation the professional experts: Mgr. Miroslav Janovsky
(project manager) and Ing. Janis Vlachopulos (sport

buildings designer). They made themselves acquainted with
the proposals and they presented their conclusions straight

at the evaluation meeting.

PROTOKOL O PRUBEHU SOUTEZE
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3.5. Hodnotici zasedani poroty

ZAPIS

z prvniho dne hodnoticiho zasedani poroty Architektonicko
- urbanisticka souté? o navrh ,DUKLA SPORTOVNI ™,
konaného v patek dne 8. 7.2016 od 14.30 hod. do 18:30 hod.,
v Hudebnim séle pardubické radnice Pernstynské ndmésti 1,
530 21 Pardubice

PFitomni - viz prezencni listina (pFiloha A2).

Radni ¢lenové poroty zavisli

Ing. Martin Charvat - priméator mésta,
mistopredseda poroty

Ing. Helena Dvorackova - naméstkyné primatora

Radni ¢lenové poroty nezavisli

MArch Erik Moederscheim (NL)

Ing. arch. Jitka Ressova (CZ)

M.Arch. Sasa Begovi¢ (HR ) - pfedseda poroty
Ing. arch. Ondrej Teply (CZ)

N&hradnici poroty zavisli

Mgr. Jakub Rychtecky - naméstek primatora pro sport
Ing. arch. Jaroslav Mensik - starosta Méstského obvodu
Pardubice |

N&hradnici poroty nezavisli
Ing. arch. Edita Lisecova (CZ)

PFizvani odborni znalci
Mgr. Miroslav Janovsky — manazer projektu
Ing. Janis Vlachopulos - projektant sportovnich staveb

Hodnotici jednani soutéini poroty bylo zahajeno v 14:30 hod.

Jednani tlumoci do angli¢tiny Ing. Miroslav Sykora

Prohlaseni ¢leni a pomocnych organl soutézni poroty
Vsichni ¢lenové poroty, jeji pomocné organy i dalsi

osoby, které se podilely na zaji$téni a organizaci soutéze,
prohlasili, Ze budou vykonavat svou funkci nestranné,

Ze se ani primo, ani neprimo nezucastnili ani neztucastni
praci na predlozenych soutéZnich navrzich, a nezavisli
¢lenové soutézni poroty navic prohlasili, Ze nejsou zavisli na
vyhlaSovateli soutéze.

Cestna prohlaseni jsou pFilohou &islo A3 tohoto protokolu.

15:00 Porota byla seznamena s protokolem o prezkouseni
soutéznich navrh.

15:10 Porota pristoupila k diskusi a hlasovani o navrzich,
u kterych byly konstatovany pripominky k formalnim
pochybenim.

* VsSech dvacet navrhi je prijato do dal$iho hodnoceni
(hlasovani en bloc)
Hlasovani: Pro:7 Proti: 0 Zdrzel se: O

3.5. Evaluation meeting of the jury

MEETING MINUTES

First day of the evaluation meeting of the jury of
Architectural Urban Design Competition “Dukla of Sports”
held on Friday 8% July 2016 from 14.30 to 18.30 o’clock in
Hudebni sal/Music Hall of Pardubice City Hall at the address
Pernstynské namésti 1, 530 21 Pardubice.

Present - see the Lists of Attendance (appendix A2)

Regular involved jury members
Ing. Martin Charvat - City Mayor, Vice Chairman of the jury
Ing. Helena Dvorackovéa - City Deputy Mayor

Regular independent jury members

MArch Erik Moederscheim (NL)

Ing. arch. Jitka Ressova (CZ)

M.Arch. Sasa Begovi¢ (HR ) - Chairman of the jury
Ing. arch. Ondrej Teply (CZ)

Alternate members of the jury - involved
Mgr. Jakub Rychtecky - City Deputy Mayor for Sports
Ing. arch. Jaroslav Mensik - Pardubice City District 1 Mayor

Alternate members of the jury - independent
Ing. arch. Edita Lisecova (CZ)

Invited professional experts of the jury
Mgr. Miroslav Janovsky - project manager
Ing. Janis Vlachopulos - sport buildings designer

The evaluation meeting of the jury started at 14.30 o’clock.
The meeting is interpreted into English by Ing. Miroslav
Sykora

All the jury members, subsidiary bodies of the jury and
other persons that took part in the organization of the
competition have declared in writing that they would
perform their functions impartially, that they had taken, nor
will take, no part directly or indirectly in work on any of the
competition entries. The independent members of the jury
have furthermore declared that they

are independent on the announcer of the competition.
Statutory declarations create the Appendix A3 of this
Protocol.

15:00 The jury was presented with the protocol of
examination of the competition proposal.

15:10 The jury discussed those proposals that showed formal
mistakes.

e All 20 proposals have been accepted for the following
evaluation procedure (voting en bloc))
Voting: For: 7 Against: 0 Abstained: O

Pardubice
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15:15-16:00 Samostudium névrh

16:00 - 17:30Podrobny vyklad znalcl k soutéznim navrham
17:30-17:45 Spole€na diskuse nad vSemi navrhy a zahéajeni
hlasovani o jejich dalSim postupu v soutézi.

Porotci i ndhradnici poroty vybiraji znacenim barevnymi
lepicimi listky (minimalné 5ks) navrhy, které doporucuji pro
postup do dal$iho hodnoceni -

18:00 vysledek hlasovani barevnymi listky:

®* néavrh &. 8 byl oznacen 9x

® néavrhy ¢. 17 a 1 byly oznaceny 8x

®* néavrh &. 15 byl oznacen 6x

®* néavrhy ¢. 16 a 13 byly oznaceny 4x

®* néavrhy¢. 18 a 9 byly oznaceny 3x

®* néavrhy¢. 2,3,4,5,6,7,10, 11,12, 14,19, 20 nebyly
oznaceny zadnym listkem

18:18 Porota hlasuje o postupu jednotlivych nejvyse

hodnocenych prodiskutovanych navrhd dale v soutézi.

* Navrhy €. 1, 8, 15, 17 postupuji do dalSiho hodnoceni
Hlasovani:Pro: 7 Proti: 0 Zdrzel se: O

Déle je hlasovano o néavrzich, které obdrzely pouze Ctyfi

nebo tfi hlasy/listecky

® Navrh €. 13 postupuje do dalSiho hodnoceni
Hlasovani: Pro: 5 Proti: 2 Zdrzel se: 0

* Navrh &. 16 postupuje do dal§iho hodnoceni
Hlasovani: Pro: 5 Proti: 2 Zdrzel se: 0

* Navrh &. 9 postupuje do dal§iho hodnoceni
Hlasovani: Pro: 2 Proti: 5 Zdrzel se: 0

* Navrh ¢&. 18 postupuje do dalSiho hodnoceni
Hlasovani: Pro: 0 Proti: 7 Zdrzel se: 0

Do dal$iho hodnoceni postupuji navrhy €. 1, 8, 13, 15, 16, 17.

* Hlasovani en bloc na navrh predsedy poroty, 7e navrhy
€.2,3,4,5,6,7,9,10, 11,12, 14, 18, 19, 20 nepostupuji v

soutézi dale.
Hlasovani: Pro:7 Proti: 0 Zdrzel se: 0

18:30 ukonceni prvniho dne jednéani poroty.

15:15-16:00 Individual studying of the proposals

16:00 - 17:30 Presentation detailed in depth of the
competition proposals

17:30-17:45 Common discussion on all the proposals and
voting on their further staying in the competition procedure.
Both regular and alternate members of the jury make their
choice through the marking the proposal by colourful
stickers (minimum 5 pieces) to the proposal recommended
for the further action/procedure.

18:00 the result of voting through the colourful stickers
Proposal No. 8 was marked 9 times

Proposals No. 17 and No. 1 were marked 8 times

Proposal No. 15 was marked 6 times

Proposals No. 16 an No. 13 were marked 4 times

Proposals No. 18 an No. 9 were marked 3 times

Proposals No. 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7,10, 11, 12, 14, 19, 20 were marked
with no one sticker

18:18 the jury votes for the procedure/action of best
evaluated discussed proposals.
®* Proposals No. 1, 8, 15, 17 go on for the following
evaluation procedure
Voting:  For:7 Against: 0 Abstained: O

As the next voting on proposals with four or three stickers/
votes follows
®* Proposal No. 13 goes on for the following evaluation

procedure
Voting:  For: 5 Against: 2 Abstained: O

®* Proposal No. 16 goes on for the following evaluation

procedure
Voting:  For: 5 Against: 2 Abstained: O

®* Proposal No. 9 goes on for the following evaluation

procedure
Voting:  For: 2 Against: 5 Abstained: 0

®* Proposal No. 18 goes on for the following evaluation

procedure
Voting: For: 0 Against: 7 Abstained: O

Proposals No. 1, 8, 13, 15, 16, 17 go on the following
evaluation procedure.

