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Oteviend soutéz o navrh / Open design contest
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1. UsTAVUJici SCHOZE POROTY
Ustavujici schlize probéhla dne 14. 12. 2022 online.
Predsedkyni poroty byla zvolena: Viktorie Soutkova.
MistopFedsedou poroty byl zvolen: Jan Simtinek.

2 VYHLASENi SOUTEZE
Ceska komora architektsi vydala k podminkdm potvrzeni
regulérnosti 20. 12. 2022 dopisem &. j. 716-2022/DM/BV.
Souté€ini podminky byly pfed wvyhlaSenim schvéleny
zadavatelem.
Souté? byla zahdjena zaslanim oznameni do Véstniku vefejnych
zakazek a zvefejnéna dne 23. 12. 2022, pod Evidenénim gislem
zakazky Z2022-052452.
V elektronickém nastroji:
https://zakazky.eagri.cz/contract_display_17645.htm|

3 VYSVETLENI SOUTEZNI DOKUMENTACE

Pfed lhitou pro podani soutéinich ndvrhi bylo vydano 20
vysvétleni zaddvaci dokumentace.

Dostupné jsou na profilu zadavatele.

4, PREVZETi A PREZKOUSENI SOUTEZNICH NAVRHU ,
SEZNAM V3ECH POSUZOVANYCH NAVRHU
V fadném terminu do 5. 4. 2023 14:00 SEC bylo doruceno 57
ndvrhd. Zadny z ndvrhd neporusil podminky anonymity.
PFezku3ovatelka pfifadila ndavrhim ndhodna &isla, pod kterymi
byly zndmy poroté. Posuzovany tak byly navrhy €. 1-57.
Elektronickd podoba sout&inich navrh( byla zpfistupnéna
poroté den pred zasedanim k samostudiu.

5. HODNOTICI ZASEDANI A ROZHODNUT{ POROTY
Zasedani probéhlo 18. a 19. 4. 2023.

Porota hodnotila jednotlivé navrhy anonymné, tedy bez
znalosti toho, kdo je autorem konkrétnich navrha.

Porota rozhodla o udéleni cen a v souladu s bodem 9
soutéinich podminek také o finanénich odménach
nasledujicim zplsobem:

CCEA MOBA

1. cena - 500 000 K¢ - navrh €. 10:

Ing. arch. Kristyna Shromazdilova a Ing. arch. Lukas Figer, ICO
72503017 a 71997733; Na Rychté 786/3d, 644 00 Brno a
Hlohova 199/32, 612 00 Brno

2. cena — 300 000 K¢ - navrh . 29:

architektonicky ateliér PROJEKTOR s.r.0., ICO 05021464; Nad
Kajetdnkou 1634/28, 169 00 Praha 6

3. cena = 150 000 K& — navrh €. 52:

ARCHITEKT Ondfej Tuéek s.r.0., ICO 10722190; Na Maninach
1525/32a, 170 00 Praha

Porota déle rozhodla o udéleni mimofddnych odmén ve wysi
16 666 K¢ pro kaidy navrh:

ndvrhu €. 19:

Refuel s.r.0, ICO 24849308; Babakova 2153/8, 148 00 Praha
navrhu ¢. 23:

Studeny architekti s.r.o., ICO 44246897; Partizanska 33,
Bratislava 811 03, Slovensko

ndvrhu €. 31:

LASOVSKY JOHANSSON ARCHITECTS CVR, ICO 42417246;
Husumgade 14, 2200 Kobenhavn N, Denmark

SEZNAM UCASTNIKO SOUTEZE
Alexandra Paritzky (PLATEAU S.A.R.L)
architektonicka kancelar sustektecl
Jan Cech

Epitész Studié Kft.

Ing. arch. Tomas Benes

Studio Jan Zrzavy

Boele s.r.o.

Mgr.art. Ing. Michal Auxt

play MTTO s. 1. 0.

Ing. arch. Kristyna Shromazdilova a Ing. arch. Lukas

LNV A WNRE O

=
o

Fiser

11 TRI.ETRNACT architekti s.r.o.

12 PEER COLLECTIVE s.r.o.

13 Outline Architecture Office S.R.L.
14 Anagram&Gruppa

15 joyjoy studio ztgmbh

16 Karel Filsak architekti s.r.o.

17 Ing. arch. Lukas Landa

18 kompozituRA s.r.o.

19 Refuel s.r.o

20 ATELIER MALEC s.r.o.

21 M.Arch Vit Forman

22 STA, projektovy atelier, s.r.o.

23 Studeny architekti s.r.o.

24 TAKAFATA s.r.0.

25 BARVA studio s.r.0.

26 PAPUNDEKL ARCHITEKTI s.r.o.
27 Jsme k svétu s.r.o.

28 baugruppe.cz s.r.o.

29 architektonicky ateliér PROJEKTOR s.r.0.
30 BARAAK arch s.r.o. a Dvofdk & partnefi, s.r.o.
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31 LASOVSKY JOHANSSON ARCHITECTS

32 Meerkatelier s.r.o.

33 8 s.r.o.

34 ATELIER HORKY s.r.o.

35 hura studio s.r.o.

36 Ing. arch. Lukas Pecka, Ph.D.

37 Ing. arch. Martin KrGipa

38 Ing. arch. Martin Pansky

39 dKarchitekti, s.r.o.

40 tom3ovi architekti s.r.o.

41 Christophe Beraldin Architecte (Atelier Fabricaré)
42 Ars Fabrica, s.r.o.

43 Ateliér HRA s.r.o.

44 Studio COSMO s.r.o.

45 Ing. arch. Tomas Hanus
46 Studio Perspektiv, s.r.o.
47 Ing. arch. Veronika Stojdlova

48 David Kuchafik
49 MUD architekti s.r.o.

50 bams office s.r.o a Ing. Arch. Ladislav Miiller
51 ofschem architekti s.r.o.

52 ARCHITEKT Ondrej Tugek s.r.o.

53 Ing. arch. Milan Homolka

54 Atelier SAD s.r.o.

55 DOXA, s.r.o.

56 AOSI s.r.o.

57 LENNOX architekti, s.r.o.

7. HODNOCENI VSECH NAVRHU

Kritéria, podle nichZ byly soutézni navrhy vyhodnocovany,
byla stanovena bez pofadi vyznamnosti soutéinimi
podminkami {8.1) nasledovné:

- Kvalita architektonického feseni — komfort a flexibilita
uZivani, funkéni a logické vazby v dispozicnim feSeni,
krajinarska prace s pozemkem

—  Kvalita ndvrhu z pohledu udriitelnosti — nakladani se

Oteviend soutéi o navrh / Open design contest

zdroji, hospodareni s vodou a celkova Setrnost projektu
k Zivotnimu prostredi

—  Technicka uroven navrhu — konstrukéni a technologicka

feSeni s dlirazem na investicni a provozni naklady
Hodnoceni poroty:

Navrh €. 10, dle ndzoru poroty (v souladu s bodem 8.2
soutéznich podminek), v konkurenci soutéze nejlépe vyhovél
vy§e zminénym kritériim, a proto mu udéluje 1. cenu.

Navrh ¢. 29, dle nézoru poroty (v souladu s bodem 8.2
soutéznich podminek), v konkurenci soutéie velice dobre
vyhovél vySe zminénym kritériim, a proto mu udéluje
2.cenu.

Navrh €. 52, dle nazoru poroty (v souladu s bodem 8.2
soutéinich podminek), v kenkurenci soutéZe velice dobfe
vyhovél vyse zminénym kritériim, a proto mu udéluje

3. cenu.

