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DODATECNE INFORMACE &. 3

PRAHA 7
S

k architektonické soutéZi o navrh ,NOVA RADNICE PRO PRAHU 7%

Identifikacni Gdaje vefejného zadavatele:

Nazev: Méstska ¢ast Praha 7

Zastoupena: Mgr. Janem CiZinskym - starostou

Sidlo: nabr. Kpt. Jarose 1000/7, 170 00 Praha 7
ICo: 00063754

DIC: CZ00063754

Kontaktni osoba: Ing. arch. Igor Kovacevi¢, Ph.D.

E-mail: kovacevic@ccea.cz

Zadavatel byl v souvislosti s vy$e uvedenou architektonickou
soutéZi o navrh pozadan o dodatec¢né informace. Z tohoto diivodu
zadavatel poskytuje dodatecné informace k vy$e uvedené archi-
tektonické soutézi o navrh.

Dodatecné informace jsou zvefejnény na profilu zadavatele
https://stavebnionline.cz/Profily/profil.asp2Typ=2&ID=234&IDZak=5984
a na webovych strankach soutéze
www.novaradniceprahaZ.cz/2page_id=41

Dodateéné informace €. 3.01

dotaz:

objekt musi byt navrien tak aby nevyzadoval provedeni
Uzemniho Fizeni_, to je velmi vagné a pravné nepresné uve-
deno v Zadani. To zda bude vedno Uzemni Fizeni rozhodne
OVUMCP7 - proto se ptam: zda s nim bylo zadani projed-
nano? Je totiz véci vykladu stavebniho zékona a hlavné §9
vyhl. 503/2006 Sb. co je obsahem UR. V zasadé i pfi zmé-
nach bez navySeni objemu (pristavba/nastavba)to je mozné
UR vyZadovat. To zda jde o zmé&nu UR by vyZadovalo znalost
Uzemniho rozhodnuti na stavajici stavbu - pokud toi tam
je definovan pladt’ nebo &lenéni, jde o zménu UR. UpFimé
si neumim predstavit jak chcete splnéni této bodu soutézni
podminky pfi hodnoceni I.kola provérit.

odpovéd”:

S Odborem vystavby a tizemniho rozhodovani MC Praha 7
bylo jednano v ramci priprav soutéze. Z téchto jednani vze-
el fakt, Ze objekt neni mozné dostavovat, nastavovat nebo
rozsifovat - jako priklad, ktery nepotrebuje tizemni Fizeni,
byl uveden balkon, jelikoz plocha balkonu se nezapocitava
do zastavéné plochy. Po predloZeni Vaseho dotazu na vyse
uvedeny odbor jsme dostali tuto odpovéd”:

~Domnivam se, Ze zakon toto stanovi § 79 zakona
183/2006 Sb. v platném znéni a zejména jeho odst. 6.
Podle § 2 odst. 5 pism. c) stavebniho zakona by se mélo
jednat o stavebni upravu stavby, pri které se zachovava
vnéjsi ptidorysné i vyskové ohraniceni stavby. Za stavebni
tpravy se povaZuje téZ zatepleni plasté stavby.

Je pravda, Ze napriklad stavbou vyvolané potreby nového
napojeni na sité technického vybaveni, nebo predsazeni
fasady objektu by mohlo vyvolat téZ rozhodnuti o umisténi
stavby, které se vsak v obou téchto pripadech da nahra-
dit izemnim souhlasem. Pochopila jsem to ovsem tak,

Ze pri nasi konzultaci slo predevsim o to, Ze nemtiZe byt
provedena néastavba a pristavba, ktera by vedla k navyseni
podlahové plochy objektu a tim prekrocila limity stanove-
né tzemnim planem, a nebo by mohla mit dopad na prava
vlastnikti sousednich nemovitosti.