* Voting en bloc according to the suggestion of the jury
chairman on the decision, that the proposals No. 2,
3,4,5,6,7 910,11, 12, 14, 18, 19, 20 do not go on the
following evaluation procedure.

Voting: For: 7 Against: 0 Abstained: O

18:30 conclusion of the first day of evaluation jury meeting.

Pardubice
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ZAPIS

z druhého dne hodnoticiho zasedani poroty Architektonicko
- urbanisticka souté7 o navrh ,DUKLA SPORTOVNI *,
konaného v sobotu dne 9. 7. 2016 od 09:00 hod. do 13:00
hod., v Hudebnim sale pardubické radnice Pernstynské
namésti 1, 530 21 Pardubice

Pritomni - viz prezencni listina (pFiloha A2).

Radni ¢lenové poroty zavisli

Ing. Martin Charvéat - priméator mésta,
mistopredseda poroty

Ing. Helena Dvorackova - naméstkyné primatora

Radni ¢lenové poroty nezavisli

MArch Erik Moederscheim (NL)

Ing. arch. Jitka Ressova (CZ)

M.Arch. Sasa Begovi¢ (HR ) - pfedseda poroty
Ing. arch. Ondrej Teply (CZ)

N&hradnici poroty zavisli

Mgr. Jakub Rychtecky - naméstek primatora pro sport
Ing. arch. Jaroslav Mensik - starosta Méstského obvodu
Pardubice |

N&hradnici poroty nezavisli
Ing. arch. Edita Lisecové (CZ)

PFizvani odborni znalci
Mgr. Miroslav Janovsky — manazer projektu

Hodnotici jednani soutéini poroty bylo zahajeno v 09:00
hod.
Jednani tlumoc¢i do angli¢tiny Ing. Miroslav Sykora

Hlasuji:

Ing. Martin Charvat - mistopredseda poroty
Ing. Helena Dvorackova

Ing. arch. Jaroslav Men§ik

MArch Erik Moederscheim

Ing. arch. Jitka Ressovéa

M.Arch. Saa Begovi¢ - predseda poroty
Ing. arch. Ondrej Teply

9:00-10:10 Samostudium navrha €. 1, 8, 13, 15, 16, 17, které
byly prijaty do dal$iho hodnoceni

10:10 Diskuze nad navrhy €. 13, 16 a nasledné hlasovani o
jejich dal$im postupu v soutézi

* Navrh &. 16 postupuje do dal§iho hodnoceni
Hlasovani: Pro: 5 Proti: 2 Zdrzel se: 0

MEETING MINUTES

Second day of the evaluation meeting of the jury of
Architectural Urban Design Competition “Dukla of Sports”
held on Saturday 9t July 2016 from 9.00 to 13.00 o’clock in
Hudebni sal/Music Hall of Pardubice City Hall at the address
Pernstynské namésti 1, 530 21 Pardubice.

Present - see the Lists of Attendance (appendix A2)

Regular involved jury members
Ing. Martin Charvat - City Mayor, Vice Chairman of the jury
Ing. Helena Dvorackovéa - City Deputy Mayor

Regular independent jury members

MArch Erik Moederscheim (NL)

Ing. arch. Jitka Ressova (CZ)

M.Arch. Sasa Begovi¢ (HR ) - Chairman of the jury
Ing. arch. Ondrej Teply (CZ)

Alternate members of the jury - involved
Mgr. Jakub Rychtecky - City Deputy Mayor for Sports
Ing. arch. Jaroslav Mensik - Pardubice City District 1 Mayor

Alternate members of the jury - independent
Ing. arch. Edita Lisecovéa (CZ)

Invited professional experts of the jury
Mgr. Miroslav Janovsky - project manager

Hodnotici jednani soutézni poroty bylo zahajeno v 09:00
hod.

The evaluation meeting of the jury started at 9.00 o’clock.
The meeting is interpreted into English by Ing. Miroslav
Sykora

Voting jury members:

Ing. Martin Charvat - Vice Chairman of the jury
Ing. Helena Dvorackova

Ing. arch. Jaroslav Mensik

MArch Erik Moederscheim

Ing. arch. Jitka Ressovéa

M.Arch. Sasa Begovi¢ - Chairman of the jury
Ing. arch. Ondrej Teply

9:00-10:10 Individual studying of the proposals No. 1, 8,
13, 15, 16, 17 which were accepted for further evaluation
procedure

10:10 Discussion on the proposals 13, 16 and the following
voting on their further proceeding in the competition

®* Proposal No. 16 goes on for the following evaluation

procedure
Voting:  For: 5 Against: 2 Abstained: O

PROTOKOL O PRUBEHU SOUTEZE
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* Navrh &. 13 postupuje do dal§iho hodnoceni
Hlasovani: Pro: 2 Proti: 5 Zdrzel se: 0

* Navrh ¢&. 1 postupuje do dalSiho hodnoceni
Hlasovani: Pro:7 Proti: 0 Zdrzel se: O

* Navrh ¢&. 8 postupuje do dalSiho hodnoceni
Hlasovani: Pro: 7 Proti: 0 Zdrzel se: O

* Navrh &. 15 postupuje do dalSiho hodnhoceni
Hlasovani: Pro: 7 Proti: 0 Zdrzel se: O

®* Navrh &. 17 postupuje do dalSiho hodnoceni
Hlasovani: Pro: 7 Proti: 0 Zdrzel se: O

10:25-13:00 formulace doporuceni k dopracovani
jednotlivych navrhli v druhém kole a zpresnéni pozZadavkd

na odevzdani (formalni i obsahové) - soucast vyzvy k tcastiv
druhém kole.

13:00 ukonceni druhého dne jednani poroty.

3.6. Vyzva k ucasti ve druhém kole soutéze

Vybrani Gc€astnici, ktefi odevzdali navrhy €. 1, 8, 15, 16, 17 byli
vyzvani zastupcem vyhlasSovatele - advokatem zavazanym k
mlcenlivosti - k UCasti ve druhém kole soutéze rozeslanim
dopisu a e-mailu dne 22. 7. 2016. Jejich doruceni bylo
zastupci vyhlasovatele potvrzeno.

Vyzvy soutézicim pro ucast ve druhém kole soutéze
zajist'oval zastupce vyhlaSovatele dle odst. 13.5 soutéZnich
podminek:

Zastupce vyhlasovatele:
JUDr. Blanka Simkova,
advokatni kancelar
Masarykovo nam. 1484
530 02 Pardubice
info@aksimkova.cz

Vyzvy soutézicim pro ucast ve druhém kole soutéze jsou
prilohou tohoto protokolu A5.

®* Proposal No. 13 goes on for the following evaluation

procedure
Voting: For: 2 Against: 5 Abstained: O

®* Proposal No. 1goes on for the following evaluation

procedure
Voting: For:7 Against: 0 Abstained: O

®* Proposal No. 8 goes on for the following evaluation

procedure
Voting:  For:7 Against: 0 Abstained: O

®* Proposal No. 15 goes on for the following evaluation

procedure
Voting:  For:7 Against: 0 Abstained: O

®* Proposal No. 17 goes on for the following evaluation
Voting:  For:7 Against: 0 Abstained: O

10:25-13:00 recommendation for the adjustment and
finishing of the proposals in the second round of the
competition and precision of the requirements for the
second round of the competition submissions (both the
formal and regarding contents) - included in the call for the
second round .

13:00 conclusion of the second day of evaluation jury
meeting

3.6. Invitation of Participation in the 2%¢ Round

The selected participants that submitted the proposals

No. 1, 8, 15, 16, 17 were invited by the representative of the
announcer - lawyer bound by an obligation of secrecy -

to participate in the second round by a letter and e-mail

on 22" July 2016. Their delivery was confirmed to the
representative of the announcer.

The Invitation Letters for the Participation in the 2" round
were ensured by the representative of the announcer based
on the article 13.5 of the competition conditions:

Representative of the Announcer:
JUDr. Blanka Simkova

Soliciter’s Office

Masarykovo nam. 1484

530 02 Pardubice
info@aksimkova.cz

The Invitation Letters for the Participation in the 2"¢round
create the Appendix A5 of this Protocol.
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4. SOUTEZ - 2. kolo

4.1. Zodpovidani dotazll ve druhém kole

VSechny dotazy ucastnikd soutéze ve druhém kole

soutéze a odpovédi vyhlaSovatele na tyto dotazy byly
zvefejnény na webovych strankach soutéze http://
www.pardubice.eu/projekty/architektonicke-projekty/
dukla-sportovni-dukla-of-sports/ceska-verze/otazky-a-
odpovedi/ respektivehttp://www.pardubice.eu/projekty/
architektonicke-projekty/dukla-sportovni-dukla-of-sports/
english-version/questions-and-answers/

Otazky a odpovédi jsou prilohou ¢islo A6 tohoto protokolu.