Navrhy . 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,11,12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18,
18, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35,
36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51,
53, 54, 55, 56 a 57 dle nazoru poroty (v souladu s bodem 8.2
soutéznich podminek), v konkurenci soutéie vyhovély vyse
zminénym kritériim niZ3i mérou, a proto jim neudéluje cenu.
Z téchto navrhi se pro dil¢i pozoruhodné kvality rozhodla
udélit mimofadné odmény (v souladu s bodem 9.3) navrhim
¢.19,23a31.

Nédvrhim ocenénym o odménénym udélila porota komentar,
ktery je prilohou tohoto protokolu.
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REPORT ON THE EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS

Content:
1. Constitutive meeting of the jury
2. Announcement of the competition
3. Explanation of the competition documentation
4

Receipt and examination of the competition proposals

list of all proposals assessed
Evaluation meeting and jury decision
Participants

7. Evaluation of all proposals

oo

Annexes:
Al. Minutes of the constitutive meeting of the jury
A2. Minutes from the evaluation jury meeting
A3. Attendance list — evaluation jury meeting
A4. Jury comments

1. CONSTITUTIVE JURY MEETING

The constitutive meeting was held online on 14 Dec 2022.
Viktorie Souckova was elected Chair of the Jury.

Jan SimGnek was elected Vice-Chair of the Jury.

2. ANNOUNCEMENT OF THE COMPETITION

The Czech Chamber of Architects issued a certificate of regularity
for the competition on 20 Dec 2022 by letter No. 716-
2022/DM/BV.

The competition conditions were approved by the contracting
authority before the announcement.

The competition was launched by sending a notice to the Public
Procurement Bulletin, published on 23 Dec 2022, under contract
reference Z2022-052452.

Electronic tool:
https://zakazky.eagri.cz/contract_display_17645.html

3, EXPLANATION OF THE COMPETITION
DOCUMENTATION
20 explanations to the tender documentation were issued
before the deadline for submission of proposals.
All are available at the electronic tool.

4, RECEIPT AND EXAMINATION OF THE COMPETITION
PROPOSALS, LIST OF ALL PROPOSALS ASSESSED

Fifty-seven proposals were received by the regular deadline of
14:00 CET on 5 April 2023. None of the proposals breached
the conditions of anonymity. The examiner assigned the
proposals random numbers under which they were known to
the jury. Proposals Nos 1 to 57 were thus judged.

An electronic version of the competition proposals was made
available to the jury for self-study the day before the meeting.

5. EVALUATION MEETING AND JURY DECISION
The meeting was held on 18 and 19 April 2023.
The jury evaluated the individual proposals anonymously, i.e.

without knowing who the author of the specific proposals
was.

The jury decided to award the prizes and, in accordance with
point 9 of the competition conditions, the financial rewards as
follows:

1st prize - 500 000 CZK - proposal No. 10:

Ing. arch. Kristyna Shromaidilovéd and Ing. arch. Luké&Z Figer,
ID No. 72503017 and 71997733; Na Rychté 786/3d, 644 00
Brno and Hlohova 199/32, 612 00 Brno

2nd prize - CZK 300,000 - proposal No. 29:

Architectural studio PROJEKTOR s.r.0., ID No. 05021464; Nad
Kajetdnkou 1634/28, 169 00 Praha 6

3rd prize - CZK 150 000 - proposal No. 52:

ARCHITEKT Ondfej Tuéek s.r.o., ID 10722190; Na Maninach
1525/32a, 170 00 Praha

The jury also decided to award extraordinary prizes of CZK
16,666 for each proposal:

Proposal No. 19:

Refuel s.r.o, ID 24849308; Babakova 2153/8, 148 00 Praha
Proposal No. 23:

Studeny architekti s.r.0., ID No. 44246897; Partizinska 33,
Bratislava 811 03, Slovakia

Proposal No. 31:

LASOVSKY JOHANSSON ARCHITECTS CVR, ID No. 42417246;
Husumgade 14, 2200 Kobenhavn N, Denmark

6. PARTICIPANTS
See Czech language version for the list.

7 EVALUATION OF ALL PROPOSALS

The criteria according to which the competition proposals
were evaluated were determined without order of
importance by the competition conditions (8.1) as follows:

e Quality of architectural design - comfort and
flexibility of use, functional and logical links in the
layout, landscape work with the land

e Quality of design in terms of sustainability - resource
management, water management and overall
environmental friendliness of the project

*  Technical level of design - design and technological
solutions with emphasis on investment and
operating costs

Jury Evaluation:

In the opinion of the jury (in accordance with point 8.2 of the
competition conditions), design No. 10 best met the above-
mentioned criteria in the competition, and is therefore
awarded 1st prize.

In the opinion of the jury (in accordance with point 8.2 of the
competition conditions), design No 29 has, in the competition,
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very well met the above criteria and is therefore awarded
second prize.

Proposal No 52, in the opinion of the jury (in accordance with
point 8.2 of the competition conditions), has satisfied the
above criteria well in the competition and is therefore
awarded 3rd prize.

ProposalsNos 1,2, 3,4,5,6,7,8,9,11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17,
18, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36,
37,38, 39,40,41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 53, 54,
55, 56 and 57 in the opinion of the jury (in accordance with
point 8. 2 of the Competition Terms and Conditions), in the
competition, have met the above-mentioned criteria to a
lesser extent and are therefore not awarded the prize.

Of these proposals, the jury has decided to award honorable
mentions (in accordance with point 9.3) to proposals Nos 19,
23 and 31 for their partial outstanding qualities.

The jury has given a commentary on the proposals awarded
prizes, which is attached.
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Zpravu o hodnoceni ndvrh( vyhotovili
Karin Grohmannova
Igor Kovacevi¢

Viktorie Souckova
Jan Siminek

: Z_ David Kong
Viktor Odstréilik
Martin Cenék

Jifi Baloun

S 4 Stanislav Krbec
//ﬂ’ P,
%% /' Michaela Horakové
) /
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CCEA MOBA

Povodi Vitavy: Aredl provozniho stfediska Strakonice
Povodi Vitavy: Operational Center Strakonice



POVODI VLATVY: AREAL PROVOZNIHO STREDISKA STRAKONICE / POVODI VLTAVY: OPERATIONAL CENTER STRAKONICE
soutéz o navrh / design contest

[PVL]

USTAVUJICI SCHUZE / CONSTITUVE JURY MEETING

Ustavujici schiize poroty se konala 14. 12. 2022 od 11:00 on-line. Schiize byla ukonéena v 12:19.

Pfitomni
Rddni ¢lenové poroty
David Kong, Viktorie Souckovd, Viktor Odstr¢ilik, Martin Cenék, Jifi Baloun, Jan Sim(inek, Stanislav
Krbec
Nahradni ¢lenove poroty
Michaela Hordkova, Jan Maréan, Ondrej Hrazdira
Organizacni tym
Karin Grohmannova (CCEA MOBA)
Julie Hyska (CCEA MOBA)
Ddle pfitomni
Monika KFiZova (Povodi Vitavy)
Jifi Pechar (Povodi Vitavy)

1. Fungovani poroty
Hodnoceni se uastni i nahradnici, aby mohli byt zapojeni v diskuzi. K vysledku se dochazi pravé otevienou
diskuzi. VSichni pfitomni pfijimaji zavazek k préci porotce.

