Zapis z hodnotiaceho rokovania poroty verejnej anonymnej jednokolovej architektonicko - urbanistickej sut'aze
navrhov "Art Campus Vysokej §koly vytvarnych umeni v Bratislave, 2018".

Druh sut’aze: Podrla predmetu rieSenia sa sut’az vyhlasuje ako architektonicko-urbanisticka.
Podrla ucelu sa sut'az vyhlasuje ako projektova.
Podrla okruhu ucastnikov verejna, pre vopred neureny pocet anonymnych ucastnikov.
Podl'a poctu kol sa sutaz vyhlasuje ako jednokolova.

Vyhlasovatel:  Vysoka Skola vytvarnych umeni v Bratislave

Rokovanie prebehlo v priestoroch Vysokej Skoly vytvarnych umeni v Bratislave v budove na Drotarskej ulici €. 44.
Rokovanie sa konalo 29. januara 2019 od 9.45 do 19:45, s prestavkou na obed od 12:30 do 14:00
a 30 januara 2019 od 9:00 do 17:00, s prestavkou na obed od 13:00 do 15:00.

Rokovania sa zicastnili:

- prof. ak. arch. Imrich Vasko, riadny ¢len poroty, predseda poroty

- univ dipl ing arch Aljosa Dekleva, M. Arch (Dist) AA, riadny Clen poroty,
- Mag. arch. Ernst J. Fuchs, riadny ¢len poroty,

- doc. Mgr. ak. arch. Roman Brychta, riadny ¢len poroty,

- prof. Ing. Mgr. Petr Hajek, akad. arch., riadny ¢len poroty,

- doc. Pavel Choma, akad. mal., riadny ¢len poroty,

- prof. Ing. Stefan Klein, akad. soch., riadny &len poroty,

- Ing. arch. Peter Jurkovi¢, nahradnik poroty,

- doc. Mgr. art. Sylvia Jokelova, expert poroty v oblasti prevadzky,

- Ing. arch. Gabriel Drobniak, expert poroty v oblasti izemného planovania,
- Ing. Jan Kubovcak, expert poroty v oblasti naceiiovania realizacie stavieb,
- Ing. arch. Peter Lényi, sekretar stitaze,

- Ing. Ing. arch. Ondrej Marko, hlavny overovatel’ sitaznych navrhov,

- Mgr. Ondrej Tkac¢, pomocny overovatel’ sitaznych navrhov,

- Mgr. Mirek Karas, pomocny overovatel’ sit'aznych navrhov,

- PaedDr. Monika Dobrovi¢ova, PhD., timo¢nicka

- akad. arch. Maria Treppo, tlmo¢nicka

Rokovania sa neztcastnili:
- M. Sc. Ing. Arch. Tomasz Konior, ndhradnik poroty,
- doc. Ing. arch. Monika Mitasova, PhD., nahradnik poroty.

Summary from the evaluation session of the jury of public anonymous one-round architectural-urban design
competition of proposals "Art Campus of the Academy of Fine Arts and Design in Bratislava, 2018"

Type of Competition: According to the subject of the solution, the competition is declared as architectural-urban.
According to the purpose, the competition is declared as project.
According to the number of participants the competition is public, for a not predetermined number
of anonymous participants.
According to the number of rounds, the competition is declared as one-round.

Inviting Party: Academy of Fine Arts and Design in Bratislava

Negotiation was held in the premises of the Academy of Fine Arts and Design in Bratislava in the building on 44 Drotarska
street.
Negotiation was held on January 29, 2019 from 9.45 am till 7.45 pm including a lunch-break from 12.30-02:00 pm and

on January 30, 2019 from 9.00am - 05:00 pm including a lunch-break from 01:00-03:00 pm.

The negotiation was attended by:
- prof. ak. arch. Imrich Vasko, full member of the jury, head of jury
- univ dipl ing arch Aljosa Dekleva, M. Arch (Dist) AA , full member of the jury
- Mag. arch. Ernst J. Fuchs, full member of the jury
- doc. Mgr. ak. arch. Roman Brychta, full member of the jury
- prof. Ing. Mgr. Petr Hajek, akad. arch., full member of the jury
- doc. Pavel Choma, akad. mal., full member of the jury
- prof. Ing. Stefan Klein, akad. soch., full member of the jury
- Ing. arch. Peter Jurkovi¢, jury substitute
- doc. Mgr. art. Sylvia Jokelova, jury expert for operations,
- Ing. arch. Gabriel Drobniak, jury expert on ground planning
- Ing. Jan Kubov¢ak, jury expert on pricing of building projects
- Ing. arch. Peter Lényi, secretary of the competition,
- Ing. Ing. arch. Ondrej Marko, main verifier of the design competition,
- Mgr. Ondrej Tkac, auxiliary verifier of the design competition,
- Mgr. Mirek Karas, auxiliary verifier of the design competition,
- PaedDr. Monika Dobrovi¢ova, PhD., interpreteur
- akad. arch. Maria Treppo, interpreteur

Negotiation was not attended by:
- M. Sc. Ing. Arch. Tomasz Konior, jury substitute,
- doc. Ing. arch. Monika Mitasova, PhD., jury substitute.



Dna 29.1.2019 o 9:45 sekretar otvoril zasadnutie, pritomni boli: I. Vasko, A. Dekleva, E. J. Fuchs, R. Brychta, P. Hajek, P.
Choma, S. Klein, P. Jurkovi¢, S. Jokelova, P. Lényi, O. Marko, O. Tka¢, M. Dobrovi¢ova, M. Treppo, M. Karas.

VSetci pritomni ¢lenovia poroty, nahradnici a pomocné organy Cestne vyhlasili, ze budu svoju funkciu vykonavat’ nestranne,
Ze sa priamo ani nepriamo nepodiel’ali na vypracovani navrhov a Ze nebudu poskytovat’ ani spristupiiovat’ informéacie o
navrhoch pocas ich vyhodnocovania. Tieto ¢estné prehlasenia su prilohou €. 1.

Sekretar sitaze oznamil porote planovany priebeh zasadnutia, skratene zrekapituloval zadanie sit'aze a kritéria hodnotenia
(bod ¢. 12 Sut'aznych podmienok), zrekapituloval Ziadosti o vysvetlenie a odpovede, ktoré boli podané do uplynutia lehoty na
predkladanie sitaznych navrhov, va¢si priestor venoval hlavne otazkam a usmerneniam vychadzajucim z tzemného planu
zony Machnd¢ ZaD 2005. Oboznamil porotu s tym, kol'’ko nédvrhov bolo prijatych:

- pocet dorucenych prvych casti navrhov (ako je definované v bodoch 8.2 a 9.1 Sttaznych podmienok): 31

- pocet doruCenych druhych €asti navrhov (ako je definované v bodoch 8.3 a 9.2 Sutaznych podmienok): 36

- poCet dorué¢enych kompletnych navrhov (prva a druha cast’ doru¢ené v lehote na predkladanie stitaznych navrhov): 31
Sekretar informoval porotu, ze podl'a Stitaznych podmienok bolo pre prijatie navrhu do posudzovania v sut’azi nutné, aby bol
doruceny v celom rozsahu (prva aj druha ¢ast)) v lehote na predkladanie navrhov. Navrhy, ktoré boli predlozené iba scasti,
teda navrhy, pri ktorych bola dorucend iba jedna z dvoch pozadovanych Casti, su povazované za nekompletné.