4.2. Prevzeti soutéZznich navrhi

Celkem bylo do podatelny Magistratu mésta Pardubic
doruceno vSech 5 soutéznich navrhd v radném terminu
dne 7. 10. 2016. V8ech 5 soutéznich navrh si prevzal
prezku$ovatel soutéznich navrha.

4.3. Prezkouseni soutéZnich navrhi 2. kolo

Prezku$ovatel soutéznich navrhd v souladu s § 9 odst. 3
pism. c) soutéZniho Fadu Ceské komory architektti ovéFil, zda
soutéini navrhy pro Il. kolo soutéze spliuji obsah a formu
stanovené soutéznimi podminkami, respektive Vyzvou pro
podani navrh( pro Il. kolo. Zavéry posouzeni jsou uvedeny

v Protokolu o prezkou$eni soutéznich navrha pro Il. kolo
soutéze, nize.

PROTOKOL O PREZKOUSENi SOUTEZNICH NAVRHU
Prezkouseni soutéZnich navrhd probéhlo dne 12. 10. 2016 od
13:00 do 15:00 hodin.

Pritomni:

Ing. arch. Stépan Vacik - pFezku$ovatel

Ing. arch. Pavla Pannova - sekretar soutéze

PrezkuSovatel soutéznich navrhi pro Il. kolo soutéze v
protokolu konstatoval u jednotlivych soutéZznich navrha
nasledujici:

* KsoutéZnimu navrhu &.1: soutézni ndvrh obsahuje
vSechny povinné pfilohy, spliiuje vSechny formalni
nalezitosti dle soutéZnich podminek bez pfipominek, ;

* KsoutéZnimu navrhu ¢.2: soutézni ndvrh obsahuje
viechny povinné pfilohy, v portfoliu mé presentovany
pUdorysy v jinych méfritkach nez bylo pozadovano;

4. COMPETITION - 2" ROUND

4.1. Questions and answers

All the questions of competition participants and the
answers of the announcer for the mentioned questions were
published at the competition website
http://www.pardubice.eu/projekty/architektonicke-
projekty/dukla-sportovni-dukla-of-sports/ceska-verze/
otazky-a-odpovedi/

and http://www.pardubice.eu/projekty/architektonicke-
projekty/dukla-sportovni-dukla-of-sports/english-version/
guestions-and-answers/

Questions and answers create the Appendix A6 of this
Protocol.

4.2. Submission of the Proposals

5 competition proposals were submitted in total to the filing
office of the Municipality of Pardubice before deadline 7t
October 2016. The Inspector took over all 5 competition
proposals..

4.3. Examination of the competition proposals 2™ round
The Examiner in accordance with article 9 par. 3 let. c)

of the Competition Regulations of the Czech Chamber of
Architects, examined whether the competition proposals
met the content and formal requirements set by the
competition conditions. The results of the examination are
listed in the Examination Protocol, see below.

PROTOCOL ON THE EXAMINATION OF THE COMPETITION
PROPOSALS
The examination of the competition proposals was held on
12t October 2016 from 13.00 to 15.00 oclock.
Present:

Ing.arch. $t&pan Vacik - inspector of competition
designs, examiner

Ing.arch. Pavla Pannova - competition secretary

The Examiner of the competition proposals in the 2" round
stated in the Examination Protocol the following:

®* Regarding the Proposal No.: 1: with no comments:
the competition proposal is complete with all the
compulsory enclosures;

® Regarding the Proposal No.: 2: the competition proposal
is complete with all the compulsory enclosures, it has
got the lay out presented in portfolio in different scales
than it was requested;

Pardubice
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* KsoutéZnimu navrhu €.3: soutézni ndvrh obsahuje
viechny povinné pfilohy, spliiuje vSechny formalni
néalezitosti dle soutéinich podminek, bez pfipominek;

* KsoutéZnimu navrhu ¢.4: soutézni navrh obsahuje
vSechny povinné pfilohy, spliiuje vSechny formalni
néalezitosti dle soutéinich podminek, bez pfipominek;

* KsoutéZnimu navrhu €.5: soutéini ndvrh obsahuje
vSechny povinné pfilohy, spliiuje vSechny formalni
néalezitosti dle soutéinich podminek, bez pfipominek;

Precislovani poradi soutéznich navrhi prezkusovatelem -s
touto tabulkou nebyli porotci v ramci zachovani a zvyseni
anonymity jednotlivych navrhi pfi posuzovani seznameni.

Poradi navrhu pfi pFijeti v podatelné Poradova ¢isla navrhi pridélené pri

prezkouseni

W =Bl DN
AW |IN|=

4.4. Posouzeni prizvanymi znalci

Porota se souhlasem vyhlaSovatele pFizvala k posouzeni
navrhl odborné znalce: Mgr. Miroslava Janovského (manazer
projektu) a Ing. Janise Vlachopulose (specialista, projektant
sportovnich staveb) a PaedDr. Libora Varhanika (pfedseda
CAS - Ceského atletického svazu).

4.5. Hodnotici zasedani poroty ve druhém kole

ZAPIS

z prvniho dne hodnoticiho zasedani poroty Architektonicko-
urbanistické soutéZe o navrh ,DUKLA SPORTOVNI™ pro .
kolo soutéze, konaného v patek dne 21. 10. 2016 od 13:00
hod. do 18:30 hod., v Hudebnim sale pardubické radnice
Pernstynské namésti 1, 530 21 Pardubice

Pritomni - viz prezencni listina (pFiloha A2).

Radni ¢lenové poroty zavisli
Ing. Helena Dvorackova - naméstkyné primatora
Ing. arch. Ale$ Klose, zastupitel mésta Pardubice

Radni ¢lenové poroty nezavisli

MArch Erik Moederscheim (NL)

Ing. arch. Jitka Ressova (CZ)

M.Arch. Sasa Begovi¢ (HR ) - pfedseda poroty
Ing. arch. Ondrej Teply (CZ)

N&hradnici poroty zavisli

Mgr. Jakub Rychtecky - naméstek primatora pro sport
Ing. arch. Jaroslav Mensik - starosta Méstského obvodu
Pardubice |

* Regarding the Proposal No.: 3: with no comments:
the competition proposal is complete with all the
compulsory enclosures;

* Regarding the Proposal No.: 4: with no comments:
the competition proposal is complete with all the
compulsory enclosures;

®* Regarding the Proposal No.: 5: with no comments:
the competition proposal is complete with all the
compulsory enclosures;

Renumbering of the Proposals by the Examiner - the jury
was not acquainted with this table of renumbering so that
to keep and to improve the anonymity of the individual
proposals during evaluation procedure.

Order of proposals under the hand over at Order numbers of proposals given by the
the filing office Examiner

W =B |lOODN
AW |IN|=

4.4. Evaluation by invited experts

The jury invited with the agreement of the announcer

to the evaluation the professional experts: Mgr. Miroslav
Janovsky (project manager) and Ing. Janis Vlachopulos
(sport buildings designer), and PaedDr. Libor Varhanik (CAS
- Czech Athletic Union Chairman).

4.5. Evaluation meeting of the jury in the 2% round of the
competition

MEETING MINUTES

First day of the evaluation meeting of the jury of
Architectural Urban Design Competition “Dukla of Sports”
for the 2" round held on Friday 215t October 2016 from 13.00
to 18.30 o’clock in Hudebni sal/Music Hall of Pardubice City
Hall at the address PernsStynské namésti 1, 530 21 Pardubice.
Present - see the Lists of Attendance (appendix A2)

Regular involved jury members
Ing. Helena Dvorackovéa - City Deputy Mayor
Ing. arch. Ale$ Klose, City of Pardubice Representative

Regular independent jury members

MArch Erik Moederscheim (NL)

Ing. arch. Jitka Ressova (CZ)

M.Arch. Sasa Begovi¢ (HR ) - Chairman of the jury
Ing. arch. Ondrej Teply (CZ)

Alternate members of the jury - involved
Mgr. Jakub Rychtecky - City Deputy Mayor for Sports
Ing. arch. Jaroslav Mensik - Pardubice City District 1 Mayor
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N&hradnici poroty nezavisli
Ing. arch. Edita Lisecova (CZ)

Prizvani odborni znalci
Mgr. Miroslav Janovsky - manazer projektu
Ing. Janis Vlachopulos - projektant sportovnich staveb

Hodnotici jednani soutézini poroty bylo zahéjeno ve
13:00hod.
Jednani tlumoci do angli¢tiny Ing. Miroslav Sykora

PrezkuSovatel a sekretar soutéze prednesli zpravu o
prezkous$eni soutéznich navrhl obdrzenych ve Il. kole:

V terminu odevzdani navrht ve Il. kole obdrzel vyhlasovatel
vSech pét soutéZnich navrhq, jejichz autofri byli dle
soutéZnich podminek a dle vysledku I. hodnoticiho zasedani
soutéini poroty vyzvani k tcasti ve Il. kole soutéze.