2. Volba predsedy a mistopfedsedy poroty

Po diskuzi byla na pfedsedkyni poroty navrzena Viktorie Sou¢kova, ktera pozici pfijala.
Po diskuzi byl na mistopfedsedu poroty navrzen Jan Simiinek, ktery pozici pfijal.
VSichni pfitomni souhlasili se jmenovanim predsedkyné a mistopfedsedy poroty.

3. Projednani soutéZnich podminek, zadani a dalSich podkladti
Predstavena byla posledni verze zadavaci dokumentace. Na zakladé diskuze se postupné dohodly nasledujici
Upravy:
* Hodnotici zasedani poroty se bude konat ve dvou dnech. Prvni den bude obsahovat prohlidku lokality.
e  Méfitko vykres bude 1:200 pfi zachovani po&tu paneld.
e Format seditu bude A3.
eV soutéinim zadani se doplni idaj o celkové ploSe Feseného Uzemi na stranu 10

e Otazka nutnosti oploceni - administrativni ¢ast mGzZe byt oteviend, ale s moZnosti uzavieni; provozni

€ast musi byt oplocend.
Vsichni porotci jednohlasné schvdlili soutéZni podminky a soutéZni zaddni na konci ustavujici schize.
4, Projednani termint zasedani poroty

Konecna Ihita pro odevzdéni ndvrh( bude 5. 4. 2022.
Porota se dohodla, Ze hodnotici zasedani poroty probéhne 18. - 19. 4. 2022.

zapsala Julie Hyska

CCEA MOBA 103
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USTAVUJICI SCHUZE / CONSTITUVE JURY MEETING

English transcript
Constitutive jury meeting took place on 14 December 2022 at 11:00 am online. The meeting was closed at 12:19.

Present
Regular jurors
David Kong, Viktorie Sou¢kova, Viktor Odstréilik, Martin Cenék, Jifi Baloun, Jan Simdnek, Stanislav
Krbec
Alternate jurors
Michaela Horakova , Jan Marcan, Ondfej Hrazdira
Organizational team
Karin Grohmannova (CCEA MOBA)
Julie Hyska (CCEA MOBA)
Also present
Monika KfiZzovd (Povodi Vitavy)
Jifi Pechar (Povodi Vitavy)

1. Functioning of the Jury
Alternates also participate in the evaluation so that they could be involved in the discussion. It is through open
discussion that the result is reached. All the jurors commit officially to the jury work.

2. Election of the Chair and Vice-Chair of the jury

After discussion, Viktorie Souckova was nominated for Jury Chair and accepted the position.

After discussion, Jan Simiinek was nominated for Vice-Chair of the Jury and accepted the position.
All jurors agreed to the appointment of the Chair and Vice-Chair of the Jury.

3. Discussion of the competition documentation and agreement on changes and modifications
The latest version of the competition documentation was presented. Based on the discussion, the following
modifications were agreed:
e The jury evaluation session will take place over two days. The first day will include a site visit.
e The scale of the drawings will be 1:200 while maintaining the number of panels.
e The size of the booklet will be A3.
¢ In the competition brief, the information on the total area of the area to be covered will be added on
page 10.
e Question of the need for fencing - the administrative part can be open but with the possibility of closure;
the operational part must be fenced.
All jurors unanimously approved the competition terms and conditions and the competition brief at the end of the
constitutive meeting.

4, Discussion of dates - jury meetings
The deadline for the submission of proposals will be 5 April 2022.
The Jury has agreed that the evaluation meeting of the Jury will take place on 18-19 April 2022.

minutes taken by Julie Hyska

CCEA MOBA 2/2
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HODNOTICI ZASEDANI — ZAPIS / EVALUATION MEETING — MINUTES

Hodnotici zasedani probéhlo 18.-19. 4. 2023 vsidle
zadavatele: Povodi Vitavy, Hole¢kova 3178/8, 150 00
Praha 5.

Prvni den jednani poroty, 18. 4. 2023
Pritomni:

Nezadvisla ¢dst poroty

Viktorie Souckova — predsedkyné poroty
David Kong

Viktor Odstréilik

Martin Cenék

Michaela Hordkova — nahradnice
Zavisld ¢ast poroty

Jan Sim(nek — mistopredseda poroty
Jifi Baloun

Stanislav Krbec

Za zadavatele

Jiti Nevoral

Monika KfiZzova

Tym organizdatora

Karin Grohmannova - prezkusovatelka
Kamila Dr3ata

Conor O‘Sullivan

Nepritomni omluveni:

Zavisla ¢ast poroty

Jan Maréan — nahradnik

Ondrej Hrazdira — nahradnik
Tym organizdtora

Igor Kovacevic — sekretdr soutéze

Porota méla den piedem navrhy k dispozici
v elektronické podobé a vénovala se samostudiu.
Nezavisld ¢ast poroty se sesla v 9:00 v sidle zadavatele,
odkud v 9:15 spole¢né vyrazili do Strakonic na prohlidku
feSeného Uzemi (doprovod za organizitora: Kamila
Driata) za Gcasti zavislych porotct na misté.

Porota se vkompletni sestavé opét v misté jednani
seslav 13:15.

Hlasujici ¢lenové poroty jsou:

Viktorie Souckovd — predsedkyné poroty
David Kong

Viktor Odstrcilik

Martin Cenék

Jan Simiinek — mistopfedseda poroty
Jifi Baloun

Stanislav Krbec

Pfezkusovatelka pfednesla zpravu z pfezkouieni:

Véas a bez znamek poruseni anonymity bylo doruéeno
57 navrhG. Byla jim ndhodné pfifazena C¢isla
neodpovidajici pofadi odevzdani ani elektronickému ani
fyzickému, pod kterymi budou hodnoceny porotou.
Nékolik z nich vykazovalo nésledujici odchylky:

CCEA MOBA

navrh €. 5 — sesit pouze v ti§téné (listinné) podobé
navrhy €. 6, 8 a 31 — jedna kopie sesitu v tisténé podobé
navrh €. 41 — jedna kopie sesitu v tisténé podobé
formatu A4

navrh €. 40 — tfi kopie sesitu v tisténé podobé

navrh €. 16 — ¢tyfi kopie seditu v tisténé podobé (dva
v ¢estiné a dva v angli¢ting)

navrh €. 48 - digitalné i fyzicky dva panely

Porota se shodla na tom, Ze navzdory zminénym
odchylkdam Ize kaidy navrh posoudit, u Zadného
nedoslo k vlastnimu faktickému zvyhodnéni
v konkurenci soutéze, spise k vlastnimu znevyhodnéni.
Pomérem hlas(

7 pro — 0 proti - 0 se zdrzel

pfijala vSechny navrhy do hodnoceni.