Sekretar informoval porotu o Ziadosti niektorych z Gcastnikov, ktori v lehote na predkladanie sit'aznych navrhov dorucili iba
nekompletné navrhy, aby boli ich navrhy publikované v ramci zverejnenia sut'aznych navrhov (na webove;j stranke, vystave a
v kataldgu v rézii Vyhlasovatel'a sitaze) s poznamkou, Ze boli prijaté po uplynuti lehoty na predkladanie a neboli hodnotené.
Porota hlasovala o splneni tejto poziadavky:

ZA: 0 PROTI: 7 ZDRZAL SA: 0

Porota tuto poziadavku zamietla.

Overovatelia Mirek Karas a Ondrej Marko oboznamili pritomnych s vysledkami overovania. Kazdému z ¢lenov poroty bol
predlozeny protokol z overovania.

Zoznam ucastnikov, ktori predlozili druht ¢ast’ navrhu (obalku) v lehote na ich predkladanie:
1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36.

Zoznam ucastnikov, ktori predlozili prva Cast’ navrhu (digitalnu) v lehote na ich predkladanie:
navrhy ¢. 1,2,4,6,7,8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35.

poznamka.: Cislovanie zodpoveda chronolégii doru¢ovania druhej ¢asti navrhu. Priradenie prvej a druhej &asti zabezpegili
overovatelia pocas overovania. Cisla navrhov, ktoré chybaju v predlozenej postupnosti, predstavuji ¢isla navrhov, pri ktorych
nebola v lehote na predkladanie navrhov dodana prva aj druha ¢ast’ a boli teda nekompletné, alebo ak jeden ti€astnik predlozil
dve druhé casti t.j. dve obalky (s identickym obsahom resp. doplnenym / opravenym obsahom ale viazuce sa k tomu istému
sutaznému navrhu).

On January 29th, 2019, at 9:45 AM, the secretary opened the assembly, with these present: I. Vasko, A. Dekleva, E. J. Fuchs,
R. Brychta, P. Hajek, P. Choma, S. Klein, P. Jurkovi¢, S. Jokelova, P. Lényi, O. Marko, O. Tkaé, M. Dobrovi¢ova, M. Treppo,
M. Karas.

All of the present jury members, jury substitutes and assisting experts declared that they would perform their duties
independently, that they had not directly nor indirectly taken part in the preparation of the proposals and that they would not
provide nor allow public any information on the proposals during their evaluation. These honorable declarations constitute the
Annex 1.

The secretary announced the scheduled program of the assembly to the jury, briefly reviewed the subject of the competition
and evaluation criteria (par. 12 of the Terms and Conditions - further as “TC”), and the questions and answers, that had been
submitted until the expiry of the time frame for submission of proposals, especially questions and guidances which rise from
Ground plan of the zone Machna¢ ZaD 2005. He informed the jury about the number of obtained proposals:

- the number of delivered First parts of the proposals (as given in par. 8.2 and 9.1 of the TC): 31

- the number of delivered Second parts of the proposals (as given in par. 8.3 and 9.2 of the TC): 36

- the number of delivered complete proposals (First and Second both delivered within the deadline for submission of
proposals): 31

The secretary informed the jury, that according to TC, in order to accept proposals into the evaluation, it was necessary for
the proposal to be delivered in the full extent (both First and Second part) within the deadline for submission of proposals.
The proposals, that had been submitted only in part, i.e. proposals, where only one of the two required parts had been
delivered, were considered incomplete.

The secretary informed the jury about the request of some of the participants, who had delivered incomplete proposals, to
have their proposals published with the publication of the admitted and evaluated proposals (on website, in an exhibition and
in a catalogue) with a notice, that they had been delivered after the deadline and were not evaluated. The jury voted about the
fulfillment of that request.

FOR: 0 AGAINST: 7  ABSTAINED FROM VOTE: 0

The jury declined the request.

The verifiers Mirek Karas and Ondrej Marko communicated those present with the results of verification. There was a copy of
the protocol of verification handed out to each member of the jury.

The list of participants submitting the Second part of the proposal on time:
1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36.

The list of participants submitting the First part of the proposal (digital) on time: proposal number 1, 2, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11,
12,13, 15,16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35.

Note: The numbering corresponds to the chronology of the delivery of the Second parts of the proposals. The assigning of the
First and Second part was made by the verifiers during the verification stage. The numbers of proposals that were missing in
the given list, correspond to the proposals, where both First and Second part had not been delivered on time and thus were
incomplete or when one participant had filed two Second parts, i.e. two envelopes (with identical content or amended /
corrected content but related to the same proposal).



“Druha ¢ast’ navrhu ¢. 12” sa viaze k identickému t¢astnikovi ako “Druha ¢ast’ navrhu €. 3”, pricom “Druha ¢ast’ navrhu
¢.12” odstranuje nedostatky “Druhej Casti navrhu ¢. 3”. Teda, porota usudzuje, ze G¢astnik podal “Druhu ¢ast’ navrhu ¢. 12” so
zamerom odstranit’ nedostatky “Druhej Casti navrhu ¢. 3” a preto hlasuje o ponechani iba “Druhej ¢asti navrhu ¢. 127

ZA: 7 PROTI: 0 ZDRZAL SA: 0

“Druhé cast’ navrhu ¢. 3” je pre duplicitu vynechana.

“Druha ¢ast’ navrhu ¢. 4” sa viaze k identickému Gcastnikovi ako “Druha ¢ast’ navrhu €. 14”, pricom ich obsah je zhodny.
Teda, porota hlasuje o ponechani iba “Druhej Casti navrhu ¢. 4”.

ZA:7 PROTI: 0 ZDRZAL SA: 0

“Druha ¢ast’ navrhu ¢. 14” je pre duplicitu vynechana.

Porota hlasovala o vyli€eni z hodnotenia tych navrhov, kde nebola dorucend prva aj druha cast’ a navrhy boli nekompletné.
Jednalo sa o navrhy ¢. 5, 23, 36.

ZA: 7 PROTI: 0 ZDRZAL SA: 0

Navrhy €. 5, 23, 36 boli vyluc¢ené z posudzovania.