Vyjadreni poroty k prezkouseni soutéznich navrhi
Hlasuiji:

Ing. arch. Ale$ Klose

MArch Erik Moederscheim

Ing. arch. Jitka Ressovéa

M.Arch. Sasa Begovi¢ - predseda poroty

Ing. arch. Ondrej Teply

Ing. arch. Jaroslav Mens$ik - nahradnik

Mgr. Jakub Rychtecky - ndhradnik

Navrh ¢islo 2 obsahuje v portfoliu pddorysy jinych nez
pozadovanych méritek 1:200, porota hlasuje o umoZnéni
hodnoceni navrhu i ve Il. kole

® Navrh ¢islo 2 je prijat do dal§iho hodnoceni
Hlasovani: Pro:7 Proti: 0 Zdrzel se: O

®  Ostatni ¢tyri nadvrhy jsou formalné v poradku a jsou
prijaty do dal§iho hodnoceni
Hlasovani: Pro: 7 Proti: 0 Zdrzelse: 0

Déle prezkuSovatel a sekretar uvadéji, ze po terminu
odevzdani soutéznich navrhl v prvnim kole obdrzel
vyhlaSovatel jeden soutézni navrh, ktery nebyl doruc¢en
v poZzadovaném terminu, porota jej vyradila z radného
posuzovani.

® Navrh, ktery vyhlaSovatel neobdrzel v pozadovaném
terminu, porota vyrazuje z fd&dného posuzovani
Hlasovani: Pro:7 Proti: 0 ZdrzZel se: O

Oznémeni o vylouceni

Dle odst. 9.3.2 soutéZnich podminek bylo G¢€astniku soutéze
(névrh €. 21), jehoZ navrh byl na zékladé rozhodnuti poroty
vyfazen ze soutéZe o navrh, jelikoz nebyl dorucen v Fadném
terminu, odeslano vyhlaSovatelem ,Oznameni o vylouceni™,
které je prilohou tohoto protokolu ¢. A7.

Alternate members of the jury - independent
Ing. arch. Edita Lisecova (CZ)

Invited professional experts of the jury
Mgr. Miroslav Janovsky - project manager
Ing. Janis Vlachopulos - sport buildings designer

The evaluation meeting of the jury started at 14.30 o’clock.
The meeting is interpreted into English by Ing. Miroslav
Sykora

The Examiner and the secretary of the competition
presented the report on the examination of the proposals
accepted in the 2" round.

Within the deadline of 2" round submissions the announcer
received all five proposals, whose authors had been invited
based on the competition conditions and according to the
result of the 1*t round of competition to participate in the 2"
round of competition.

The jury voicing regarding the competition proposals
examination

Voting:

Ing. arch. Ale$ Klose

MArch Erik Moederscheim

Ing. arch. Jitka Ressovéa

M.Arch. Sasa Begovi¢ - Chairman of the jury

Ing. arch. Ondrej Teply

Ing. arch. Jaroslav Mensik - nahradnik

Mgr. Jakub Rychtecky - ndhradnik

Proposal No.: 2: it has got the layouts presented in portfolio
in different scales than how it was requested 1:200, the jury
votes for enabling evaluation of the proposal in 2" round

®* Proposal No.2 is accepted for the following evaluation
procedure
Voting: For:7 Against: 0 Abstained: O

®  Further four proposals are formally in order and they
are accepted for the following evaluation procedure
Voting: For: 7 Against: 0 Abstained: O

Further on the Inspector and the Secretary mention that
after the deadline for 1t round the announcer received

one competition proposal, which is not delivered within

requested date and it was excluded by the jury from the

regular evaluation procedure.

®* The proposal which was not obtained within the
requested deadline by the announcer was excluded by
the jury from the following evaluation procedure
Voting:  For:7 Against: 0 Abstained: O

Announcement on the Exclusion from the Competition

In accordance to the article 9.3.2. of the Competition
Conditions "Announcement on the Exclusion” has been
sent to the competition participant (Proposal No.21), whose

Pardubice
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Déle prezkuSovatel a sekretar uvadéji, ze pét soutéznich
navrhd bylo chybné (i kdyz v poZzadovaném terminu pro I.
kolo soutéze) doru¢eno na nespravnou dorucovaci adresu

a tedy nebylo v mozZnostech vyhlaSovatele soutézni nadvrhy
zahrnout do hodnoceni, nebot’ o nich nebylo vyhlaovateli
nic zndmo. Pochybeni je na strané dorucovaci spolecnosti,
ktera za chybu prevzala zodpovédnost, a poSkozeni ucastnici
s ni budou resit své naroky.

13:30 se soutézni porota dle pokynu predsedy odebrala k
samostudiu péti soutéznich navrhu, které postoupily do Il.
kola soutéze.

14:45 prisla do hodnoticiho zasedani radna porotkyné Ing.
Helena Dvorackova, nadhradnik Jaroslav Mensik jiz nehlasuje.
Samostudium soutéznich navrhi pro Il. kolo soutéze

bylo ukonceno a byly prezentovany odborné komentare
prizvanych expertd k soutéZnim navrhim pro druhé kolo
spolu s diskuzi k jednotlivym navrhiim s tvodnim shrnutim
manaZera projektu ke kazdému navrh.

14:48 Diskuze nad navrhem ¢. 1

15:15 Diskuze nad névrhem €. 2

15:31 Diskuze nad navrhem €. 3

15:42 Diskuze nad navrhem €. 4

15:52 Diskuze nad navrhem €. 5

16:18 -16:40 prestavka

Predseda poroty navrhuje systém hlasovani, kdy se vyberou
navrhy postupujici do uzsiho vybéru, poté se predbéziné
udéli 1.-3. misto - druhy den hodnoticiho zasedani se tento

stav potvrdi.

* Schvaleni dalSiho postupu hodnoceni
Hlasovani: Pro:7 Proti: 0 ZdrZel se: 0

Porotci i ndhradnici poroty vybiraji zna¢enim barevnymi
lepicimi listky (maximalné 3 ks) navrhy, které doporucuji pro
postup do daldiho hodnoceni

proposal was based on the jury decision excluded from the
design competition, as it was not delivered in the requested
time. The Announcement creates the Appendix A7 of this
protocol.

Further on the Inspector and the Secretary mention,

that there were five competition proposals, which were
incorrectly, faulty (even though within the requested
deadline for 1st round) delivered on the wrong delivery
address and therefore the announcer cannot include

those proposals into the evaluation process because the
announcer knows nothing about them at all. Misconduct is
completely on the side of the delivery company, which took
responsibility for the mistake, and participants suffering the
damage will solve their demands with the company.

13:30 the jury based on the instruction of the chairman got
to the individual exploration of five competition proposals,
which advanced to 2" round

14:45 Ing. Helena Dvorackova, regular jury member came
into the meeting, the alternate jury member Ing.arch.
Jaroslav Mensik does not vote any more.

Individual exploration of the proposals for 2" round of the
competition was concluded and the professional expert
commentaries were presented regarding the competition
proposals of 2" round together with discussion concerning
the proposals with the initial summary for each individual
proposal given by the project manager.

14:48 Discussion on Proposal No. 1

15:15 Discussion on Proposal No. 2

15:31 Discussion on Proposal No. 3

15:42 Discussion on Proposal No. 4

15:52 Discussion on Proposal No. 5

16:18 -16:40 break

Jury chairman proposes a system of voting when proposals
for advancing to be shortlisted are selected and after that
preliminary awards from 1st to 3rd place are awarded - and
on the second day of the evaluation meeting the preliminary

decision is confirmed.

