Zimny pristav (Winter harbour Bratislava)

Bratislava, 1.4.2026

Vsetkym ucastnikom/
To all participants

Vysvetlenie sutaznych podmienok ¢. 10-21/
Explanation of design competition conditions No. 10-21

(ENGLISH BELOW)

Vazeny ucastnik,
v sUtazi navrhov Zimny pristav Bratislava (Winter Harbour Bratislava), boli doru¢ené nasledovné
otazky:

OTAZKA C. 10:

Na zdklade dokumentu ,Sutazné podmienky sutaze navrhov Zimny pristav Bratislava” ich bodu 5.2
zasielame nasledovné: s ohfadom na ¢o najlepSie previazanie ndvrhu projektu so svojim okolim a jeho
charakterom: aspon pre zobrazeny vyrez (vhodné vsak SirSie Uzemie) prosime o doplnenie miestopisu
alebo obdobného podkladu, napr. digitdnej mapy mesta, polohopisu apod. v dwg formate?

ODPOVED C€. 10:
Vid odpovede na otazky €. 6 a 8.
OTAZKA €. 11:

Prosime o doplnenie podkladov okolitej zastavby lavého brehu Dunaja, konkrétne Nova stvrt na
Mlynskych Nivach (z produkcie MIB) a Stvrte autobusova stanica — Aupark (Bratislavsky downtown), v
dwg formate cielového polohopisu a 3D (pripadne obdobné)

oDPOVED €. 11:

Priloha ¢. 4 - SGtaziné pomocky, ¢ast 4.4 a 4.6 zahfia zobrazenie znamych zdmerov v okoli rieSeného
Uzemia v podrobnosti predpokladaného tvaru blokov a hmot zdstavby. Viac detailné podklady
(polohopis) nebudd poskytnuté vzhlfadom na Stadium rozpracovanosti tychto projektov. Podklad
zahffa prilahlé ¢asti Mlynskych niv aj downtownu.

OTAZKA €. 12:

Prosime o doplnenie podkladov okolitej zastavby a uUprav pravého brehu Dunaja, konkrétne
Celomestského centra - Nové Lido a Stvrte Southbank a Bratislavsky Dunajsky park (pripadne jeho casti)
v dwg formate cielového polohopisu a 3D (pripadne obdobné).

oDPOVED €. 12:

Priloha €. 4 - Sutazné pomocky, Cast 4.4 a 4.6 zahffia zobrazenie znamych zamerov v okoli rieseného
Uzemia v podrobnosti predpokladaného tvaru blokov a hmoét zastavby. Viac detailné podklady
(polohopis) nebudd poskytnuté vzhfadom na Stadium rozpracovanosti tychto projektov. Podklad
zahfna prilahlé ¢asti Celomestského centra na pravom brehu Dunaja.
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OTAZKA €. 13:

Prosime o doplnenie podkladov okolitej zdstavby a uUprav planovanej Upravy nadvéazujucej Casti
pristavu Palenisko a blizkej Stvrte Nové Pélenisko v dwg formate cielového polohopisu a 3D (pripadne
obdobné)

oDPOVED €. 13:

V pristave Pélenisko bude jeho funkcia dlhodobo zachovana. Projekt jeho rozvoja je v Stadiu rieSenia a
nie je k dispozicii pre sutaz.

OTAZKA C. 14:

V severozapadnej Casti aredlu pri ulici KoSicka sa v sucasnosti nachddza objekt aj s komunikaciou. V
zadani schéma 6 Rozvoj v kontaktnych uzemiach je vyznaceny ako zndmy investi¢ny zdmer. Je nutné v
navrhu s tymto objektom a existujucou komunikaciou ratat?

oDPOVED €. 14:

Nie, v ndvrhu nie je potrebné ratat s existujicou komunikaciou a zastavbou v severozdpadnej Casti
aredlu pri ulici KoSicka. Uvedené objekty ako aj zndmy investi¢ny zdmer boli v podkladoch zahrnuté iba
pre informdciu, s ktorou moze Gcastnik dalej volne pracovat v rdmci navrhu.

OTAZKA €. 15:

Na severozapadnej hrane Uzemia je zakresleny znamy investi¢ny zamer, ktory ale nie je stéastou 3D
modelu. Je prosim mozné doplnit tento zdmer do modelu, alebo aspon orientacne doplnit uvazovanu
hmotu, resp. jeho HPP? Je tento zdmer uz sucastou celkového planovaného objemu novej vystavby,
alebo je potrebné tento celkovy objem splnit extra a nad rémec tohoto znameho investi¢ného zameru?

oDPOVED €. 15:

Vid odpoved na otazku ¢. 14 - Investi¢ny zamer nie je sucastou podkladov, v sitaznom navrhu je mozné
s Uzemim volne nakladat v sulade so Sutaznym zadanim. Pre rozmiestnenie HPP su v Sutaznom zadani
definované kltcové parametre, ktoré sa vztahuju na celé rieSené Gzemie - teda aj na tuto ¢ast. Objemy
pre toto Uzemie su sucastou celkovych uvazovanych objemov.