Nevim, jak byla tedy pravidla soutéZe primo definovana,
zda byla soutéZicim zakazana jen jmenovité forma tizem-
niho rozhodnuti nebo komplexné tizemni rozhodovani ve
vSech svych podobach.™

Dodate€né informace ¢&. 3.02

dotaz:

soucasti navrhu v l.kole je i Energeticky koncept - ze textu
nejasné vypliva Ze je dolozen PENB: /“VSechny hodnoty bu-
dou urceny z prukazu energetické narocnosti zpracovaného
v souladu s vyhlaskou ¢. 78/2013 Sb. a TNI 730331.™ /- je
tedy PENB povinnou soucasti nadvrhu?

odpoveéd:

Viz bod 6.1.2 soutéznich podminek:

~Pro mozZnost porovnani pfedloZenych navrhi poZaduje-
me jako soucast predloZeného soutéZniho navrhu popis
navrZeného energetického konceptu budovy a zptsobu
jeji adaptace na zménu klimatu, zahrnujici:

Popis systému energetického hospodarstvi (systém vyta-
péni, pripravy teplé vody, vétrani, osvétleni,

vyuZiti obnovitelnych zdrojii) a predpokladanych tepelné-
-izola¢nich parametru navrZené obalky budovy, sché-
maticky nakres vytapénych a nevytapénych zén budovy,
popis zplisobu hospodareni s vodou a popis opatreni na
sniZeni vlivu tzv. tepelného ostrova.™

V prvnim kole soutéZe neni pozadovan PENB. Je na sou-
tézicich, aby dle svého uvaZeni predstavili energeticky
koncept a presvédcili porotu o vhodnosti navrzeného re-
Seni. V I. kole pozadujeme principy energetického reseni,
které mohou byt vyjadreny grafickym i textovym popisem
technologii a zptisobu nakladani s energiemi.

Dodate€né informace €. 3.03

dotaz:

V podkladech jsme nenasli pohledy a zaméreni pozemku,
ktery je k dispozici. Mlizete nam poskytnout v dwg?

odpoveéd:

Prilohou ¢. 3.01 téchto dodatecnych informaci jsou ofo-
cené fasady puvodniho navrhu. Pozemek zaméren nebyl,
prilohou ¢. 3.02 téchto dodatecnych informaci je dwg
soubor se situaci a parcelou.

Priloha:
3.01 - Fasady objektu (jpg/zip)
3.02 - Situace (dwg)

V Praze dne 29. 2. 2016

Ing. arch. Igor Kovacevié¢, Ph.D.

NOVA RADNICE PRO PRAHU 7 - I. KOLO

ODPOVEDI NA OTAZKY
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION Nr. 3

PRAHA 7
S

to the architectural competition ,NEW TOWN HALL FOR PRAGUE 7 DISTRICT™

Identification data of the contracting authority:

Name: The District of Prague 7

Represented by:  Mgr. Janem CiZinskym - Mayor

Seat: nabfr. Kpt. Jarose 1000/7, 170 00 Praha 7
ID: 00063754

VAT: CZ00063754

Contact person:  Ing. arch. Igor Kovacevi¢, Ph.D.

E-mail: kovacevic@ccea.cz

Contracting authority, in connection with the above architectural
design contests, was asked for additional information. For this
reason, the contracting authority provide this additional informa-
tion.

Additional information is posted on the profile of the contracting
authority
https://stavebnionline.cz/Profily/profil.asp?Typ=2&ID=234&IDZak=5984
and on the competition website
www.novaradnicepraha7.cz/2page_id=59

Additional information no. 3.01
question:

The building must be designed so that it would not require
the territorial procedure_, it is very vaguely and legally in-
accurately described in the brief. Whether planning proce-
dure is required is up to OVUMCP7 - so | ask: was the brief
discussed with this department? It is a matter of interpre-
tation of the Building Act and in particular the section 9
of the Decree 503/2006 Coll. what is the content of the
planning procedure. In principle, even with changes without
increasing the volume (addition / extension) it is possible to
require the planning permit. Whether it's a change in plan-
ning permit would require knowledge of an existing one -
if there is a defined envelope or articulation, their change
would require change of planning permit. Honestly | cannot
imagine how you want to evaluate this point of the competi-

tion conditions in the first round.