* Following evaluation procedure approval
Voting:  For:7 Against: 0 Abstained: O

The both regular and alternate jury members are choosing
the proposals through the colourful stickers (maximum 3
pieces), which they recommend for further movement in
evaluation procedure

Pardubice
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16:47 vysledek hlasovani barevnymi listky:

®* néavrh ¢. 1byl oznacen 7x

®* néavrh &. 2 byl oznacen 6x

®* néavrh ¢. 3 byl oznacen 1x

®* néavrh &. 4 nebyl oznaden Zadnym listkem
®* néavrh &. 5 byl oznacen 5x

16:50 Hlasovani o dal$im postupu v soutézi jednotlivych
navrhad

* Navrh ¢&. 1 postupuje do dalSiho hodnoceni
Hlasovani: Pro:7 Proti: 0 ZdrZel se: 0

* Navrh ¢&. 2 postupuje do dal§iho hodnoceni
Hlasovani: Pro:7 Proti: 0 ZdrZel se: 0

* Navrh &. 3 postupuje do dal§iho hodnoceni
Hlasovani: Pro:1 Proti: 6 ZdrZel se: 0

* Navrh ¢&. 4 postupuje do dalSiho hodnoceni
Hlasovani: Pro: O Proti: 7 ZdrZel se: 0

* Navrh &. 5 postupuje do dal§iho hodnoceni
Hlasovani: Pro: 5 Proti: 2 ZdrZel se: 0

16:54 Hlasovani o stabilizaci 1. mista na zakladé predchozi
diskuze
®* Navrh €. 1ziskd 1. cenu

Hlasovani: Pro:7 Proti: 0 ZdrZel se: 0

16:55 Debata ohledné 2 a 3 mista z hlediska fazovani,
investicnich narokl a méritka stavby ve vztahu k okolni
zastavbeé.

16:58 Predbéziné hlasovani o udéleni 3. mista na zakladé
predchozi diskuze
®* Navrh €. 5 ziskd 3. cenu

Hlasovani: Pro: 4 Proti: 3 ZdrZielse: 0

* Navrh ¢&. 2 ziskd 3. cenu
Hlasovani: Pro: 3 Proti: 4 ZdrZel se: 0

17:00 Diskuze nad navrhy ¢.2 a5

17:19 Predbézné hlasovani o udéleni 2. mista na zakladé
predchozi diskuze

* Navrh &. 5 ziskd 2. cenu
Hlasovani: Pro: 2 Proti: 5 ZdrZel se: 0

* Navrh ¢&. 2 ziskd 2. cenu
Hlasovani: Pro: 5 Proti: 2 ZdrZel se: 0

17:20 Prfedseda poroty ukoncuje diskuzi nad navrhy €. 1, 2 a
5, které jsou predbézné navrzeny na nékterou z cen a dava
hlasovat o navrzich ¢. 3a 4

16:47 Result of voting through colourful stickers
Proposal No. 1 was marked 7 times

Proposal No. 2 was marked 6 times

Proposal No. 3 was marked once

Proposal No. 4 was not marked at all

Proposal No. 5 was marked 5 times

16:50 Voting on further moving of the proposals in the
competition

®* Proposal No. 1goes on for the following evaluation

procedure
Voting:

For:7 Against: 0 Abstained: 0

* Proposal No. 2 goes on for the following evaluation
Voting:  For:7 Against: 0 Abstained: O

* Proposal No. 3 goes on for the following evaluation
Voting:  For:1 Against: 6 Abstained: O

* Proposal No. 4 goes on for the following evaluation

procedure
Voting:

For: 0 Against: 7 Abstained: 0

®* Proposal No.5 goes on for the following evaluation

procedure
Voting:

For: 5 Against: 2 Abstained: O
16:54 Voting on fixing the 1st prize based on previous
discussions
®* Proposal No.1 will be awarded 1st prize

Voting:  For:7 Against: 0 Abstained: O

16:55 Debate regarding 2"¥and 3" place from point of
view of phasing, investment costs and the scale of the
construction related to the surrounding buildings

16:58 Preliminary voting on 3™ prize to be awarded based
on previous discussion

®* Proposal No.5 will be awarded 3rd prize

Voting: For: 4 Against: 3 Abstained: O

* Proposal No.2 will be awarded 3rd prize
Voting:  For: 3 Against: 4 Abstained: O

17:00 Discussion regarding proposals No. 2and 5

17:19  Preliminary voting on 2nd prize to be awarded base
on previous discussion

®* Proposal No.5 will be awarded 2nd prize
Voting:  For: 2 Against: 5 Abstained: O

®* Proposal No.2 will be awarded 2nd prize

Voting:  For: 5 Against: 2 Abstained: O
17:20 Chairman of the jury concludes the debate over
proposals No. 1, 2 and 5, which are tentatively proposed
for some of prizes to be awarded and he gives voting on
proposals No. 3 and 4

d
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17:22 Hlasovani o udéleni cen navrhiim ¢. 3 a 4

* Navrh ¢&. 3 ziskd nékterou z cen
Hlasovani: Pro: O Proti: 7 ZdrZel se: 0

* Navrh ¢&. 4 ziska nékterou z cen
Hlasovani: Pro: O Proti: 7 ZdrZel se: 0

17:24-18:30 Porotci udéluji pisemné hodnoceni viem péti
navrham.

18:30 Ukonc&eni prvniho dne jednéani poroty.

ZAPIS

z druhého dne hodnoticiho zasedani poroty
Architektonicko-urbanistické soutéze o navrh ,DUKLA
SPORTOVNI™ pro II. kolo soutée, konaného v sobotu dne
22.10. 2016 od 09:00 hod. do 13:00 hod., v Hudebnim sale
pardubické radnice Pernstynské namésti 1, 530 21 Pardubice
PFitomni - viz prezencni listina (pFiloha A2)

Radni ¢lenové poroty zavisli
Ing. Helena Dvorackova - naméstkyné primatora
Ing. arch. Ale$ Klose, zastupitel mésta Pardubice

Radni ¢lenové poroty nezavisli

MArch Erik Moederscheim (NL)

Ing. arch. Jitka Ressova (CZ)

M.Arch. Sasa Begovi¢ (HR ) - pfedseda poroty
Ing. arch. Ondrej Teply (CZ)

N&hradnici poroty zavisli
Mgr. Jakub Rychtecky - naméstek primatora pro sport

N&hradnici poroty nezavisli
Ing. arch. Edita Lisecové (CZ)

PFizvani odborni znalci
Mgr. Miroslav Janovsky — manazer projektu
Ing. Janis Vlachopulos - projektant sportovnich staveb

Hodnotici jednani soutéini poroty bylo zahajeno v 9:00hod.
Jednani tlumoci do angli¢tiny Ing. Miroslav Sykora

9:20 Porota se vénovala podrobnému provéreni trfi navrha
(€. 1, 2 a 5) navrzenych na ocenéni, zejména porovnani v
navrzich uvedenych investi¢nich naklad.

Rekapitulace ranni prace poroty - manazer projektu
M.Janovsky - porovnani naklad

17:22 Voting on prize to be awarded to the proposal No. 3
and 4

®* Proposal No.3 will be awarded any prize
Voting:  For: 0 Against: 7 Abstained: O

®* Proposal No.4 will be awarded any prize
Voting:  For: 0 Against: 7 Abstained: O

17:24-18:30Jury members evaluate in writing all five
proposals.

18:30 conclusion of the first day of evaluation jury meeting.

MEETING MINUTES

Second day of the evaluation meeting of the jury of
Architectural Urban Design Competition “Dukla of Sports” in
the 2" round held on Saturday 22" October 2016 from 9.00
to 13.00 o’clock in Hudebni sal/Music Hall of Pardubice City
Hall at the address PernsStynské namésti 1, 530 21 Pardubice.
Present - see the Lists of Attendance (appendix A2)

RRegular involved jury members
Ing. Helena Dvorackovéa - City Deputy Mayor
Ing. arch. Ale$ Klose, City of Pardubice Representative

Regular independent jury members

MArch Erik Moederscheim (NL)

Ing. arch. Jitka Ressova (CZ)

M.Arch. Sasa Begovi¢ (HR ) - Chairman of the jury
Ing. arch. Ondrej Teply (CZ)

Alternate members of the jury - involved
Mgr. Jakub Rychtecky - City Deputy Mayor for Sports
Ing. arch. Jaroslav Mensik - Pardubice City District 1 Mayor

Alternate members of the jury - independent
Ing. arch. Edita Lisecova (CZ)

Invited professional experts of the jury
Mgr. Miroslav Janovsky - project manager
Ing. Janis Vlachopulos - sport buildings designer

The evaluation meeting of the jury started at 9.00 o’clock.
The meeting is interpreted into English by Ing. Miroslav
Sykora

9:20 The jury gave a detailed examination of the three
proposals (No. 1, 2 and 5) recommended for the award,
especially regarding to investment costs listed in the
proposalas.