OTAZKA €. 16:

Okolo dialnic je standardne ochranné pasmo, v ktorom bezne nie je mozné umiestriovat budovy. Viete
prosim potvrdit konkrétnu situaciu okolo Pristavného mosta aj s konkrétnymi regulaciami a pripadnymi
stopami, kedZe vasa Studia zda sa toto ochranné pasmo okolo mosta nezohladnuje?

oDPOVED €. 16:

Zakonné ustanovenia o Ochrannych pasmach dialnic zo zdkona 135/1961 Zb. § 11, spracovatelia Vizie
rozvoja Zimného pristavu interpretuju tak, Ze ochranné pasmo pre toto Uzemie nie je vymedzené
(kedZe sa jedna o zastavané Uzemia). Vzhladom na hlukovu zataz je v3ak Ziaduce v rozmedzi cca 100m
od mosta neumiestriovat funkciu byvania (vid Sutazné zadanie kapitola 8e).

OTAZKA C. 17:

Poprosili by sme zjednotit 4.4 dwg a 4.9. kataster do jednotnych koordinatov a jednotiek (su odlisné),
idedlne aj s 3D modelom.

oDPOVED €. 17:

Ospravedliujeme sa za chybu, prikladdme subor 4.4 Winter Harbour_update, ktory zjednocuje vsetky
dwg vrstvy.
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OTAZKA €. 18:

Do akej plochy sa pocita parkovanie? Je vidy vo vztahu k programu, napr. sucastou rezidencénych HPP
v pripade byvania, alebo sa napr. parkovacie domy zapocitavaju ako obéianska vybavenost? (Lebo v
takom pripade by pléch OV bolo vyrazne menej).

oDPOVED €. 18:

Parkovanie sa v bilanciach zapocitava v ramci programu, ktory obsluhuje. Dovolujeme si upozornit, ze
podzemné HPP sa do celkovej bilancie nezapocitavaju, ked?e metodika Uzemného planu sleduje len
nadzemné hrubé podlazné plochy.

OTAZKA €. 19:

Pri umiestriovani vysokych orienta¢nych bodov (nad 90 m) plati v tejto oblasti povinna vzdialenost
minimdlne 100 m od okraja nabreZia hlavného toku Dunaja. Pre akukolvek inl vystavbu v kontakte s
volnym tokom Dunaja je stanovend stavebna linia minimadlne 30 m od okraja nabreZia. To sa
pravdepodobne tyka len hlavného toku rieky, nie pristavnych nabrezi?

oDPOVED €. 19:

Limit 100m a 30m sa vztahuje na hlavny tok, zaroveri malé objekty nie s limitované tymto pasmom
(i.e. pavilony).

OTAZKA €. 20:

VazZeni organizatori, maju byt dve strany vysvetlujiceho textu formatu A4 vloZené priamo do panelu
formatu A1, alebo ich médme odoslat ako samostatnu prilohu v ramci toho istého stiboru PDF?

oDPOVED €. 20:

Ugastnici v stlade so sutaznymi podmienkami odovzdévaju svoj navrh vo forme panelov, text ma byt
sucastou panelu.

OTAZKA €. 21:

V severozapadnej Casti aredlu pri ulici KoSicka sa v sic¢asnosti nachadza objekt aj s komunikdaciou. V
zadani schéma 6 : Rozvoj v kontaktnych Uzemiach je vyznaceny ako znadmy investi¢ny zamer. Je nutné
v navrhu s tymto objektom a existujucou komunikaciou ratat?

oDPOVED €. 21:

Vid odpoved na otdzku ¢. 14

Dear participant,

The following questions were received in the design competition Zimny pristav Bratislava (Winter
Harbour Bratislava):

QUESTION NO. 10:

Based on the document “Competition Conditions for the Design Competition Winter Port Bratislava”,
section 5.2, we are sending the following: with regard to ensuring the best possible integration of the
project proposal with its surroundings and character: for at least the displayed section (though a wider
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area would be preferable), we kindly request the addition of a location plan or a similar reference, e.g.,
a digital city map, topographic plan, etc., in DWG format.

ANSWER NO. 10:

See answers to questions No. 6 and No. 8.
QUESTION NO. 11:

We kindly request the addition of documents for the surrounding development on the left bank of the
Danube, specifically the New District at Mlynské Nivy (produced by MIB) and the Bus Station — Aupark
district (Bratislava downtown), in DWG format of the target topographic plan and 3D (or similar) data.

ANSWER NO. 11:

Annex No. 4 — Competition Aids, sections 4.4 and 4.6 show known planned development in the vicinity
of the competition site, showing the anticipated form of blocks and building masses. More detailed
materials (topographic survey) will not be provided due to the current stage of preparation of these
projects. The competition aid materials include adjacent parts of Mlynské Nivy as well as the
downtown area.