Porota hlasovala o vylu€eni navrhu €. 35 z dévodu, ze jeho prva ¢ast, ktorej pozadovany obsah je definovany v bode 8.2
Sutaznych podmienok, bola predlozena v inom rozsahu, ako bolo pozadované - okrem 4 formatov s rozmermi 700x1000 mm
sut'aziaci predlozil aj 10 formatov A4, na ktorych sa nachadzala Cast’ z poZzadovaného obsahu, ktora ale zaroven chybala na
formatoch 700x1000 mm. Poziadavky v kapitole ¢. 8 Sitaznych podmienok boli definované ako zavazné, ktoré ak nebudu
splnené, budu viest’ k vyluceniu navrhu z hodnotenia.

ZA:7 PROTI: 0 ZDRZAL SA: 0

Navrh €. 35 bol vyla¢eny z posudzovania.

Porota hlasovala o ponechani navrhov, ktoré mali drobné chyby formalneho charakteru, ktoré nevplyvaju na ich
posudzovanie. Ich podrobny zoznam je uvedeny v protokole z overovania.

ZA: 7 PROTI: 0 ZDRZAL SA: 0

Navrhy s drobnymi formalnymi chybami boli ponechané v hodnoteni.

Porota hlasovala o prijati navrhov ¢. 1, 2,4, 6,7, 8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30,
31, 32, 33, 34 do hodnotenia.

ZA:7 PROTI: 0 ZDRZAL SA: 0

Navrhy ¢. 1,2,4,6,7,8,9,10, 11, 12,13, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34 boli prijaté
do hodnotenia.

Pocet sut'aznych navrhov prijatych do hodnotenia bol 30.
Porota zahéjila $tidium a diskusiu o sitaznych navrhoch.

12:30 Zasadnutie bolo prerusené.

14:00 Zasadnutie pokracuje v rovnakom zloZeni, ako pred prerusenim.

17: 00 Porota sa zhodla, Ze d’alej bude podrobnejsie diskutovat’ najmé o navrhoch ¢. 4, 7, 10, 11, 17, 20, 27, 32, 33, 34.
19:00 Porota sa zhodla, ze d’alej bude podrobnejsie diskutovat’ najmé o navrhoch €. 7, 11, 20, 27, 32, 34.

19:45 Zasadnutie poroty bolo prerusené.

“Second part of proposal no. 12” corresponds to the identical participant as “Second part of proposal no. 3”, while “Second
part of proposal no. 12” corrects the inconsistencies of the “Second part of proposal no. 3”. Therefore, the jury concludes, that
the participant filed “Second part of proposal no. 12” with intention of eliminating the inconsistencies of the “Second part of
proposal no. 3”, and therefore they vote about keeping only the “Second part of proposal no. 12” in the process of evaluation.
FOR:7 AGAINST:0  ABSTAINED: 0

“Second part of proposal no. 3” is eliminated due to duplicity.*

“Second part of proposal no. 4” relates to the identical participant like “Second part of proposal no. 14”, while their content is
identical. Therefore, the jury votes about keeping only the “Second part of proposal no. 4” in the process of evaluation.
FOR:7 AGAINST:0  ABSTAINED: 0

“Second part of proposal no. 14 is eliminated due to duplicity.”

The jury voted about excluding from evaluation such proposals, in which the first and second part had not been delivered
and the proposals had been incomplete. These were the proposals no. 5, 23, 36.

FOR:7 AGAINST:0  ABSTAINED: 0

Proposals no. 5, 23, 36 were excluded from evaluation.

The jury voted about excluding the proposal no. 35 from evaluation, because its First part, whose required content is defined
in the point. 8.2 TC, was submitted in different extent from the required one - apart from 4 formats of 700x1000mm the
participant submitted other 10 formats of A4, that contained partly the required content, and the same which was missing on
the formats 700x1000mm. The requirements in chapter 8 of the TC were defined as biding, so if they are not fulfilled, they
will lead to the exclusion of the proposal from evaluation.

FOR:7 AGAINST:0  ABSTAINED: 0

Proposal no. 35 was excluded from evaluation.

The jury voted about whether the proposals that only had minor errors of formal nature not interfering with their evaluation,
shall remain in the evaluation. Their list is stated in the protocol of verification.

FOR:7 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAINED: 0

Proposals with minor errors of formal nature shall remain in the evaluation.

The jury voted about the admission of the proposals no. 1,2,4,6,7,8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 24, 25,
26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34 into evaluation.

FOR:7 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAINED: 0

The proposals no. 1,2,4,6,7,8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34
were admitted into evaluation.

The number of the proposals admitted into evaluation is: 30.
The jury started with the study and discussion about the proposals.

12:30 AM the assembly was adjourned.

2:00 PM the assembly continues in the same composition, as before.

5:00 PM the jury decided, that they would discuss further in more detail mostly the proposals no. 4, 7, 10, 11, 17, 20, 27, 32,
33, 34

7:00 PM the jury decided that they would discuss further in more detail mostly the proposals no. 7, 11, 20, 27, 32, 34.

7:45 PM the assembly was adjourned.



30. 1. 2019 0 9:00 zasadnutie poroty pokracuje

pritomni: 1. Vasko, E. J. Fuchs, A. Dekleva, R. Brychta, P. Hajek, P. Choma, S. Klein, P. Jurkovi¢, S. Jokelova, P. Lényi, O.
Marko, O. Tka¢, M. Karas, M. Dobrovic¢ova, M. Treppo, G. Drobniak

Porota d’alej Studuje ndvrhy a diskutuje o nich.

G. Drobniak (expert poroty v oblasti uizemného planovania) poskytuje vysvetlenie z pohl'adu izemného planu zé6ny Machnéc,
zmeny a doplnky, rok 2005 (UPZ) ako jeho spracovatel”

-navrhy ¢. 7, 11, 20 sa javia s pohl'adu UPZ ako vyhovujtce,

- navrh ¢. 27 sauz v prvej faze javi ako jemne prekracujici index zastavanosti, ¢o by ale nemalo predstavovat’ podstatny
problém,

- navrh &. 34 zakryva vyhl'ad na existujucu budovu a nezodpoveda poziadavkam UPZ formulovanym v zadani a
vysvetleniach.

10:00 G. Drobniak opustil rokovanie, prisiel J. Kubovéak (expert poroty v oblasti nacefiovania realizacie stavieb), ktory
posudzoval ekonomicku naro¢nost’ navrhov. Po kratkom s§tadiu navrhov odhadol poradie ekonomickej naro¢nosti navrhov
takto:

- z hl'adiska odhadovaného $tandardu od najdrah$ieho po najlacnejsi: 34, 20, 27, 11, 32, 7,

- z hladiska celkovej ceny prvej fazy od najdrah$ieho po najlacnejsi: 34, 20, 27, 7, 32, 11.

12:00 J. Kubovcak opustil rokovanie.

13:00 Porota prerusila svoje rokovanie.

15:00 Porota pokracuje v rokovani v rovnakej zostastave, ako pred prerusenim.

Porota hlasovala o tom, Ze navrh ¢. 7 sa umiestni na 1. mieste.
ZA:7 PROTI: 0 ZDRZAL SA: 0
Umiestnenie navrhu bolo prijaté.