13:20-14:05 samostudium a diskuse nad navrhy
v mensich skupinach béhem obéda

Porota se dale shodla, Ze ve spoleéné diskuzi projdou
viechny navrhy postupné a pfistoupi k prvni eliminaci.
Dohoda byla, Zze kpostupu do daldiho hodnoceni
postaéi jeden hlas z fad vSech pfitomnych porotcl a

porotkyn.
1 Zadny
2 iadny
3 alespon 1
4 alespon 1
5 Zadny
6 Zadny
7 alespon 1
8 alesponl
9 Zidny
10 alespon 1
11  Zadny
12 alespon 1
13 Zadny
14 iddny
15 zadny
16  alespc
17 a
18 Zadny
19 alespon
20 Zadny
21  alespon
22  Zadny
23 slespon
24  iadny
25 zlespon 1
26 Zadny
27 iadny
28 alespon 1
29 zlespon 1
30 zlespon 1
31 alespon i
32 alesponl
33 alespon ]
34 Zadny
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HODNOTICi ZASEDANI — ZAPIS / EVALUATION MEETING — MINUTES

35 Zadny
36 Ziadny
37 iddny
38 alespon 1

39 alespon 1

40 alespon 1

41 alespon 1

42  iadny

43  iadny

44  alesponi 1

45 alespon 1

46 alespon 1

47  3adny

48 iadny

49 alespon 1

50 alesponl

51 Zadny

52 alespon 1

53 alesponl

54  3adny

55 alespon 1

56 alespon 1

57 alesponl
Navrhy, které zadny preferenéni hlas neobdriely, do
dalsiho hodnoceni en bloc (hlasovanim, kdo je pro jejich
postup: O pro — 7 proti — 0 se zdriel) nepostupuji.
Prezkulovatelka pfipomnéla viem pfitomnym, Ze
takovato rozhodnuti je pak za uréitych podminek moiné
revokovat. Navrhy, které nepostoupily v hodnoceni
dale zistaly (kazdy viditelné) v mistnosti a vystava byla
upravena k dalsi diskuzi.

Dale se diskutuje a rovnou i hlasuje o postupu do
daldiho hodnoceni jednotlivych navrh(, které obdriely
alespon jeden preferenéni hlas.

14:45 diskuze na navrhem ¢. 3

Hlasovéni o postupu navrhu dale:

1 pro -6 proti — 0 se zdrzel

Navrh €. 3 nepostupuje v hodnoceni déle.
14:59 diskuze na navrhem €. 4

Hlasovani o postupu navrhu dale:

0 pro—7 proti — 0 se zdrzel

Navrh €. 4 nepostupuje v hodnoceni déle.
15:03 diskuze na navrhem ¢. 7

Hlasovani o postupu navrhu dale:

3 pro — 4 proti — 0 se zdrzel

Navrh €. 7 nepostupuje v hodnoceni déle.
15:09 diskuze na navrhem ¢. 8

Hlasovani o postupu navrhu déle:

1 pro -6 proti — 0 se zdrzel

Navrh €. 8 nepostupuje v hodnoceni déle.
15:13 diskuze na navrhem €. 10
Hlasovani o postupu navrhu dale:

6 pro —1 proti— 0 se zdrzel

Navrh €. 10 postupuje v hodnoceni dile
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15:18 diskuze na navrhem ¢. 12

Hlasovani o postupu navrhu daéle:

0 pro—7 proti— 0 se zdrzel

Navrh ¢. 12 nepostupuje v hodnoceni dale.
15:27 diskuze na ndvrhem €. 16

Hlasovani o postupu navrhu dale:

1 pro -6 proti—0 se zdrzel

Navrh ¢. 16 nepostupuje v hodnoceni déle.
15:37 diskuze na navrhem €. 17

Hlasovani o postupu ndvrhu déle:

1 pro—6 proti — 0 se zdrzel

Navrh €. 17 nepostupuje v hodnoceni déle.
15:47 diskuze na navrhem ¢&. 19

Hlasovani o postupu navrhu déle:

5 pro - 2 proti = 0 se zdrzel

Navrh €. 19 postupuje v hodnoceni dale.
16:02 diskuze na navrhem ¢. 21

Hlasovdni o postupu navrhu déle:

3 pro —4 proti— 0 se zdrzel

Navrh ¢. 21 nepostupuje v hodnoceni déle.
16:17 diskuze na navrhem ¢. 23

Hlasovani o postupu névrhu dale:

3 pro—4 proti— 0 se zdriel

Navrh ¢. 23 nepostupuje v hodnoceni dale.
16:24 diskuze na navrhem €. 25

Hlasovani o postupu navrhu dale:

0 pro=7 proti—0 se zdrzel

Navrh €. 25 nepostupuje v hodnoceni dale.
16:28 diskuze na navrhem ¢. 28

Hlasovani o postupu navrhu dale:

5 pro — 2 proti — 0 se zdrzel

Navrh €. 28 postupuje v hodnoceni ddle.
16:35 diskuze na navrhem £. 29

Hlasovani o postupu navrhu dale:

4 pro - 3 proti — 0 se zdriel

Navrh €. 29 postupuje v hodnoceni déle.
16:48 diskuze na navrhem €. 30

Hlasovani o postupu navrhu dale:

0 pro -7 proti — 0 se zdrzel

Navrh ¢&. 30 nepostupuje v hodnoceni dale.
16:53 diskuze na ndvrhem €. 31

Hlasovani o postupu navrhu dale:

5 pro—2 proti — 0 se zdriel

Navrh €. 31 postupuje v hodnaceni dale.
16:59 diskuze na navrhem €. 32

Hlasovani o postupu navrhu dale:

1 pro—6 proti— 0 se zdrzel

Navrh €. 32 nepostupuje v hodnoceni dale.
17:03 diskuze na navrhem &. 33

Hlasovani o postupu navrhu déle:

0 pro — 7 proti — 0 se zdrzel

Navrh ¢. 33 nepostupuje v hodnoceni dale.
17:06 diskuze na ndvrhem ¢&. 38
Hlasovani o postupu navrhu dale:

1 pro — 6 proti — 0 se zdrzZel
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Navrh ¢. 38 nepostupuje v hodnoceni déle.

17:14 diskuze na ndvrhem €. 39
Hlasovani o postupu navrhu dale:
0 pro—7 proti— 0 se zdrzel

Navrh €. 39 nepostupuje v hodnoceni déle.

17:18 diskuze na navrhem €. 40
Hlasovani o postupu navrhu déle:
0 pro—7 proti—0 se zdrzel

Navrh €. 40 nepostupuje v hodnoceni dale.

17:23 diskuze na navrhem €. 41
Hlasovani o postupu navrhu dale:
0 pro—7 proti— 0 se zdrzel

Navrh €. 41 nepostupuje v hodnoceni dale.

17:29 diskuze na ndvrhem &. 44
Hlasovani o postupu navrhu dale:
0 pro—7 proti — 0 se zdrzel

Navrh ¢. 44 nepostupuje v hodnoceni déle.

17:32 diskuze na navrhem ¢. 45
Hlasovani o postupu navrhu dale:

5 pro — 2 proti— 0 se zdrzel

Navrh €. 45 postupuje v hodnoceni dale.
17:45 diskuze na navrhem €. 46
Hlasovani o postupu navrhu dile:

1 pro — 6 proti — 0 se zdrzel

Navrh €. 46 nepostupuje v hodnoceni déle.

17:51 diskuze na navrhem €. 49
Hlasavani o postupu navrhu daéle:

4 pro—3 proti— 0 se zdrzel

Navrh ¢. 49 postupuje v hodnoceni dale.
17:58 diskuze na navrhem ¢. 50
Hlasovdni o postupu navrhu daéle:

0 pro —7 proti— 0 se zdrzel

Navrh €. 50 nepostupuje v hodnoceni dale.

18:02 diskuze na navrhem ¢. 52
Hlasovani o postupu navrhu dile:

6 pro—1 proti— 0 se zdrzel

Navrh €. 52 postupuje v hodnoceni dale.
18:11 diskuze na navrhem €. 53
Hlasovani o postupu navrhu déle:

2 pro—5 proti— 0 se zdrzel

Navrh ¢. 53 nepostupuje v hodnoceni dale.