answer:

The department of development and planning decisions of
Prague 7 district was consulted during the preparation of
this competition. From these discussions emerged the fact
that the building is not possible to be extended - as an ex-
ample, which does not require planning permit procedure,
was given a balcony, as a balcony area is not included in
built-up area. After submitting your question to the afore-

mentioned department, we received this response:

| believe that the law settles this by § 79 of Act No.
183/2006 Coll. as amended, and in particular its paragraph
6. According to § 2 paragraph 5 letter c) of the Building Act
it is a structural adjustment of the building, at which the
external floor plan and height outlines of the building are
kept. Also building envelope insulation is considered as a

construction work.

"It is true that, for example a new utility connection or a
front mounted facade could also lead to a procedure on
the location of the building, although in both cases it can
be replaced by planning consent. | understood, howev-
er, that our consultations were primarily focused on the
impossibility of building an extension or addition, which
would lead to an increase in floor area and thus exceeded
the limits set by the master plan, or could have an impact

on the rights of owners of neighbouring properties.

I do not know how the competition rules thus defined di-
rectly whether the contestant is prohibited only namely
the form of planning permit or comprehensive planning
decision in all its forms.”

Additional information no. 3.02
guestion:

Part of the proposal in Round | is also energy concept - the
text vaguely implies that it is documented by PENB (Energy
Performance Certificate): / “All values are determined from
the energy performance certificate prepared in accordance
with Decree no. 78/2013 Coll. and TNI 730331”/ - PENB is
therefore an obligatory part of the proposal?

answer:

See section 6.1.2 of the competition conditions:

“Brief description of the energy efficiency of the building,
including eventual schemes and sections etc. containing:
description of the energy management system (heating,
hot water preparation, air conditioning, lighting, renew-
able energy sources use) and expected thermal insulation
parameters of the building’s envelope, scheme of heated
and not heated areas of the building, description of water
use management and description of measures taken in or-
der to reduce the heat island effect.”

In the Round | of the competition PENB is not required. It is
up to the competitors and their decision how to introduce
energy concept and convince the jury about the suitability
of the proposed solution. In the Round | the principles of
energy solution is required that can be expressed in graph-
ics and text describing the technologies and the way of
dealing with energy.

NEW TOWN HALL FOR PRAGUE 7 DISTRICT 7 - ROUND |

ANSWERS
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ADDITIONAL INFORMATION Nr. 3

to the architectural competition ,NEW TOWN HALL FOR PRAGUE 7 DISTRICT™

Identification data of the contracting authority: Contracting authority, in connection with the above architectural

Name: The District of Prague 7 design contests, was asked for additional information. For this

Represented by: ~ Mgr. Janem Cizinskym - Mayor reason, the contracting authority provide this additional informa-

Seat: nabfr. Kpt. Jarose 1000/7, 170 00 Praha 7 tion.

ID: 00063754

VAT: CZ00063754 Additional information is posted on the profile of the contracting

Contact person: Ing. arch. Igor Kovacevi¢, Ph.D. authority

E-mail: kovacevic@ccea.cz https:/stavebnionline.cz/Profily/profil.asp?Typ=2&ID=234&IDZak=5984
and on the competition website
www.novaradnicepraha7.cz/2page_id=59

Additional information no. 3.03

question:

In the documents we did not find the elevations and plot

measurement. Can you provide us with dwg?

answer:

Annex no. 3.01 of this additional information are photo-

copies of the facades of the original proposal. The plot

was not geodetically measured, Annex no. 3.02 of this ad-

ditional information is dwg file with the situation and plot.

Annex: In Prague 29. 2. 2016

3.01 - Building elevations (jpg/zip)
3.02 - Situation (dwg)

Ing. arch. Igor Kovacevi¢, Ph.D.

NOVA RADNICE PRO PRAHU 7 - I. KOLO ODPOVEDI NA OTAZKY