Porota hlasovala o tom, Ze navrh €. 34 sa umiestni na 2. mieste.
ZA: 4 PROTI: 1 ZDRZAL SA: 2
Umiestnenie navrhu bolo prijaté.

Porota hlasovala o tom, Ze navrh ¢. 11 sa umiestni na 3. mieste.
ZA: 4 PROTI: 3 ZDRZAL SA: 0
Umiestnenie navrhu bolo prijaté.

Porota hlasovala o tom, Ze navrh ¢. 4 sa umiestni na 4. az 7. mieste.
ZA:5 PROTI: 0 ZDRZALO SA: 2
Umiestnenie navrhu bolo prijaté.

Porota hlasovala o tom, Zze navrh ¢. 20 sa umiestni na 4. az 7. mieste.
ZA: 6 PROTI: 0 ZDRZALO SA: 1
Umiestnenie navrhu bolo prijaté.

Porota hlasovala o tom, Ze navrh ¢. 27 sa umiestni na 4. az 7. mieste.
ZA:7 PROTI: 0 ZDRZALO SA: 0
Umiestnenie navrhu bolo prijaté.

Porota hlasovala o tom, Ze navrh ¢. 32 sa umiestni na 4. az 7. mieste.
ZA:7 PROTI: 0 ZDRZALO SA: 0
Umiestnenie navrhu bolo prijaté.

Porota hlasovala o tom, ze navrhy ¢. 10, 17, 33 sa umiestnia na 8. - 10. mieste
ZA:7 PROTI: 0 ZDRZALO SA: 0
Umiestnenie navrhov bolo prijaté.

January 30, 2019, at 9:00 AM, the assembly continues

Present: 1. Vasko, E. J. Fuchs, A. Dekleva, R. Brychta, P. Hajek, P. Choma, S. Klein, P. Jurkovi¢, S. Jokelova, P. Lényi, O.
Marko, O. Tka¢, M. Karas, M. Dobrovic¢ova, M. Treppo, G. Drobniak

The jury further studies the proposals and discusses them.

G. Drobniak (expert of jury in the area of the ground plan) provides explanation about the ground plan of the zone Machnac,
changes and additions, 2005 (UPZ), whose author he is:

- proposals No. 7, 11, 20 seem as suitable according to UPZ,

- The proposal No. 27 seems to have slightly exceeded the built-up index already in 1st stage, but it should represent a
non-substantial problem,

- The proposal No. 34 covers the view at the existing building and does not meet requirements of UPZ, which were
formulated in the assignment and explanations.

At 10:00 AM G. Drobniak left the assembly and the assembly was joined by J. Kubovcak (expert of jury for estimation of
building costs), who assessed the economic requirements of the proposals. After the short study of proposals, he estimated an
order of economical effectivity of proposals in this way:

- in terms of estimated standard, from the most to least expensive: 34, 20, 27, 11, 32, 7,

- in terms of estimated total costs for the 1st phase, from the most to least expensive: 34, 20, 27, 7, 32, 11.

12:00 J. Kubovcak left the assembly.

1:00 PM the jury adjourned the assembly.

3:00 PM the jury continues in the negotiation in the same composition as before.

The jury voted about giving the proposal no. 7 FIRST PRIZE.
FOR:7 AGAINST:0  ABSTAINED: 0
The giving of the FIRST PRIZE was approved.

The jury voted about giving the proposal no. 34 SECOND PRIZE.
FOR:4 AGAINST: 1 ABSTAINED: 2
The giving of the SECOND PRIZE was approved.

The jury voted about giving the proposal no. 11 THIRD PRIZE.
FOR:4 AGAINST: 3 ABSTAINED: 0
The giving of the THIRD PRIZE was approved.

The jury voted about giving the proposal no. 4 the 4th - 7th order.
FOR:5 AGAINST:0  ABSTAINED: 2
The giving of the 4th - 7th order was approved.

The jury voted about giving the proposal no. 20 the 4th - 7th order.
FOR: 6 AGAINST:0  ABSTAINED: 1
The giving of the 4th - 7th order was approved.

The jury voted about giving the proposal no. 27 the 4th - 7th order.
FOR:7 AGAINST:0  ABSTAINED: 0
The giving of the 4th - 7th order was approved.

The jury voted about giving the proposal no. 32 the 4th - 7th order.
FOR:7 AGAINST:0  ABSTAINED: 0
The giving of the 4th - 7th order was approved.

The jury voted about giving the proposals n. 10, 17, 33 the 8th - 10th order.
FOR:7 AGAINST:0  ABSTAINED: 0
The giving the 8th - 10th order was approved.



Porota hlasovala o tom, ze navrhy ¢. 1,2, 6, 8,9, 12, 13, 15, 16, 18, 19, 21, 22, 24, 25, 26, 28, 29, 30, 31 sa umiestnia na 11. The jury voted about giving the proposals no. 1, 2, 6, 8,9, 12, 13, 15, 16, 18, 19, 21, 22, 24, 25, 26, 28, 29, 30, 31 the 11th -

az 30. mieste. 30th order.
ZA: 7 PROTI: 0 ZDRZALO SA: 0 FOR: 7 AGAINST: 0 ABSTAINED: 0
Umiestnenie navrhov bolo prijaté. The giving the 11th - 30th order was approved.
Poradie navrhov podl’a kritérii uvedenych v sit’aznych podmienkach. The order of the proposals according to the criteria given in the TC.
Poradie navrhov Cisla navrhov Order of the Proposal no.
proposal
1. 7
1. 7
2. 34
2. 34
3. 11
3. 11
4.-17. 4,20,27,32
4.-7. 4,20,27,32
8.-10. 10, 17, 33
8. -10. 10,17, 33
11. - 30. 1,2,6,8,9, 12,13, 15, 16, 18, 19, 21, 22, 24, 25, 26, 28, 29, 30, 31
11. - 30. 1,2,6,8,9,12,13, 15, 16, 18, 19, 21, 22, 24, 25, 26, 28, 29, 30, 31
Porota rozhodla o prideleni cien a odmien:
1. cena - navrh &. 7 - 20,000 €, The jury made a verdict about giving the prizes and honourable mentions:
2. cena - navrh ¢. 34 - 12,000 €, 1st Prize - proposal no. 7 - 20 000,- euro,
3. cena - navrh ¢. 11 - 7,000 €, 2nd Prize - proposal no. 34 - 12 000,- euro,
odmena bez urcenia poradia - navrh ¢. 4 - 1,500 €, 3rd Prize - proposal no. 11 - 7 000,- euro,
odmena bez uréenia poradia - navrh &. 20 - 1,500 €, Honourable mention without giving the order - proposal no. 4 - 1 500,- euro,
odmena bez uréenia poradia - navrh &. 27 - 1,500 €, Honourable mention without giving the order - proposal no. 20 - 1 500,- euro,
odmena bez uréenia poradia - navrh &. 32 - 1,500 €. Honourable mention without giving the order - proposal no. 27 - 1 500,- euro,

Honourable mention without giving the order - proposal no. 32 - 1 500,- euro.