18:20 diskuze na ndvrhem €. 55
Hlasovani o postupu navrhu dale:

4 pro - 3 proti— 0 se zdrzel

Navrh €. 55 postupuje v hodnoceni déle.
18:31 diskuze na navrhem €. 56
Hlasovani o postupu navrhu déle:

0 pro—7 proti— 0 se zdriel

Navrh €. 56 nepostupuje v hodnoceni déle.

18:36 diskuze na navrhem €. 57
Hlasovani o postupu navrhu daéle:
1 pro — 6 proti — 0 se zdrzel

Névrh ¢. 57 nepostupuje v hodnoceni déle.
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18:43 Do dal3iho hodnoceni postupuji navrhy €. 10, 19,
28, 29, 31, 45, 49, 52, 55.
Konec prvniho dne jednani poroty

Druhy den jednani poroty, 19. 4. 2023
Pritomni:

Nezavislg cdst poroty

Viktorie Souckova — predsedkyné poroty
David Kong

Viktor Odstréilik

Martin Cenék

Michaela Horakova — nahradnice
Zavisla ¢ast poroty

Jan Siminek — mistopfedseda poroty
Jifi Baloun

Stanislav Krbec

Za zadavatele

Jifi Nevoral

Monika Kfizova

Tym organizdtora

Igor Kovacevic — sekretar soutéze
Kamila Dr3ata

Conor O’Sullivan

Nepritomni omluveni:

Zavisla ¢dst poroty

Jan Maréan — ndhradnik

Ondfej Hrazdira — nahradnik

Tym organizdtora

Karin Grohmannova — prezkusovatelka

9:15 Pfedsedkyné poroty vyzvala pfitomné k zahajeni.
Uvodni slovo administratora, zopakovani cil(.

9:30 Predsedkyné poroty vyzvala viechny pfitomné k
spoleénému prodiskutovani navrhi, které byly pfedesly

den vybrany do uzsiho vybéru, tj. navrhy ¢. 10, 19, 28,
29, 31, 45, 49, 52, 55

9:35 diskuze o navrhu ¢. 28

9:49 diskuze o navrhu €. 19

10:04 diskuze o navrhu ¢. 10
10:21 diskuze o navrhu ¢. 29
10:35 diskuze o navrhu ¢. 31
10:47 diskuze o navrhu ¢. 45
10:52 diskuze o navrhu €. 49
10:57 diskuze o ndvrhu ¢. 52
11:02 diskuze o ndvrhu €. 55

Hlasujici ¢lenové poroty jsou:

Viktorie Souckova — predsedkyné poroty
David Kong

Viktor Odstrcilik

Martin Cenék

Jan Simtnek — mistopfedseda poroty



Povodi Vitavy: Areal provozniho stfediska Strakonice / Povodi Vitavy: Operational Center Strakonice

[PVL]

Oteviena soutéz o navrh / Open design contest

HODNOTICi ZASEDANI — ZAPIS / EVALUATION MEETING — MINUTES

Jifi Baloun
Stanislav Krbec

11:10 Na zdkladé diskuse predsedkyné poroty vyzvala
porotce, k hlasovani o navrzich, které by mély v soutézi
ziskat cenu.

Hlasovani o ocenéni navrhu ¢. 28
1 pro -6 proti — 0 se zdrzel
Navrh ¢. 28 neziskd ocenéni.

Hlasovani o ocenéni navrhu ¢. 19
2 pro — 5 proti— 0 se zdriel
Navrh €. 19 neziska ocenéni.

Hlasovani o ocenéni navrhu ¢. 10
7 pro — 0 proti - 0 se zdrZel
Navrh ¢, 10 ziska ocenéni.

Hlasovani o ocenéni ndvrhu ¢. 29
4 pro -3 proti— 0 se zdriel
Navrh €. 29 ziska ocenéni.

Hlasovani o ocenéni navrhu ¢. 31
3 pro—4 proti — 0 se zdrzel
Navrh €. 31 neziskd ocenéni.

Hlasovani o ocenéni navrhu ¢. 45
1 pro -6 proti — 0 se zdrzel
Navrh £. 45 neziskd ocenéni.

Hlasovani o ocenéni navrhu ¢. 49
3 pro—4 proti — 0 se zdrzel
Navrh ¢. 49 neziskd ocenéni.

Hlasovani o ocenéni navrhu ¢. 52
2 pro—5 proti — 0 se zdrzel
Navrh €. 52 neziskd ocenéni.

Hlasovani o ocenéni navrhu ¢. 55
0 pro—7 proti — 0 se zdrzel
Navrh &. 55 neziska ocenéni.

11:19 Predsedkyné poroty vyzvala porotce, aby
doporucili, které soutézni navrhy maji byt déle hloubéji
diskutovany scilem udélit tfi ceny. Déle pfredsedkyné
poroty vyzvala porotce, aby doporudily soutéini navrhy
na udéleni odmény.

11:26 Porotci navrhli k diskusi o udéleni ceny navrhy €. 31,
45,52 a 19 a navrh €. 23 k udéleni odmény.

Predsedkyné poroty dava hlasovat o udéleni odmény
zatim bez uréeni finan¢ni hodnoty navrhu ¢islo 23:
6 pro—1 proti — 0 se zdrzel
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Navrh ¢. 23 ziskd odménu.

11:28 Porotci diskutuji ndvrhy & 31, 45, 52 a 19; na
zdkladé diskuse vznikne doporuceni na udéleni treti ceny.
12:05 Diskuse o udéleni prvni a druhé ceny, tedy o
ndvrzich ¢. 10 a 29.

12:23 Na zakladé predchozich diskuzi dava predsedkyné
poroty hlasovat o udéleni cen.

Hlasovani o udéleni 1. ceny navrhu €. 10
7 pro -0 proti — 0 se zdrzel
Navrh €. 10 ziskdva 1. cenu.

Hiasovani o udéleni 2. ceny navrhu €. 29
7 pro—0 proti - 0 se zdrzel
Navrh €. 29 ziskava 2. cenu.

Hlasovani o revokovani predchoziho hlasovani o navrhu
¢.52:4 pro-—3 proti—0 se zdrzel

Hlasovani o udéleni 3. ceny navrhu ¢. 52

4 pro— 3 proti — 0 se zdrZel

Navrh €. 52 ziskdva 3. cenu.

12:28 Piedsedkyné poroty vyzvala porotce, s ohledem na
predchozi diskusi, aby také ndvrhim ¢. 19 a 31 byla
udélena odména. Budou tak udéleny mimoradné odmény
tfi s rovnocennym finanénim ohodnocenim — rozdélenim
alokované ¢astky 50 000 K¢ na 3 rovnocenné odmény
kongici celym &islem, tedy 16 666 K¢ kazdému.

Hlasovani o udéleni mimoradné odmeény navrham ¢. 19,
23 a 31 ve wSi 16.666,- KC kazdemu

7 pro—0 proti—0 se zdrzel

Navrhy €. 19, 23 a 31 ziskaji mimofadnou odménu ve
vysi 16.666,- KC kazdy.

Nikdo z porotct si nepreje spole¢né rozhodnuti revidovat
nebo revokovat. Ceny jsou udéleny ve wysi urlené
soutéznimi podminkami.
12:45 Prestavka na obéd.
13:15 Pfedsedkyné& poroty vyzvala nezavislé cleny

také komentar.

14:30 Konec hodnoticiho zasedani soutéze.
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The evaluation meeting took place on 18-19 April 2023
at the headquarters of the contracting authority: Povodi
Vitavy, Holeckova 3178/8, 150 00 Prague 5.