Recap early work of the jury - project manager M.Janovsky -
cost comparison
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9:30 Diskuze nad navrhem ¢&. 5. Zavér diskuze: Navrh €. 5
vyvolavan nejvice polemiky z hlediska etapizace, funk&nosti
a zejména z hlediska naro¢nosti investi¢nich naklada.
Porota shledéavé tento projekt jako architektonicky a
urbanisticky vysoce kvalitni, ale dochéazi k zavéru, Ze jej
nemuze doporucit vyhlasovateli k realizaci, nebot’ by jej tim
prilis§ financné zatiZila. Na zadkladé tohoto zavéru navrhuje
predseda poroty hlasovat o udéleni pouze 1. a 2. ceny.

9:45 Hlasovani o jiném rozdéleni cen - tedy o udéleni
pouze 1. a 2. ceny

®* Porota udéli pouze 1.a 2. cenu
Hlasovani: Pro:7 Proti: 0 ZdrZel se: 0

9:47 Hlasovani o potvrzeni pfedbézného rozhodnuti o
udéleni 1. a 2. ceny
®* Navrh €. 1ziskd 1. cenu
Hlasovani: Pro:7 Proti: 0 ZdrZelse: 0
®* Navrh €. 2 ziskad 2. cenu
Hlasovani: Pro:7 Proti: 0 ZdrZelse: 0

9:51 Hlasovani o udéleni mimoradné odmény (100 000 K¢)

navrhu ¢. 5:

®* Navrh €. 5 ziskd mimoraddnou odménu 100 000 K¢&
Hlasovani: Pro: 6 Proti:1 ZdrZelse: 0

Zavér jednani poroty:

1. cena ve vysi 900.000,- K¢é
se udéluje soutéZnimu navrhu é. 1

2. cenave vysi 600.000,- K&
se udéluje soutéZnimu navrhu é. 2

Nahrada vyloh spojenych s ticasti v Il. kole soutéZe ve vysi
150.000,- Ké a mimoradna odména ve vysi 100.000,- K¢ se

udéluje soutéZnimu navrhu é. 5

Nahrada vyloh spojenych s ticasti v Il. kole soutéZe ve vysi
150.000,- K& se udéluje soutéZnimu navrhu ¢&. 3:

Nahrada vyloh spojenych s ticasti v Il. kole soutéZe ve vysi
150.000,- K& se udéluje soutéZnimu navrhu ¢. 4:

9:30 Discussion of proposal No. 5; Conclusion Discussion:
Proposal No. 5 is inducing the most controversy in terms

of phasing, functionality and performance particularly in
terms of investment costs. The jury finds the project with
regards to architecture and urban plan with high quality, but
concludes that it cannot be recommended to the announcer
to be realized, as it would be a huge financial burden. On
that basis the Chairman proposed to vote to award only the
1stand 2 prizes.

9:45 Voting on different distribution/allocation of prizes -
that means only 1st and 2nd prize to be awarded

®* The jury will award only 15t and 2™ prize
Voting:  For: 7 Against: 0 Abstained: 0

9:47 Voting on confirmation of preliminary decision to
award 1st and 2nd prize
®* Proposal No.1 will be awarded 1< prize
Voting:  For: 7 Against: 0 Abstained: O
®* Proposal No.2 will be awarded 2" prize
Voting:  For: 7 Against: 0 Abstained: O

9:51 Voting on granting extraordinary reward (100,000 CZK)
for proposal no. 5:
Proposal No.5 will be awarded extraordinary reward
(100,000 CZK)

Voting: For: 6 Against: 1 Abstained: 0

Jury meeting conclusion:

15t _prize of 900.000, - CZK goes to Proposal No. 1

2" prize of 600.000, - CZK goes to Proposal No. 2

Compensation associated with participation in 2" round of
150.000,-CZK and extraordinary reward of 100.000,-CZK
go to Proposal No. 5

Compensation associated with participation in 2™ round of

150.000,-CZK goes to Proposal No. 3

Compensation associated with participation in 2" round of

150.000,-CZK goes to Proposal No. 4

Pardubice
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9:55 Predseda poroty podékoval vS§em porotcim a
zUCastnénym na prabéhu soutéze za skvélou praci. Sekretar
poroty upozornil vS§echny pritomné, ze jména autoru

jsou aZ do oficialniho vyhlaseni vysledkd divérna a Ze az

do oficialniho vyhlaseni vysledkl na tiskové konferenci a
vernisazi méa kazdy, kdo se na soutézi podilel, zachovat jeji
vysledky a identitu autor( navrhi v tajnosti.

ManazZer projektu nastinil dalsi postup v soutézi: terminy
zverejnéni, vernisaze, prezentace vitéze apod.

10:00 Predseda poroty obdrzel od sekretare soutéze obalky
~Autor-ll. kolo™ oznacené Cisly 1-5, obalky otevrel a precetl
jména autor:

Navrh ¢. 4
CMC architects, a.s. - Vit Maslo, David R. Chisholm, Adriano
Ferrer Escayola

Névrh €. 3
ADR, s.r.o. - Ales§ Lapka

Navrh ¢. 5
ECHOROST ARCHITEKTI, s.r.o. - Jaroslav Hulin, Jifi Pavlicek

Néavrh €. 2
Jan Studeny, Peter Stec, Maro§ Batora, Marian Poclch

Néavrh €. 1
Atelier CMJUN / AED Project / Terra Florida - Francois
Lepeytre, Gaél Brulé

10:30 Predseda poroty obdrzel od sekretare soutéze obalky
~Autor-1. kolo™ oznacené Cisly 1-20, obalky otevrel a precetl
jména autorl - viz nize.

12:15 Predseda poroty se souhlasem vSech porotcu ulozil
sekretari soutéze, aby v nasledujicich dnech vSechny tdaje
zpracoval a dokon&il protokol. Cleny poroty vyzval, aby do 7.
11. 2016 pracovali v sou€innosti s organizatorem soutéze tak,
aby se jeji vysledky mohly zvefejnit nejpozdéji 8. 11. 2016.

Dnem 7. 11. 2016 bude ukoncéena prace poroty a soutéz bude
uzaviena.

13:00 Porota ukoncila oficialni ¢ast svého jednani v ramci
soutéze

Dne 8. 11. 2016 projedna Rada mésta Pardubic Rozhodnuti o
vybéru nejvhodnéjsiho navrhu ve smyslu § 107 odst. 1zakona
€. 137/2006 Sb., o vefejnych zakazkach, v platném znéni.

9:55 Jury chairman thanked all jury members and
participants for their great job during the competition.
Jury secretary warned all present that the names of the
authors are until the official announcement of the results
confidential and that before the official announcement of
the results at a press conference and before the exhibition
opening has anyone who participated in the contest to
preserve the results and the identity of the authors of the
proposals confidential.

Project Manager outlined the next steps in the competition:
terms of publication, exhibition, presentation of proposals
by the winners, etc..

10:00 Jury chairman received from the competition
secretary envelope ,Author-Il. round ,numbered 1-5, he
opened the envelopes and read the names of the authors:

Proposal No.4
CMC architects, a.s. - Vit Maslo, David R. Chisholm, Adriano

Ferrer Escayola

Proposal No.3
ADR, s.r.o. - Ales Lapka

Proposal No. 5
ECHOROST ARCHITEKTI, s.r.o. - Jaroslav Hulin, Jifi Pavlicek

Proposal No. 2
Jan Studeny, Peter Stec, Maro§ Batora, Marian Poclch

Proposal No. 1
Atelier CMJN / AED Project / Terra Florida - Francois

Lepeytre, Gaél Brulé

10:30 Jury chairman received envelopes ,author-Il. round ,
from competition secretary numbered 1-20, he opened the
envelopes and read the names of the authors - see below.

12:15 Jury Chairman, with the consent of all the jury
members, instructed the secretary of the competition,
so that she, in the following days, compiled all data

and completed the protocol. Members of the jury were
asked to work in cooperation with the organizer of the
competition within 7t November 2016 so that its results
of the competition could be published no later than on 8"
November 2016.

Work of the jury will be terminated on 7" November 2016
and the competition will be closed.

13:00 The jury finished the official part of work in the frame
of the competition.

On 8" November 2016 Pardubice City Council will discuss
the decision on selecting the most suitable design/proposal
in accordance with § 107 par. 1 of Act no. 137/2006 Coll., On
Public Procurement, as amended.