Po uréeni poradia navrhov sa pristipilo k ich stotozneniu s G¢astnikmi.

Zoznam ucastnikov, ktori predloZili navrhy kompletné v lehote na predkladanie navrhov v poradi:

1. MS architekti s.r.o., U Nikolajky 1085/15, 150 00 Praha 5
autori sutazného navrhu: akad. arch. Pavel Hiebecky, Bc. Jan Novotny, Ing. arch. Katetina Holotova,
Ing. arch. Michal Sourek

2. Ren Ito Arq., Rua Dom Joao 643, 4000-303 Porto Portugal
autori sutazného navrhu: Ren Ito, Maria Milickova, Petr Lhot'an, Sofia Augusto, Magdalena Bogdanova,
Shinichi Kinumi

4. DI Andreas Marth / AllesWirdGut Architektur ZT GmbH, Untere Donaustrasse 13-15, 1020 Wien, Austria
autori sut'azného navrhu: DI Andreas Marth

6. EHL & KOUMAR ARCHITEKTI s.r.0., Na Safrance 1821/25, 101 00 Praha 10
autori sit’azného navrhu: Luka$ Ehl, Tomas Koumar, Jana Vichorcova

7. SLLA s.r.o., Klariska 10, 811 03 Bratislava
autori sut'azného navrhu: Michal Sulo, Miriam LiSkova
spolupraca: Viktoria SabadoSova, Jana Nagyova, Dominik Haviar, Lenka Bakova, Boris Rusinak, Zuzana Jan¢ekova

8. PHA, s.r.0., Dolna 6A, 974 01 Banska Bystrica
autori sitazného navrhu: Ing. arch. Branislav Hovorka, Ing. arch. Martin Pauliny

9. Pedro Pitarch Alonso, Doctor Fleming 32, piso 2, apt 22, CP 28036, Madrid, Spain
autori sut'azného navrhu: Pedro Pitarch Alonso

10. zerozero, s.r.o., Csl. armady 29, 080 01, Presov
autori sit'azného navrhu: Ing. arch. Irakli Eristavi, Ing. arch. Pavol Silla, Ing. arch. Juraj Cerveny, Bc. Ondrej Juréo

11. ABK.PS,, spol. s r.0., Nobelova ¢. 34, 831 02 Bratislava
autori sutazného navrhu: Ing. arch. Martin Kusy, Ing. arch. Pavel Panak, Ing. arch. Robert Bakyta,
Ing. arch. Martin Kusy ml.

12. Ovo Grabczewscy architekci Oskar Grabczewski, Malopolska 2/4, 40-737 Katowice, Polska
autori sut'azného navrhu: Barbara Grabczewska, Oskar Grabczewski, Marek Grabczewski

13. Studio Perspektiv s.r.o., Belgicka 32, 120 00, Praha 2
autori sutazného navrhu: Ing. arch. Martin Stara, Ing. arch. Jan Antal

15. Ing.arch. Jan Mihalov, Pod Salgovikom 12902/1A, 080 01 Presov
autori sutazného navrhu: Ing. arch. Jan Mihalov, Ing. arch. Stanislav Ducay

16. Architekti Sebo Lichy s.r.o., Mickiewiczova 9, 811 07 Bratislava
autori satazného navrhu: Mgr. arch. Igor Lichy, Ing. arch. Tomas Sebo, Ing. arch. Ale§ Hradecky PhD.,
Ing. arch. Emanuel Zatloukaj, Ing. arch. Dominika Kollarova, Ing. arch. Martina Bognerova - Hraskova

17. Razicka a partneti s.r.o., Schofflerova 32/2050, 130 00, Praha 3
autori sutazného navrhu: Ing. arch. David Neuh&usl, Ing. arch. Matéj Hunal, Ing. arch. Veronika Pal'ova,
Ing. arch. Jakub Zelenak

After deciding the order, the envelopes were open (Second parts of the proposals).

List of participants, who delivered complete proposals on time in chronological order:

1. MS architekti s.r.o., U Nikolajky 1085/15, 150 00 Praha 5
Authors of the proposal: akad. arch. Pavel Hiebecky, Bc. Jan Novotny, Ing. arch. Katefina Holotova,
Ing. arch. Michal Sourek

2. Ren Ito Arq., Rua Dom Joao 643, 4000-303 Porto Portugal
Authors of the proposal: Ren Ito, Maria Mili¢kova, Petr Lhot'an, Sofia Augusto, Magdalena Bogdanova,
Shinichi Kinumi

4. DI Andreas Marth / AllesWirdGut Architektur ZT GmbH, Untere Donaustrasse 13-15, 1020 Wien, Austria
Authors of the proposal: DI Andreas Marth

6. EHL & KOUMAR ARCHITEKTI s.r.0., Na Safrance 1821/25, 101 00 Praha 10
Authors of the proposal: Luka$ Ehl, Tomas Koumar, Jana Vichorcova

7.SLLA s.r.o., Klariska 10, 811 03 Bratislava
Authors of the proposal: Michal Sulo, Miriam Liskova
Cooperation: Viktoria Sabadosova, Jana Nagyova, Dominik Haviar, Lenka Bakova, Boris Rusinak,
Zuzana Janéekova

8. PHA, s.r.0., Dolna 6A, 974 01 Banska Bystrica
Authors of the proposal: Ing. arch. Branislav Hovorka, Ing. arch. Martin Pauliny

9. Pedro Pitarch Alonso, Doctor Fleming 32, piso 2, apt 22, CP 28036, Madrid, Spain
Authors of the proposal: Pedro Pitarch Alonso

10. zerozero, s.r.o., Csl. armady 29, 080 01, PreSov
Authors of the proposal: Ing. arch. Irakli Eristavi, Ing. arch. Pavol Silla, Ing. arch. Juraj Cerveny, Bc. Ondrej Juréo

11. AB.K.PS., spol. s r.0., Nobelova ¢. 34, 831 02 Bratislava
Authors of the proposal: Ing. arch. Martin Kusy, Ing. arch. Pavel Panak, Ing. arch. Robert Bakyta,
Ing. arch. Martin Kusy ml.

12. Ovo Grabezewscy architekci Oskar Grabczewski, Malopolska 2/4, 40-737 Katowice, Polska
Authors of the proposal: Barbara Grabczewska, Oskar Grabczewski, Marek Grabczewski

13. Studio Perspektiv s.r.o., Belgicka 32, 120 00, Praha 2
Authors of the proposal: Ing. arch. Martin Stara, Ing. arch. Jan Antal

15. Ing.arch. Jan Mihalov, Pod Salgovikom 12902/1A, 080 01 Presov
Authors of the proposal: Ing. arch. Jan Mihalov, Ing. arch. Stanislav Ducay

16. Architekti Sebo Lichy s.r.0., Mickiewiczova 9, 811 07 Bratislava
Authors of the proposal: Mgr. arch. Igor Lichy, Ing. arch. Tomas Sebo, Ing. arch. Ale§ Hradecky PhD.,
Ing. arch. Emanuel Zatloukaj, Ing. arch. Dominika Kollarova, Ing. arch. Martina Bognerova - Hraskova

17. Razicka a partnefi s.r.o., Schofflerova 32/2050, 130 00, Praha 3
Authors of the proposal: Ing. arch. David Neuhéusl, Ing. arch. Mat¢j Hunal, Ing. arch. Veronika Palova,
Ing. arch. Jakub Zelenak



18.