First day of the jury meeting, 18 April 2023
Present:

Independent part of the jury

Viktorie Souckova - Chairperson of the Jury
David Kong

Viktor Odstréilik

Martin Cenék

Michaela Hordkova - alternate

Dependent part of the jury

Jan Simanek - Vice-Chairman of the Jury
Jifi Baloun

Stanislav Krbec

For the sponsor

Jifi Nevoral

Monika Kfizova

Organiser's team

Karin Grohmannova - examiner

Kamila Driata

Conor O'Sullivan

Absentees excused:

Dependent part of the jury

Jan Maréan - alternate

Ondfej Hrazdira - alternate
Organizing team

Igor Kovacevic - competition secretary

The jury had the designs available in electronic form the
day before and devoted themselves to self-study.

The independent part of the jury met at 9:00 a.m. at the
headquarters of the sponsor, from where at 9:15 a.m.
they set off together to Strakonice for a tour of the
project area (accompanied by Kamila Driata on behalf of
the organizer) with the participation of the dependent
jurors on site.

The full jury met again at the venue at 13:15.

The voting members of the jury are:
Viktoria Souckova - chairperson of the jury
David Kong

Viktor Odstréilik

Martin Cenék

Jan SimUnek - Vice-Chairman of the Jury
Jifi Baloun

Stanislav Krbec

The examiner presented the report of the examination:
57 proposals were received on time and without signs of
anonymity violation. They were randomly assigned
numbers that do not correspond to the order of
submission, either electronic or physical, under which

CCEA MOBA

they will be evaluated by the jury. Several of them
showed the following deviations:

Proposal No 5 - workbook in printed (paper) form only
Proposals Nos 6, 8 and 31 - one hard copy of the
workbook

Proposal No 41 - one hard copy of the A4 workbook
Proposal No 40 - three copies of the workbook in printed
form

Proposal No 16 - four hard copies of the workbook (two
in Czech and two in English)

Proposal No 48 - two panels, both digitally and physically
The jury agreed that, despite the aforementioned
deviations, each proposal could be assessed, and that
none of the proposals was at an inherent factual
advantage in the competition, but rather at an inherent
disadvantage.

By the ratio of votes

7 for - 0 against - 0 abstentions

accepted all the proposals for evaluation.

13:20-14:05 self-study and discussion of proposals in
small groups during lunch

The jury further agreed to go through all proposals
sequentially in the group discussion and proceed to the
first elimination. It was agreed that one vote from all
jurors present would be sufficient to move forward to
the next round of judging.

1 none

2 none

3 atleastl
4  ztleastl
5 none

6 none

7 atleast1
8 atleast1
9 none

10 &t least 1
11 none

12 3t least
13  none

14 none

15 none

16 at

17 at |

18 none

19 at

20 none

21  atleastl
22 none

23 at le |
24 none

25 atl 1
26 none
27 none

28 1 lec 1
29 & t1
30 ¢ st
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31 t le

32 { 1
33 atle

34 none

35 none

36 none

37 none

38 atle

39 atleast1
40 at least 1
41 atleast 1
42 none

43 none

44 &t least 1
45 atleast 1
46 atleast1
47 none

48 none

49 atleast 1
50 atleastl
51 none

52 atleastl
53 atleastl
54

55

56 ]
57 atleast ]

Proposals that do not receive a preferential vote do not
proceed to further evaluation en bloc (by a vote in
support: O for - 7 against - 0 abstentions). The examiner
reminded all present that such decisions could then be
revoked under certain conditions. The proposals that did
not proceed further in the evaluation remained (each
visibly) in the room and the exhibition was adjusted for
further discussion.

Next, the individual proposals that received at least one
preferential vote were discussed and voted on for
further evaluation.

14:45 Discussion on proposal No 3

Vote on moving the proposal forward:

1 for - 6 against - 0 abstentions

Proposal 3 does not move forward in the evaluation.
14:59 Discussion on proposal No 4

Vote on moving the proposal forward:

0 for - 7 against - 0 abstentions

Proposal 4 does not progress further in the evaluation.
15:03 Discussion on proposal No 7

Vote on moving the proposal forward:

3 in favour - 4 against - 0 abstentions

Proposal 7 does not progress further in the evaluation.
15:09 Discussion on proposal No 8

Vote on moving the proposal forward:

1 in favour - 6 against - 0 abstentions

Proposal No 8 does not progress further in the
evaluation.
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15:13 Discussion on proposal No 10

Vote on moving the proposal forward:

6 in favour - 1 against - 0 abstentions

Proposal No. 10 moves forward in the evaluation.
15:18 Discussion on proposal No 12

Vote on moving the proposal forward:

0 in favour - 7 against - 0 abstentions

Proposal 12 does not move forward in the evaluation.
15:27 Discussion on proposal No 16

Vote to move the proposal forward:

1 for - 6 against - 0 abstentions

Proposal No 16 does not progress further in the
evaluation.

15:37 Discussion on proposal No 17

Vote on moving the proposal forward:

1 for - 6 against - O abstentions

Proposal No 17 does not progress further in the
evaluation.

15:47 Discussion on proposal No 19

Vote to move the proposal forward:

5 in favour - 2 against - 0 abstentions

Proposal No. 19 moves forward in the evaluation.
16:02 Discussion on proposal No 21

Vote on moving the proposal forward:

3 in favour - 4 against - 0 abstentions

Proposal 21 does not move forward in the evaluation.
16:17 Discussion on proposal No 23

Vote on moving the proposal forward:

3 in favour - 4 against - 0 abstentions

Proposal No 23 does not progress further in the
evaluation.

16:24 Discussion on proposal No 25

Vote on moving the proposal forward:

0 in favour - 7 against - 0 abstentions

Proposal 25 does not proceed further in the evaluation.
16:28 Discussion on proposal No 28

Vote on moving the proposal forward:

5 in favour - 2 against - 0 abstentions

Proposal No. 28 proceeds further in the evaluation.
16:35 Discussion on proposal No 29

Vote on moving the proposal forward:

4 in favour - 3 against - 0 abstentions

Proposal No 29 moves forward in the evaluation.
16:48 Discussion on proposal No 30

Vote on advancing the proposal further:

0 in favour - 7 against - 0 abstentions

Proposal #30 does not move forward in the evaluation.
16:53 Discussion on proposal No 31

Vote to move the proposal forward:

5 in favour - 2 against - 0 abstentions

Proposal 31 moves forward in the evaluation.
16:59 Discussion on proposal No 32

Vote on advancing the proposal further:

1 in favour - 6 against - 0 abstentions

Proposal 32 does not proceed further in the evaluation.
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17:03 Discussion on proposal No 33

Vote on moving the proposal forward:

0 for - 7 against - 0 abstentions

Proposal 33 does not proceed further in the evaluation.
17:06 Discussion on proposal No 38

Vote to move the proposal forward:

1 in favour - 6 against - 0 abstentions

Proposal 38 does not proceed further in the evaluation.
17:14 Discussion on proposal No 39

Vote on moving the proposal forward:

0 in favour - 7 against - 0 abstentions

Proposal 39 does not proceed further in the evaluation.
17:18 Discussion on proposal No 40

Vote on moving the proposal forward:

0 for - 7 against - 0 abstentions

Proposal 40 does not proceed further in the evaluation.
17:23 Discussion on proposal No 41

Vote on moving the proposal forward:

0 for - 7 against - 0 abstentions

Proposal 41 does not proceed further in the evaluation.
17:29 Discussion on proposal No

18:43 Proposals Nos 10, 19, 28, 29, 31, 45, 49, 52, 55 will
proceed to further evaluation.
End of the first day of jury deliberations

Second day of jury deliberations, 19 April 2023
Present:

Independent part of the jury

Viktorie Souckové - Chairperson of the Jury
David Kong

Viktor Odstrilik

Martin Cenék

Michaela Hordkova - alternate

Dependent part of the jury

Jan Simiinek - Vice-Chairman of the Jury
Jifi Baloun

Stanislav Krbec

For the sponsor

Jifi Nevoral

Monika Kfizova

Organiser's team

Igor Kovacevi¢ - Competition Secretary
Kamila Driata

Conor O'Sullivan

Absentees excused:
Dependent part of the jury

Jan Marcan - alternate

Ondfej Hrazdira - alternate
Organizing team

Karin Grohmannova - examiner

9:15 The jury chairman invited the jury to begin.
Introductory words of the administrator, reiteration of
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the objectives.