QUESTION NO. 12:

We kindly request the addition of documents for the surrounding development and interventions on
the right bank of the Danube, specifically the Metropolitan Centre — Nové Lido and the districts
Southbank and Bratislava Danube Park (or parts of it), in DWG format of the target topographic plan
and 3D (or similar) data.

ANSWER NO. 12:

Annex No. 4 — Competition Aids, sections 4.4 and 4.6 show known planned development in the vicinity
of the competition site, showing the anticipated form of blocks and building masses. More detailed
materials (topographic survey) will not be provided due to the current stage of preparation of these
projects. The competition aid materials include adjacent parts of Mlynské Nivy as well as the
downtown area.

QUESTION NO. 13:

We kindly request the addition of documents for the surrounding development and the planned
modifications of the adjoining area of the Palenisko port and the nearby New Pdlenisko district, in DWG
format of the target topographic plan and 3D (or similar) data.

ANSWER NO. 13:
The port funcion will be retained in the locality of Palenisko in the long term. The project for its
development is currently in preparation.

QUESTION NO. 14:

In the northwestern part of the area near Kosicka Street, there is currently a building along with an
access road. In the assignment, Scheme 6: Development in Contact Areas marks this as a known
planned investment. It is necessary to take this building and the existing road into account in the
proposal?

ANSWER NO. 14:
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No, it is not necessary for the proposal to consider the existing road and buildings in the north-western
part of the site near KoSicka Street. These structures, as well as the known planned investment, were
included in the materials only for information, which the participant may then freely work with within
the proposal.

QUESTION NO. 15:

On the northwestern edge of the area, a known planned investment is indicated, but it is not included
in the 3D model. Is it possible to add this project into the model, or at least roughly include the
considered massing or its GFA? Is this project already included in the total planned volume of new
development, or must this total volume be fulfilled separately and in addition to this known planned
investment?

ANSWER NO. 15:

See answer to question No.14. The investment plan is not part of the competition documentation; in
the competition proposal, it is possible to work freely with the area in accordance with the Competition
Brief. For the distribution of GFA, the Competition Brief defines key parameters that apply to the entire
site — including this part. The volumes for this area are included in the overall planned volumes.

QUESTION NO. 16:

Highways normally have a protective buffer zone where placing buildings is generally not allowed.
Could you please confirm the specific situation around the Pristavny (Port) Bridge, including the exact
regulations and any applicable restrictions, since your study does not seem to take this protective zone
around the bridge into account?

ANSWER NO. 16:

The legal provisions on highway protection buffer zones under Act No. 135/1961 Coll., § 11, are
interpreted by the authors of the Winter Harbou Revelopment Vision such that no protection zone is
defined for this area (since the site is within the buildable area). However, due to noise exposure, it is
advisable not to place residential functions within approximately 100 meters of the bridge (see
Competition Brief, Chapter 8e).

QUESTION NO. 17:

We would like to request that the 4.4.dwg file and the 4.9. "kadaster plan with streets" file be put into
the same coordinate system and units (as they are currently different), ideally including the 3D model.

ANSWER NO. 17:

We are sorry for the mistake, please find file 4.4 Winter Harbour_update in the competition
documents, which puts all the dwg files into the same coordinates.

QUESTION NO. 18:

To which floor area is parking counted? Is it always related to the program — for example, counted as
part of the residential GFA in the case of housing — or are parking garages considered civic amenities?
(Because in that case, the area of civic amenities would be significantly smaller.)

ANSWER NO. 18:

In balances, parking is counted within the program it serves. Please note that underground GFA is not
included in the total balance, as the methodology of the Bratislava Zoning Plan considers only above-
ground gross floor area.
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QUESTION NO. 19:

When placing high landmarks (over 90 m) in the area, a mandatory distance of at least 100 m from the
embankment edge of the main course of Danube applies. For any other development in contact with
the free flow of the Danube, a building line of at least 30 m from the embankment edge is specified.
That presumably means just the main river, not the harbour embankments?

ANSWER NO. 19:

The 30m and 100m limits relate to the main course only, additionally, small structures are not included
in this limit (i.e. pavillions)

QUESTION NO. 20:

Dear organizers, should the 2 A4 explanatory text pages be embedded on the Al panel, or submitted
as a separate annex inside the same PDF?

ANSWER NO. 20:

The competition participants, in accordance with competition conditions, will submit their proposals
in the form of pannels, the text should be part of the pannel.

QUESTION NO. 21:

In the north-western part of the site near Kosicka Street, there is currently a building along with an
access road. In the Competition Brief— Scheme 6: Development in Contact Areas — it is marked as a
known investment proposal. Is it necessary to account for this building and the existing road in the
proposal?

ANSWER NO. 21:

See answer to question No. 14.

S pozdravom/Greetings

Mgr. Michal Garaj
zodpovedny za verejné obstardvanie
responsible for public procurement
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