19.

20.

21

22.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

SPDe s.r.0., Obchodna 41, SK-811 06 Bratislava
autori sit'azného navrhu: Ing. arch. Stefan Lichvar, Ing. arch. akad. arch. Maria Lichvarova,
Ing. arch. Michal Petras, Doc. Ing. arch. Alexander Schleicher, PhD.

RULES, s.r.o., Klincova 37/B, Bratislava 821 08
autori sutazného navrhu: Ing. arch. Rudolf Lesinak, Ing. arch. Zuzana Kneznikova, Mgr. art. Tomas Kucera,
Ing. arch. Adam Lukacovic, Jakub Zelencik

Ing.arch. Andrej Olah / GRAU, Medzierka 13, 811 01 Bratislava
autori sut'azného navrhu: Ing. arch. Andrej Olah, Ing. arch. Filip Mar¢ak, Ing. arch. Matej Kurajda,
Ing. arch. Jana Filipkova, Be. Juraj Izrael

. Ateliér URBAN, s.r.0., Sladkovic¢ova 9, 811 06 Bratislava

FISCHERS, a.s., Lermontovova 2, 811 05, Bratislava
autori sut'azného navrhu: Ing. arch. Dusan Fischer, Ing. arch. Cudovit Urban

CREATERRA s.r.0., Hruby Sur 15, 903 01 Senec
autori sutazného navrhu: Zuzana Kierulfova, Bjorn Kierulf, Barbora Holla

Arch. Dipl.-Ing. Max Uteh, Bacherplatz 15/4, 1050 Vienna, Austria
autori sutazného navrhu: Arch. Dipl. -Ing. Max Utech, Dipl.-Ing. Urban Zunko, Mgr. art. Peter Szilagyi

Ing. arch. Michal Bogar, Kozia ulica 13, 811 03 Bratislava
autori sutazného navrhu: Ing. arch. Michal Bogér, Ing. arch. Maria Bogéarova
spolupraca: Ing. arch. Sara Chomé&ova, Ing. arch. Martina Sajgalikové, Ing. arch. Pavol Skorvanek,
Ing. arch. Matej Halada, Bc. Dominika Hidokova

ENDORFINE s.r.0., Gagarinova 10/A, 821 05 Bratislava
autori sit'azného navrhu: Ing. arch. Tomas Dupkala, Ing. arch. Stefan Petras, Ing. arch. Matu$ Repka,
Ing. arch. Pavol Ruzbarsky

Ing.arch. Mérius Zithansky, Jana¢kova 6, 811 08 Bratislava

Ing.arch. Vladimir Simkovi¢, Kapitulska 3, 811 01 Bratislava
autori sutazného navrhu: Ing. arch. Marius Zithansky, Ing. arch. Vladimir Simkovig, Ing. arch. Peter Gonda,
Ing. arch. Cubica Dubeniova, Ing. arch. Natalia Filova, Be. Peter Buc¢o

Kolcak architekti, s.r.o., Rozvodna 11, 831 01 Bratislava
autori sutazného navrhu: Ing. arch. Marek Kolcak, Ing. Radovan Rusnak

RO_AR Szymon Rozwalka architects, ul. Wyspianskiego 11b/3, 72-600 Swinoujscie, Poland
autori sit'azného navrhu: Mgr. Inz. arch. Szymon Rozwatka, Ing. arch. Ada Rypl-Zab¢ikova,
Ing. arch. Kristina Smrzova

FKF design, spol. s.r.o., Hlavna 14a, 945 04 Komarno - Nova Straz
autori sutazného navrhu: Ing. arch. Ladislav Vikartovsky, Ing. arch. Gabor Nagy, Gabor Kovacs, David Nyul
spolupraca: Zoltan Gazdag

AKJanéina s.r.o., Zilinska 2, 811 06 Bratislava
autori sutazného navrhu: Ing. arch. Juraj Janc¢ina, Ing. arch. Jozef Bator, PhD., Ing. arch. Jozef Karlubik,
Ing. arch. Romana Mal'ova, Ing. arch. Tomas Medlen, Ing. Vladimir Olej

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

SPDe s.r.0., Obchodna 41, SK-811 06 Bratislava
Authors of the proposal: Ing. arch. Stefan Lichvar, Ing. arch. akad. arch. Méria Lichvéarova,
Ing. arch. Michal Petras, Doc. Ing. arch. Alexander Schleicher, PhD.

RULES, s.r.o., Klincova 37/B, Bratislava 821 08
Authors of the proposal: Ing. arch. Rudolf Lesiak, Ing. arch. Zuzana Kneznikova, Mgr. art. Tomas§ Kucera,
Ing. arch. Adam Lukacovic, Jakub Zelencik

Ing.arch. Andrej Olah / GRAU, Medzierka 13, 811 01 Bratislava
Authors of the proposal: Ing. arch. Andrej Olah, Ing. arch. Filip Mar¢ak, Ing. arch. Matej Kurajda,
Ing. arch. Jana Filipkova, Bc. Juraj Izrael

Ateliér URBAN, s.r.o0., Sladkovi¢ova 9, 811 06 Bratislava
FISCHERS, a.s., Lermontovova 2, 811 05, Bratislava
Authors of the proposal: Ing. arch. Dusan Fischer, Ing. arch. Cudovit Urban

CREATERRA s.r.0., Hruby Sur 15, 903 01 Senec
Authors of the proposal: Zuzana Kierulfova, Bjorn Kierulf, Barbora Holla

Arch. Dipl.-Ing. Max Uteh, Bacherplatz 15/4, 1050 Vienna, Austria
Authors of the proposal: Arch. Dipl. -Ing. Max Utech, Dipl.-Ing. Urban Zunko, Mgr. art. Peter Szilagyi

Ing. arch. Michal Bogar, Kozia ulica 13, 811 03 Bratislava
Authors of the proposal: Ing. arch. Michal Bogar, Ing. arch. Maria Bogéarova
cooperation: Ing. arch. Sara Chom&ova, Ing. arch. Martina Sajgalikové, Ing. arch. Pavol Skorvanek,
Ing. arch. Matej Halada, Bc. Dominika Hadokova

ENDORFINE s.r.0., Gagarinova 10/A, 821 05 Bratislava
Authors of the proposal: Ing. arch. Tomas Dupkala, Ing. arch. Stefan Petras, Ing. arch. Matu$ Repka,
Ing. arch. Pavol Ruzbarsky