9:30 Chairperson of the jury invited all present to discuss
together the proposals shortlisted the previous day, i.e.
proposals 10, 19, 28, 29, 31, 45, 49, 52, 55

9:35 discussion on proposal No 28
9:49 discussion on proposal No 19
10:04 discussion on proposal No 10
10:21 discussion on proposal No 29
10:35 discussion on proposal 31
10:47 discussion of proposal 45
10:52 discussion of proposal No 49
10:57 discussion of proposal 52
11:02 discussion of proposal No 55

The voting members of the jury are:
Viktorie Souckova - Chair of the Jury
David Kong

Viktor Odstrcilik

Martin Cenék

Jan Simanek - Vice-Chairman of the Jury
Jifi Baloun

Stanislav Krbec

11:10 Following the discussion, the jury chairperson
invited the jury to vote on the proposals that should win
the prize in the competition.

Vote on the award of proposal No 28
1 for - 6 against - 0 abstentions
Proposal No 28 will not be awarded.

Vote on awarding proposal No 19
2 in favour - 5 against - 0 abstentions
Proposal No 19 will not be awarded.

Vote on awarding proposal No 10
7 in favour - 0 against - 0 abstentions
Proposal No 10 will be awarded the prize.

Vote on awarding proposal No 29
4 in favour - 3 against - 0 abstentions
Proposal No 29 would be awarded the prize.

Vote on awarding proposal No 31
3 for - 4 against - 0 abstentions
Proposal No 31 will not be awarded the prize.

Vote on awarding proposal No 45
1 for - 6 against - 0 abstentions
Proposal No 45 will not be awarded.

Vote on awarding proposal No 49
3 for - 4 against - 0 abstentions
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Proposal No 49 would not be awarded.

Vote on awarding proposal No 52
2 in favour - 5 against - 0 abstentions
Proposal No 52 would not be awarded.

Vote on awarding proposal No 55
0 for - 7 against - 0 abstentions
Proposal No 55 would not be awarded.

11:19 AM The Jury Chair invited the jurors to
recommend which competition proposals should be
discussed further in depth with a view to awarding three
prizes. Next, the Jury Chair invited the jurors to
recommend the competition proposals for honorable
mentions.

11:26 a.m. The jurors recommended Proposals 31, 45,
52, and 19 for award discussion and Proposal 23 for
honorable mentions discussion.

The Jury Chair calls for a vote on the award without
determining the financial value of Proposal #23 at this
time:

6 for - 1 against - 0 abstentions

Proposal No 23 will be awarded a prize.

11:28 Jurors discuss proposals 31, 45, 52 and 19; the
discussion will result in a recommendation for a third
prize.

12:05 Discussion of the first and second prizes, proposals
Nos 10 and 29.

12:23 On the basis of the previous discussions, the Chair
of the Jury puts the prizes to the vote.

Vote on the first prize for proposal 10
7 for - 0 against - 0 abstentions
Proposal No 10 wins 1st prize.

Vote on awarding the 2nd prize to proposal No 29
7 for - 0 against - 0 abstentions
Proposal No 29 wins 2nd prize.

Vote to revoke the previous vote on proposal No 52: 4 in
favour - 3 against - 0 abstentions

Vote on awarding the 3rd prize to proposal No 52

4 in favour - 3 against - 0 abstentions

Proposal No 52 wins 3rd prize.

12:28 The Chairperson of the Jury invited the Jurors, in
view of the previous discussion, to award honorable
mentions to Proposals 19 and 31 as well. Thus, three
honorable mentions will be made with equivalent
financial consideration - dividing the allocated sum of
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50,000 CZK into 3 equivalent awards ending with a
whole number, i.e. 16,666 CZK each.

Vote on the award of honorable mentions to proposals
Nos 19, 23 and 31 in the amount of CZK 16,666 each

7 for - 0 against - 0 abstentions

Proposals Nos 19, 23 and 31 shall receive an honorable
mention of CZK 16 666 each.

None of the jurors wished to revise or revoke the joint
decision. The prizes are awarded in the amount specified
in the competition conditions.

12:45 Break for lunch.

13:15 The jury chairperson invited the independent jury
members to write a commentary together on the most

successful proposals.

14:30 End of the competition evaluation session.
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Datum / date....
PenN 7

ZAVISLA CAST POROTY, JEJi POMOCNE ORGANY,

Timto v souvislosti se soutézi prohlasuji, Ze:

— Svou praci budu vykonavat nestranné.

— Pfimo, ani nepfimo, jsem se neucastnil/a praci na pfedloZenych soutéZnich navrzich.
— Neznam jména autor( predloZenych soutéznich navrhi. (pouze porota)

— Nejsem ve stfetu zajmQ.

— Ai do odvolani zadavatelem budu o pribéhu soutéZe zachovavat mlcenlivost.

THE DEPENDENT PART OF THE JURY AND ITS SUBSIDIARY BODIES

In connection with the Competition, | hereby declare that:

— 1 will perform my work impartially.

— | have not directly or indirectly participated in the work on the submitted competition proposals.

— | do not know the names of the authors of the submitted competition proposals. (jury only)
— | have no conflict of interest.

— | will keep everything confidential until revoked by the awarding authority.

Jan SimGnek
Jifi Baloun

Stanislav Krbec

Jan Marcan

Ondrej Hrazdira
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Datum / date....
b/ 7
NEZAVISLA CAST POROTY

Timto v souvislosti se soutézi prohlasuiji, Ze:

— Svou praci budu vykonavat nestranné.

— PFimo, ani nepfimo, jsem se neudastnil/a praci na pfedlozenych soutéznich navrzich.
— Neznam jména autor predlozenych soutéznich navrhi. (pouze porota)

— Nejsem ve stfetu zajma.

— AZdo odvoldni zadavatelem budu o pribéhu soutéZe zachovavat ml¢enlivost.

— Jsem nezavisly/nezavisla na zadavateli.

INDEPENDENT PART OF THE JURY

In connection with the Competition, | hereby declare that:

— | will perform my work impartially.

— I have not directly or indirectly participated in the work on the submitted competition proposals.
— I do not know the names of the authors of the submitted competition proposals. (jury only)

— 1 have no conflict of interest.

— I will keep everything confidential until revoked by the awarding authority.
— lam independent of the contracting authority.

David Kong /[/(/‘5 (c L/’\—'ﬁ
Viktor Odstréilik W

Martin Cenék

Michaela Horakova
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Timto v souvislosti se soutézi prohlasuiji, Ze:

— Svou praci budu vykonavat nestranné.