Pardubice

PROTOKOL O PRUBEHU SOUTEZE
/ PROTOCOL ON THE COURSE OF COMPETITION

20



CCEA

HODNOCENI NAVRHU

Néavrh €. 1(vdruhém kole €. 1) - 1. cena

Vitézny navrh byl porotou od poc¢atku hodnocen kladné pro
racionalni definovani organizace areélu. V druhém kole pak
byl velice kvalitné dopracovan - autofi promysleli Iépe nejen
celkovou hmotovou koncepci sportovniho komplexu a jeho
napojeni na okoli, ale zlep3ili také ekonomi¢nost provozu.
Nejvyraznéjsi posun mezi prvnim a druhym kolem soutéze je
pak v etapizaci projektu.

Hlavni vstupni prostranstvi v centralnim bodé arealu je
dobre dimenzovanym a chytrfe poloZzenym naméstim, které
ma svou roli v kazdé fazi fungovani aredlu. Porota dale
ocenuje napad spojeni télocvicny a viceucelové sportovni
haly a kvalitni zpracovani krajinarské ¢asti navrhu.

Néavrh €. 2

Porota v navrhu ocenila pristup k rekonstrukci objektu
tribuny, nicméné vytkla nesourodost a roztristénou koncepci
sportovniho areéalu. Autori dostate¢né nepopisuji nové
navrzené objekty a jejich rozmisténim nevyuZili potencialu
mista.

Navrh €. 3

Zajimavy je pokus autort o vytvoreni podzemniho propojeni
mezi jednotlivymi objekty, které by umoznilo naprosté
otevieni aredlu. Toto feSeni nicméné neni pfili§ pohodIné
pro pési navitévniky a izolovanost blokd navic vyZaduje velké
mnozstvi pozemnich vstupnich prostoru.

Navrh €. 4

Otevreny a prlichodny areal dobre vyuziva prostory vzniklé
mezi jednotlivymi halami, ale zaroven nespojuje sportovisté
do funkénich celkd a potfebné komunikaéni nadvaznosti jsou
vedeny pouze exteriérem. Navrh rovnéz neresi dostavbu
atletické tribuny.

Navrh ¢. 5

Klady tohoto navrhu jsou dobre resena spole¢na recepce
pro atletickou, multifunkéni a gymnastickou halu a vztah
navrhu k ulici Demokratické mladeze. Na druhou stranu
autori dostatecné nevyresili napojeni na zakladni $kolu,
dostavbu atletické tribuny ani prostory pro zazemi
sportovist.

Navrh €. 6

Zpracovani navaznosti arealu na ulici Demokratické mladeze,
jeho prostupnost a béZecké stezka jsou porotou hodnoceny
kladné. Velkym problémem navrhu je v§ak demolice
soucasné basketbalové haly a jeji novostavba na jiném misté.
Poroté rovnéz schézel popis reseni pohybu sportovcl a
verejnosti v arealu.

EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

Proposal No. 1(in 2% round No. 1) - 1¢t prize

The winning proposal was appreciated by the jury just from
the beginning of evaluation process for positively defined
rational organization of the complex. In 2"¢ round it was
finalized very well - authors even better rethought not only
the total mass sports complex concept and its connection
to the surroundings, but also they improved the economics
of the operation. The most striking shift between the first
and second rounds of the competition is seen then in the
phasing of the project.

The main entrance area of the central point of the area
creates well sized and cleverly laid square, which plays a
role in every stage of development of the complex. The
jury also appreciates the idea of connection of gym and

a multipurpose sports hall and the high quality of the
landscape design.

Proposal No. 2
The jury praised the approach to the design and

reconstruction of the bleachers/stands; however, they
criticized the disparity and fragmented concept of the
sports complex. The authors do not adequately describe the
newly designed objects and they did not use potential of the
site while they laid out the newly designed structures.

Proposal No. 3
What is Interesting is the authors' attempt to create an

underground connection between objects, which would
allow completely open complex. This solution, however, is
not very convenient and comfortable for walking visitors
and isolated blocks also require a large amount of ground
entrance spaces

Proposal No. 4
Open and passable area makes good use of spaces arising

between the halls, but it does not join various sports
into functional blocks and the necessary communication
relations are conducted only in the exterior. Also the
proposal does not solve the completion of the athletic
stands.

Proposal No. 5
The pros of this proposal are in a good solution for

a common reception for athletic, gymnastic and
multifunctional hall and in a the relationship of the proposal
to the street Democratic Youth. On the other hand, the
authors neither solved adequately the connection to the
primary school nor the completion of athletic bleachers nor
sports facilities.

Pardubice
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Néavrh €. 7

Navrh je dobfe propracovan ve sméru propojeni se zakladni
Skolou, parkovacich ploch a koncepce prostor( atletické
haly. Autofi se vdak nevénovali feSeni vychodni ¢asti areélu a
pro porotu neni zcela obhajiteln4 idea rozsahlého zastreseni
celého atletického areélu.

Néavrh €. 8 (vdruhém kole €. 3) - finalista

Navrh ve velké mire pracuje s terénem a jako jeden z méla
tak vytvari krajinu, ktera zahrnuje i pochozi stfechy pro
sport a pobyt. Vstupni plaza navic vytvari prijemny verejny
prostor. Zahloubeni staveb do terénu vSak prinasi radu
problém(l - navySeni stavebnich nakladd, slozitéjsi etapizaci
vystavby a v neposledni fadé nevhodné umisténi Upolovych
sportl do prostor bez prirozeného osvétleni.

Autorim se dle nazoru poroty nepodafrilo vytvorit kompaktni
sportovni aredl, coZ je patrné napriklad v odtrzeni
gymnastické haly a problematickém tvarovani jejiho prostoru
nebo vzniku ¢etnych zbytkovych prostora.

Navrh €. 9

Spolecny objekt atletické, multifunkéni, hazenkarské a
gymnastické haly je dle nazoru poroty provozné kvalitné
reSen. Navrh také umist'uje do arealu hotel pro sportovce.
Za negativa v8ak porota oznacila napriklad neopodstatnéné
odstranéni stavajici basketbalové haly, ¢i umisténi parkovisté
pred atletickou tribunu.

Navrh €. 10

Zamérem navrhu je vytvoreni centralni sportovni haly s
vnéjsim atletickym sportovistém. Toto Feseni je vSak vhodné
spiSe pro méstskou sportovni halu, protozZe se jedna o jediny
prostor, kde se maji sportovni aktivity stfidat a neni mozné
je provozovat soucasné.

Navrh €. 11

Autofi vyresili umisténi potrebné infrastruktury, ale vytvorili
tézko Citelny koncept bez potrebnych provoznich navaznosti
jednotlivych objektl. Jako problematické se poroté jevi

i napojeni zakladni Skoly pomoci péSich lavek a absence
centralniho vstupniho prostoru.

Navrh €. 12

Pristup autor( navrhu ke stavajicimu objektu .karantény™,
vytvoreni muzea sportu a zajimavé reseni rozsireni zakladni
Skoly je porotou hodnocen velice kladné. Jako nedostatek
v§ak porota vnima to, Ze v nadvrhu chybi basketbalova hala a
centralni vstup.

Navrh €. 13

Porota v navrhu ocenila vytvoreni fungujiciho celku
multifunkeni haly, gymnastické télocvi¢ny, upolovych
sportl, regenerace a posilovny. Toto feseni vSak vedlo ke
vzniku zbyte¢né velkého monobloku, ktery pro resenou
lokalitu neni zcela vhodny. Autofi v navrhu rovnéz zanedbali
pristavbu zakladni $koly.

Proposal No. 6
Connections in the complex with the street of the

Democratic Youth, transferability/permeability of the
complex, the jogging trail are evaluated positively by the
jury. The big problem, however, consists in demolition of
the current basketball hall and its new building at another
location. The jury also lacked a description of movement of
athletes and the public in the area.

Proposal No. 7
The proposal is well-developed in the direction of

connection with the primary school, regarding parking lots
and athletic hall spaces. The authors, however, did not deal
with the eastern part of the complex and for the jury the
idea of a large roofing of the athletic complex is not entirely
tenable.

Proposal No. 8 (in the second round No. 3) - Finalist
Proposal largely works with terrain and it is one of the

few that creates a landscape that includes walkable roofs
for sports and for rest. On top of that, the entrance plaza
creates a pleasant public space. The recess of buildings

to the ground, however, brings problems - an increase of
construction costs, complicated construction phasing and
ultimately inappropriate placement of combat sports in the
area without natural light.

The jury considered the authors to fail in creation a compact
sports complex, which seems to be evident for example in
the separation of gymnastics halls and difficult shaping of
space or creating numerous residual spaces.

Proposal No. 9
Common building of athletic, multifunctional, handball and

gymnastics halls, based on the opinion of the jury, has got
good quality of solutions. The proposal also puts hotel into
the campus for athletes. For the negatives, however, the
jury identifies for example unjustified removal of existing
basketball halls, or the location of parking in front of the
athletic grandstand.