Ing.arch. Marius Zitfiansky, Janakova 6, 811 08 Bratislava

Ing.arch. Vladimir Simkovi¢, Kapitulské 3, 811 01 Bratislava
Authors of the proposal: Ing. arch. Mérius Zitiiansky, Ing. arch. Vladimir Simkovi¢, Ing. arch. Peter Gonda,
Ing. arch. Cubica Dubenova, Ing. arch. Natalia Filova, Be. Peter Buco

Kolcak architekti, s.r.o., Rozvodna 11, 831 01 Bratislava
Authors of the proposal: Ing. arch. Marek Kol¢ak, Ing. Radovan Rusnak

RO_AR Szymon Rozwalka architects, ul. Wyspianskiego 11b/3, 72-600 Swinoujscie, Poland
Authors of the proposal: Mgr. Inz. arch. Szymon Rozwalka, Ing. arch. Ada Rypl-Zabéikova,
Ing. arch. Kristina Smrzova

FKF design, spol. s.r.o., Hlavna 14a, 945 04 Komarno - Nova Straz
Authors of the proposal: Ing. arch. Ladislav Vikartovsky, Ing. arch. Gabor Nagy, Gabor Kovacs, David Nyul
cooperation: Zoltan Gazdag

AKJanéina s.r.o., Zilinska 2, 811 06 Bratislava
Authors of the proposal: Ing. arch. Juraj Jan¢ina, Ing. arch. Jozef Bator, PhD., Ing. arch. Jozef Karlubik,
Ing. arch. Romana Mal'ova, Ing. arch. Tomas Medlen, Ing. Vladimir Olej



32. Ing.arch. Ilja Skocek, Medzierka 9, 811 01 Bratislava
autori sutazného navrhu: Ing. arch. Ilja Skocek, Ing. arch. Michal Kontsek, Bc. Martina Kalivodova

33. PLURAL s.r.0., Klemensova 5, 811 09 Bratislava
autori sut'azného navrhu: Martin Jancok, Michal Janak, Zuzana Koval'ova, Ruslan Dimov

34. CHYBIK+KRISTOF ASSOCIATED ARCHITECTS s.r.0., Dominikanské namésti 656/2, 602 00 Brno-mésto
autori sutazného navrhu: Ing. arch. Ondfej Chybik, Ing. arch. Michal Kristof, prof. Ing. Chybik, CSc.,
Ing. arch. Martin Kfivanek, Ing. arch. Peter Chaban

Zoznam ucastnikov, ktorych navrhy boli vyliucené s uvedenim dévodu ich vylicenia
5, 23, 36 - obalky budu zaslané na spitnt adresu uvedenu na obalke. Prva Cast’ (digitalna) nebola prijata.

35. MADOSFALVI/ LIMA DESIGN Kft., H-1124 Budapest, Németvdlgyi ut 97. Hungary - navrh bol vyluceny z dovodu
nedodrzania zavaznych poziadaviek formulovanych v bode 8.2 Stutaznych podmienok.

32. Ing.arch. Ilja Skoc¢ek, Medzierka 9, 811 01 Bratislava
Authors of the proposal:Ing. arch. Ilja Skocek, Ing. arch. Michal Kontsek, Bc. Martina Kalivodova

33. PLURAL s.r.o., Klemensova 5, 811 09 Bratislava
Authors of the proposal: Martin Jan¢ok, Michal Janak, Zuzana Kovalova, Ruslan Dimov

34. CHYBIK+KRISTOF ASSOCIATED ARCHITECTS s.r.0., Dominikanské namésti 656/2, 602 00 Brno-mésto
Authors of the proposal: Ing. arch. Ondfej Chybik, Ing. arch. Michal Kristof, prof. Ing. Chybik, CSc.,
Ing. arch. Martin Kfivanek, Ing. arch. Peter Chaban

List of participants whose proposals were excluded from evaluation:
5,23, 36 - the envelopes will be sent to the address given on the envelopes. The First (digital) part was not delivered.

35. MADOSFALVI/ LIMA DESIGN Kft., H-1124 Budapest, Németvolgyi ut 97. Hungary - the proposal was excluded
because of breach of binding conditions given in par. 8.2 of the TC.



Koneéné poradie navrhov podl’a hlasovania poroty:

Final order of proposals according to the voting of the jury:

Poradie navrhu Cislo navrhu Utastnik

1. miesto 7 SLLA s.r.o.

2. miesto 34 CHYBIK+KRISTOF ASSOCIATED ARCHITECTS s.r.o.
3. miesto 11 ABKUPS, spol. s r.o.

4. az 7. miesto 4 DI Andreas Marth / AllesWirdGut Architektur ZT GmbH
4. az 7. miesto 20 Ing.arch. Andrej Olah / GRAU

4. az 7. miesto 27 Ing.arch. Mirius Zitiiansky a Ing.arch. Vladimir Simkovi&
4. az 7. miesto 32 Ing.arch. Ilja Skocek

8. az 10. miesto 10 ZEroZero, S.1.0.

8. az 10. miesto 17 Ruizicka a partnefi s.r.o.

8. az 10. miesto 33 PLURAL s.r.0.

11. az 30. miesto 1 MS architekti s.r.o.

11. az 30. miesto 2 Ren Ito Arq.

11. az 30. miesto 6 EHL & KOUMAR ARCHITEKTI s.r.0.

11. az 30. miesto 8 PHA, s.r.o.

11. az 30. miesto 9 Pedro Pitarch Alonso

11. az 30. miesto 12 Ovo Grabczewscy architekci Oskar Grabezewski
11. az 30. miesto 13 Studio Perspektiv s.r.o.

11. az 30. miesto 15 Ing.arch. Jan Mihalov

11. az 30. miesto 16 Architekti Sebo Lichy s.r.o.

11. az 30. miesto 18 SPDe s.r.0.

11. az 30. miesto 19 RULES, s.r.o.

11. az 30. miesto 21 Ateliér URBAN, s.r.o. a FISCHERS, a.s.

11. az 30. miesto 22 CREATERRA s.r.o.

11. az 30. miesto 24 Arch. Dipl.-Ing. Max Uteh

11. az 30. miesto 25 Ing. arch. Michal Bogar

11. az 30. miesto 26 ENDORFINE s.r.0.

11. az 30. miesto 28 Kol¢ak architekti, s.r.o.

11. az 30. miesto 29 RO_AR Szymon Rozwalka architects

11. az 30. miesto 30 FKF design, spol. s.r.o.

11. az 30. miesto 31 AKlan¢ina s.r.0.

Order of the proposal no. of proposal Participant

1. place 7 SLLA s.r.o.

2. place 34 CHYBIK+KRISTOF ASSOCIATED ARCHITECTS s.r.0.
3. place 11 ABX.PS., spol. s ro.