— Pfimo, ani nepfimo, jsem se neucastnil/a praci na pfedloZenych soutéZnich navrzich.
— Neznam jména autorl pfedloZenych soutéznich navrh(. (pouze porota)

— Nejsem ve stretu zajmq.

— AZ do odvolani zadavatelem budu o pribé&hu soutéZe zachovavat mi¢enlivost.

THE DEPENDENT PART OF THE JURY AND ITS SUBSIDIARY BODIES

In connection with the Competition, | hereby declare that:

— | will perform my work impartially.

— I have not directly or indirectly participated in the work on the submitted competition proposals.
— I do not know the names of the authors of the submitted competition proposals. (jury only)

— | have no conflict of interest.

— I will keep everything confidential until revoked by the awarding authority.
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Jifi Baloun
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NEZAVISLA CAST POROTY

Timto v souvislosti se soutéZi prohlasuji, ze:

— Svou praci budu vykonavat nestranné.

— Pfimo, ani nepfimo, jsem se neucastnil/a praci na pfedloZenych soutéinich navrzich.
— Neznam jména autori predloZenych soutéznich navrh(. (pouze porota)

— Nejsem ve stietu zajmd.

— AZ do odvolani zadavatelem budu o pribéhu soutéZe zachovavat mléenlivost.

— Jsem nezavisly/nezavisla na zadavateli.

INDEPENDENT PART OF THE JURY

In connection with the Competition, | hereby declare that:

— 1 will perform my work impartially.

— Ihave not directly or indirectly participated in the work on the submitted competition proposals.
— | do not know the names of the authors of the submitted competition proposals. (jury only)

— I have no conflict of interest.

— Iwill keep everything confidential until revoked by the awarding authority.

- lamindependent of the contracting authority.

Viktor Odstréilik p s

Viktorie Souckova

David Kong

Martin Cenék

Michaela Hordkova // WZ%L(

CCEA MOBA



Povodi Vitavy: Aredl provozniho stiediska Strakonice / Povodi Vitavy: Operational Center Strakonice
Oteviend souté? o navrh / Open design contest

[PVL]
KOMENTAR POROTY / JURY COMMENT

Navrh Cislo 10 - prvni cena

Vitézny navrh nového provozniho stfediska Povodi Vitavy ve Strakonicich je pfikladem kvalitni prace
s funkénim ¢lenénim, principy udrZitelnosti, materidly a svétlem v interiéru. Dlstojny a
reprezentativni objekt neni okazaly a vytvafi dojem jisté pfirozenosti, napfiklad nenucené
vytvofenych parkovacich ploch. Porota ocefuje provazani s fekou, které umoZiiuje vyhledy. Objekt je
dobfe zasazen do svého okoli, nestavi se zady ani k silnici ani k fece a nabizi uZivateldm pfivétivé
prostfedi a kvalitni pracovni zazemi.

Navrh islo 29 — druha cena

Navrh pfindsi dobrou modulaci objemu a efektivni rozdéleni na dvory. Respektuje vyuZiti pozemku a
potfeby provozu, co? zajistuje ucelenost celého aredlu. Jeho nosny pribéh je jasné srozumitelny,
pfiéemzZ objekt nevytvafii bariéru v prostoru ani na parcele. S ohledem na provozni potfeby oddéluje
hluénou ¢ast od administrativni, zatimco dilensky dvir poskytuje idealni prostor pro praci. Nicméné,
porota pfi detailnéjsim zkoumani nebyla pfesvédcena o kvalité dispozic.

Navrh cislo 52 — tfeti cena

Jasna architektonicka fe¢ a dobfe zvolena orientace na feku, to jsou hlavni atributy tohoto navrhu.
Objekt je dobfe umistén na parcele, coZ také prispiva k sniZeni stavebnich nakladid a zlepseni
efektivity stavby a provozu. Navic, velka hala nabizi flexibilitu pro rlzné provozni potfeby. Porota si
také vsimla vyrazné redukce nakladd na energii a provoz, coZ je v dnesni dobé velmi dllezité.
Nicméné, vyskovy pomér obou budov porotu znejistil, pricemz navrh postrada i jistou
reprezentativnost.

Navrh éislo 19 — odména

Tento navrh se neboji byt vyrazny a odvainy, proto mu porota udéluje mimofadnou odménu.
Dominantni vySkova stavba plsobi monumentalné a nabizi skvélé vyhledy z kancelafi. Navic i vyuZiti
okolniho terénu a vodniho toku je v ndvrhu velice povedené.

Navrh &islo 23 — odména

Tento ndvrh se zamértuje na efektivni vyuZiti pozemku. Jednoduchy modularni tvar a poufziti

obycejnych materiald vytvaii moderni a udriitelnou stavbu. Vrstveni téchto materidl( pak dodava
stavbé dalsi zajimavy prvek. Za tento pfistup mu porota udéluje mimofadnou odménu.

Navrh ¢islo 31 — odména

Silny koncept, ktery reflektuje funkéni pozadavky investora a pretvafi je do srozumitelné formy.
Porota ocenuje Cistou prezentace a architektonickou formu véetné racionalnich dispozic a méfitkové
prikladnosti k okoli, za coZ ndvrhu udéluje mimoradnou odménu. | pfes monumentaini vyznéni je
stavba pfijemna, zejména materidlem a detailem.
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KOMENTAR POROTY / JURY COMMENT

Proposal No. 10 - First Prize

The winning proposal for the new operational center in Strakonice is an example of quality work with
functional organization, sustainability principles, materials, and light in the interior. The dignified and
representative building is not ostentatious and creates an impression of certain naturalness, for
example, casually created parking areas. The jury appreciates the connection with the river, which
allows for views. The building is well integrated into its surroundings, not facing the road or the river
with its back, and offers users a friendly environment and quality working conditions.

Proposal No. 29 - Second Prize

The proposal brings good volume modulation and efficient division into courtyards. It respects the
use of the land and operational needs, ensuring the coherence of the entire complex. Its main
structure is easily understandable, and the building does not create a barrier in space or on the plot.
With regard to operational needs, it separates the noisy part from the administrative part, while the
workshop courtyard provides an ideal space for work. However, upon closer examination, the jury
was not convinced of the quality of the layout.

Proposal No. 52 - Third Prize

Clear architectural language and a well-chosen orientation towards the river are the main attributes
of this proposal. The building is well located on the plot, which also contributes to reducing
construction costs and improving construction and operation efficiency. In addition, the large hall
offers flexibility for various operational needs. The jury also noted a significant reduction in energy
and operating costs, which is very important nowadays. However, the height ratio of both buildings
made the jury unsure, and the proposal lacked certain representativeness.

Proposal No. 19 - Honorable Mention

This proposal is not afraid to be bold and daring, so the jury awards it an honorable mention. The
dominant high-rise building has a monumental effect and offers great views from the offices. In
addition, the use of the surrounding terrain and watercourse is very well done in the proposal.

Proposal No. 23 - Honorable Mention

This proposal focuses on the efficient use of land. The simple modular shape and use of ordinary
materials create a modern and sustainable building. The layering of these materials then adds
another interesting element to the building. For this approach, the jury awards it an honorable
mention.

Proposal No. 31 - Honorable Mention

A strong concept that reflects the functional requirements of the investor and transforms it into an
understandable form. The jury appreciates the clear presentation and architectural form, including
rational layouts and scale appropriateness to the surroundings, for which the proposal is awarded an
honorable mention. Despite the monumental expression, the proposal manages to create a sense of
intimacy and friendliness.