Proposal No. 10
The idea is to create a central sport hall with exterior

athletic sport field. This solution, however, is more suitable
for city sport hall, because it is the only place where you
have sports rotating and where different sports cannot be
operated simultaneously.

Proposal No. 11
The authors solved the placement of the necessary

infrastructure, but created a concept difficult to be read
without the necessary operational continuity of individual
objects. For the jury it seems to be problematic to connect
the elementary school using pedestrian footbridges and in
the same time also the absence of a central entrance area
might be a problem.
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Néavrh €. 14

Tento névrh se vyporadal dobre se sportovni naplni a mimo
zadanych aktivit nabizi dal$i zajimavé tréninkové prvky - a to
vie spojil do jednotného funkéniho celku s centralizovanym
vstupem. Jako negativni se poroté oviem jevilo napriklad
odstranéni sportovni haly kvli bytové vystavbé nebo
nevhodné umisténi a dimenzovani parkovacich ploch.

Néavrh €. 15 (v druhém kole €. 5) - finalista, mimoradnéa
odména

Pozitivné porota hodnoti rozélenéni sportovniho arealu

na ,dva svéty" - vnitfni uréeny pro sportovce a venkovni
urceny pro verejnost -, stejné jako vytvoreni 2,5 km novych
béZeckych stezek. Prace s terénem a vytvoreni zvinéné
krajiny se sportovné-hernim vyuzitim napriklad pfi zimnim
sankovani je porotou vnimana jako jeden z nejlepSich
momentU navrhu, vedle napaditého reseni stavajici tribuny
a objektu karantény. Zapojeni §kolniho arealu do komplexu
sportovisté, zklidnéni komunikace pred stavajici budovou
Skoly a celkovou otevienost aredlu porota poklada rovnéz za
krok spravnym smérem.

Negativni strankou navrhu pak je napfiklad chybny odhad
stavebnich nakladd, vytvoreni neiimérné dlouhych chodeb v
celém komplexu a nedopracovanost fasad objektl Il. etapy.
ZastreSeni atletické haly navic porota hodnoti jako celkové
zbytecné komplikované, velmi nakladné a provozné ne zcela
vhodné Feseni.

Navrh €. 16 (v druhém kole €. 4) - finalista

Porota v navrhu ocenila snahu o vytvareni méstského
charakteru, o navazani na okolni zastavbu a praci s detaily
dlazdéni ve verejném prostoru. Pozitivné byl také hodnocen
prepracovany vstupni prostor a navrzena lezecka sténa

na ,slepé" fasddé atletické haly. Otazkou zlstal pomér
zpevnénych a nezpevnénych ploch.

Pripominky a doporuceni poroty, bohuzel, nebyly v ramci
druhého kola z velké miry brany na zretel - atleticka hala
nevyhovuje provoznim poZadavkidm a arealy pro vrhacské
sporty zustaly také podcenény. Celé zdpadni sestava hal pod
naddimenzovanou stfechou navic neni adekvatni méritku
okoli.

Navrh €. 17 (v druhém kole €. 2) - 2. cena

Kvalitu navrhu porota spatfuje zejména v jeho vnitfni
organizaci a strukturovani provozl - ¢istych a $pinavych
z6n. Propracované moznosti pristupu k realizaci vystavby
arealu a flexibilita tohoto Feseni jsou jeho dal§imi kladné
hodnocenymi ¢astmi. Autorlim se navic podafrilo vyresit
centralizovany vstup do celého sportovniho komplexu a
vyuzivat tak pouze jednu recepci.

Pri dopracovani mezi prvnim a druhym kolem autofi
prehodnotili umisténi atletické haly, coz v§ak dle nazoru
poroty nevedlo ke zlepSeni navrhu.

Proposal No. 12
The approach of the authors to the existing object of

~quarantine™ together with creating a museum of sport and
interesting solution for expansion of the primary school did
jury evaluate very positively. However, jury perceives that

the proposal lacks basketball hall and the central entrance.

Proposal No. 13

The jury praised the proposal for creation a functioning
whole with multifunctional halls, gyms for gymnastics,
combat sports, regeneration and fitness gym. However,
this solution has led to an unnecessarily large unit which
does not fully fit the site. The authors of the proposal also
neglected the extension of primary school.

Proposal No. 14

This proposal coped well with contents/purpose and sport
activities and above the specified requested activities it
offers interesting additional training elements - all merged
into a single functional unit with centralized access. As a
negative, however, the jury found deleting and preferring a
sport hall to housing construction or improper placement
and sizing of parking areas.

Proposal No. 15 (in the second round No. 5) - finalist,
extraordinary reward

The jury evaluates positively division of the sport complex
into ,two worlds" - indoor - designed for athletes/
sportsmen and outdoor for the public - as well as the
creation of new 2.5 km of cross-country running trails.
Working with the terrain and the creation of rolling
countryside with sport- game usage, for example, during
the winter sledging there are the qualities which jury
perceived as the best moments of the proposal, in addition
to imaginative solutions to the existing grandstand and
quarantine object. Involvement school area into sports
complex, calming the street in front of the existing school
building and the overall campus openness have been
considered by the jury to be the step in the right direction.
The negative aspect of the proposal, for example, are

seen in badly estimated construction costs, creating
disproportionately long corridors throughout the complex
and facades of buildings somehow not worked out properly
for the 2nd stage. In addition the jury assessed roofing of
athletic halls overall as unnecessarily complicated, very
expensive and not fully suitable for easy operation.

Proposal No. 16 (in the second round No. 4) - Finalist

The jury praised the design for the effort to create urban/
city character of space, to connect it with surrounding
buildings and for special attention given to detailed paving
work in the public space. Redesigned entrance area and a
climbing wall designed to ..blind™ facade of athletic hall were
also appreciated very well. The question remained regarding
ratio of paved and unpaved surfaces.
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Néavrh ¢. 18

Ackoli porota v ndvrhu vniméa dobry konceptualni pfistup k
navaznostem aredlu a jeho kulturnim presahidm - hudebni
klub v objektu ~karantény™, ¢i vyuziti stavajici tribuny

pro zazemi parku - nepovazuje jej za nosny. Negativem
navrhu jsou velmi dlouhé chodby v objektech a odstranéni
basketbalové haly.

Néavrh €. 19

Prostupnost arealu v severojiznim sméru a revitalizace
predprostoru zakladni Skoly jsou dle nazoru poroty kvalitami
tohoto navrhu, které ale nevyvazuji chaoti¢nost konceptu

a nedostatecny popis nové navrZzenych objektd s nejasnou
naplni.

Néavrh €. 20

U tohoto navrhu porota ocenuje spojeni gymnastickych a
Upolovych sportl nebo vyuzivani .slepych mist™ atletické
haly pro dalsi sportovni naplné. Koncepce je viak celkové
posunuta do dimenzi olympijského sportovisté se stadionem
pro deset tisic divakd a neni vhodnym feSenim pro
pardubickou Duklu.

The comments and recommendations of the jury,
unfortunately, were not taken into account 2nd round in

a large extent - athletics hall does not meet operational
requirements and areas for throwing sports also remain
underestimated. The entire western complex of buildings/
halls under the oversized roof seems not to be of adequate
scale compare to neighbourhood.

Proposal No. 17 (in the second round No. 2) - 2nd prize

The jury finds the quality of the design especially in its
internal organization and structure of operation/usage -
clean and dirty areas. Sophisticated options of approach

to the construction of the complex and flexible solutions
create further positively evaluated aspects of the design.
The authors also managed to solve the centralized entrance
to the sports complex and use it thus as only one reception.
While working on design for between the first and second
round the authors reconsidered the location of the athletic
hall, which, however, according to the jury failed to improve
the design.

Proposal No. 18
Although the jury perceives good conceptual approach to

the continuity of the area and its cultural overlaps - music
club in the building of .quarantine®, or use an existing
grandstand facilities for the park - they do not consider
those to be as a bearing contribution. There are very long
corridors in the proposal and removal of the basketball hall
in not right.

Proposal No. 19
Transferability of the area in north-south direction and

revitalization of the space in the elementary schools are,
by the opinion of the jury, good qualities of this proposal,
but they do not outweigh the concept of randomness and
insufficient description of the newly designed objects with
unclear purpose.

Proposal No. 20
In this design, the jury appreciates the combination of

gymnastics and combat sports or the use of ..blind spots™

in the athletic hall for other sports purposes. Concept is
generally shifted to the dimensions of Olympic sport facility
with a stadium for ten thousand fans and is not appropriate
for Pardubice Dukla.
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