4.to 7. place 4 DI Andreas Marth / AllesWirdGut Architektur ZT GmbH
4.to 7. place 20 Ing.arch. Andrej Olah / GRAU

4.to 7. place 27 Ing.arch. Mérius Zitiiansky a Ing.arch. Vladimir Simkovi&
4.to 7. place 32 Ing.arch. Ilja Skocek

8. to 10. place 10 Zerozero, s.r.0.

8. to 10. place 17 Ruzicka a partnefi s.r.o.

8. to 10. place 33 PLURAL s.r.o.

11. to 30.place 1 MS architekti s.r.0.

11. to 30. place 2 Ren Ito Arq.

11. to 30. place 6 EHL & KOUMAR ARCHITEKTI s.r.0.

11. to 30. place 8 PHA, s.r.o.

11. to 30. place 9 Pedro Pitarch Alonso

11. to 30. place 12 Ovo Grabczewscy architekcei Oskar Grabczewski
11. to 30. place 13 Studio Perspektiv s.r.o.

11. to 30. place 15 Ing.arch. Jan Mihalov

11. to 30. place 16 Architekti Sebo Lichy s.r.o.

11. to 30. place 18 SPDe s.r.o.

11. to 30. place 19 RULES, s.r.o0.

11. to 30. place 21 Ateliér URBAN, s.r.o. a FISCHERS, a.s.

11. to 30. place 22 CREATERRA s.r.o.

11. to 30. place 24 Arch. Dipl.-Ing. Max Uteh

11. to 30. place 25 Ing. arch. Michal Bogar

11. to 30. place 26 ENDORFINE s.1.0.

11. to 30. place 28 Kol¢ék architekti, s.r.o.

11. to 30. place 29 RO_AR Szymon Rozwalka architects

11. to 30. place 30 FKF design, spol. s.r.o.

11. to 30. place 31 AKlJan¢ina s.r.0.




Porota udel'uje ceny a odmeny nasledovnym ucastnikom:

1. cena 20,000 € pre navrh €. 7 - SLLA s.r.o.

2. cena 12,000 € pre navrh ¢. 34 - CHYBIK+KRISTOF ASSOCIATED ARCHITECTS s.r.o.

3. cena 7,000 € pre navrh &. 11 - A B.K.P.S., spol. s r.o.

odmena bez urcenia poradia 1,500 € pre navh €. 4 - DI Andreas Marth / AllesWirdGut Architektur ZT GmbH
odmena bez uréenia poradia 1,500 € pre navh ¢. 20 - Ing.arch. Andrej Oldh / GRAU

odmena bez uréenia poradia 1,500 € pre navh ¢&. 27 - Ing.arch. Marius Zitiansky, Ing.arch. Vladimir Simkovi¢
odmena bez uréenia poradia 1,500 € pre navh ¢. 32 - Ing.arch. Ilja Skocek

Kopia tejto zapisnice bude predlozena Vyhlasovatel'ovi a dorucena ucastnikom, ktorych navrhy boli hodnotené porotou.

Spravnost’ tejto zapisnice potvrdzuji svojim podpisom €astnici zasadnutia poroty.

Ziadny z Clenov poroty nevyuzil pravo uviest’ svoj nazor, ak je odlisny od vi¢sinového nazoru, uviest’ dovody svojho
hlasovania a nepodpisat’ zapisnicu.

The jury awards the prizes and honourable mentions to the following participants:

1st Prize: € 20 000 for the proposal no. 7 - SLLA s.r.o.

2nd Prize: € 12 000 for the proposal n. 34 - CHYBIK+KRISTOF ASSOCIATED ARCHITECTS s.r.o.

3rd Prize: € 7 000 €for the proposal no. 11 - A B.K.P.S., spol. s r.o.

Honourable mention without giving the order 1 500,- euro for the proposal no.. 4 - DI Andreas Marth / AllesWirdGut
Architektur ZT GmbH

Honourable mention without giving the order 1 500,- euro for the proposal no. 20 - Ing.arch. Andrej Oldh / GRAU
Honourable mention without giving the order 1 500,- euro for the proposal no. 27 - Ing.arch. Marius Zitiansky, Ing.arch.
Vladimir Simkovi¢

Honourable mention without giving the order 1 500,- euro for the proposal no. 32 - Ing.arch. Ilja Skocek

A copy of this protocol will be submitted to the Inviting party and delivered to the participants, whose proposals were
evaluated by the jury.

The accuracy of this protocol is certified by those present to the assembly by their signatures.
None of the jury members did use their right to state their opinion if different from the prevailing opinion, to state reasons for
their voting and to refuse to sign the protocol.



17:00 porota ukoncila svoju ¢innost’ a hodnotiace stretnutie poroty bolo ukoncené. At 05:00 pm the jury finished the evaluation session.

Prilohy: Annex.

1. Pisomné ¢estné vyhlasenia ¢lenov poroty, ndhradnikov a pomocnych organov poroty. 1. Written declaration of members of jury, alternative members of the jury and auxiliary bodies of the jury.
2. Zapis z overovania 2. Summary from verification

3. Hodnotenia sut'aznych navrhov a odporti¢ania pre dopracovanie vitazného navrhu. 3. Evaluation of the competition proposals and recommendations for further elaboration of the winning proposal
Zapisal Ing. arch. Peter Lényi, sekretar sutaze Written by Ing. arch. Peter Lényi, secretary of the competition

V Bratislave 30.1.2019 In Bratislava January 30th 2019

- prof. ak. arch. Imrich Vasko, riadny ¢len poroty, predseda poroty e, - Ing. arch. Gabriel Drobniak, expert poroty v oblasti izemného planovania ..o

- univ dipl ing arch Aljosa Dekleva, M.Arch (Dist) AA, riadny €len poroty — ..coevveieiecncnene, - Ing. Jan Kubovéak, expert poroty v oblasti naceiiovania realizacie stavieb ~— ......cccocvvevenenenne.

- Mag. arch. Ernst J. Fuchs, riadny ¢len poroty L - Ing. arch. Peter Lényi, sekretar sataze

- doc. Mgr. ak. arch. Roman Brychta, riadny ¢len poroty L, - Ing. Ing. arch. Ondrej Marko, hlavny overovatel’ sitaznych navthov ...

- prof. Ing. Mgr. Petr Héjek, akad. arch., riadny ¢len poroty L, - Mgr. Ondrej Tkac, pomocny overovatel’ sutaznych ndvrhov.

- doc. Pavel Choma, akad. mal., riadny ¢len poroty L, - Mgr. Mirek Karas, pomocny overovatel’ sitaznych navchov

- prof. Ing. Stefan Klein, akad. soch., riadny €len poroty L, - PaedDr. Monika Dobrovic¢ova, PhD., prekladatelka L,

- Ing. arch. Peter Jurkovi¢, ndhradnik poroty L - akad. arch. .Maria Treppo, prekladatelka

- doc. Mgr. art. Sylvia Jokelova, expert poroty v oblasti prevadzky .,





