Navrh 8:

Dopravna funkénost: Navrh vytvara velmi prirodzené linie pre pohyb dopravy v smere na jadro
mesta, vratane velmi dobre navrhnutych priechodov zelenou ¢astou. Doprava je smerovana na
radidly a nezatazuje jadro Uzemia ani susednu (staru) Stvrt.

Obsluha uzemia: Komunikacie vytvaraju ucelenu siet s dérazom na dobru dostupnost
prostriedkami nemotorovej dopravy a MHD

Staticka doprava: Neprimerane vysoky pocet parkovacich miest v ulicnom priestore (na
povrchu) — negativny vplyv na kvalitu a funk&nost verejného priestoru

MHD: Finalna schéma je velmi dobrd, no v ramci jednotlivych etap nie Uplne domyslena.

Nemotorova doprava: Pravidelna siet s kratkymi vzdialenostami bez negativheho vplyvu
zeleného Uzemia na dostupnost, velmi dobre navrhnuty prechod cez zelené plochy cez namestia
na jej okraji.

Vysporiadanie sa s obchvatom: Najma v juznej ¢asti je obchvat pomerne blizko zastavby.

PrerieSenie krizovatky v juznej Casti je navrhnuté v podobe, ktora si bude vyZzadovat prestavbu
aktualneho napojenia.

Navrh 15:

Dopravna funkénost: Navrh fyzicky rozdeluje Stvrt na dve zény, pric¢om tieto st zarover oddelené
od starej zastavby. Z dopravného hladiska méZeme hovorit o menej funkénom rieSeni, ktoré
moZe generovat zbytocné jazdy, nakolko eliminuje peSiu dostupnost. Na druhej strane vSak
vytvara dobru dostupnost zelene ako klti¢ového prvku Uzemia.

Obsluha uzemia: V oboch zastavanych Castiach Uzemia je cestna siet navrhnuta logicky

a funkéne. Negativom je spominana bariéra v podobe zelenych uzemi. Vytvorenie komunikacie
prepajajucej obe Casti cez park mdze priniest tlak na jej plné sprejazdnenie. Funkénost by tak
bola plne zavisla na politickom rozhodnuti.

Staticka doprava: Staticka doprava je primarne umiestnena v podzemi, ¢o moze predrazit
planovanu zastavbu.

MHD: Navrhovana siet zastavok nie je uplne logickd, no je modifikovatelna.

Nemotorova doprava: Nadizajnované uli¢né profily umoznuju dobré vedenie komunikacii pre
nemotorovu dopravu, ktorej Cast méze byt vedena parkom. No prave zelené plochy parku
vytvaraju bariéru a predlzuju vzdialenosti.

Vysporiadanie sa s obchvatom: Dostato¢na vzdialenost zastavby od obchvatu eliminuje jeho
rusivy vplyv na uzemie.

Navrh 22:

Dopravna funkénost: Prejazdna cestna komunikacia naprie¢ Uzemim moze priniest nezelané
zataZenie vySSou intenzitou motorovej dopravy. Zakladna siet je ale logickd, vhodne prepéja
jednotlivé Casti Stvrte a vytvara dobry mix medzi verejnymi priestormi a dopravou. Priame cestné



prepojenie na sidlisko Druzba méze rezidentov motivovat pre vyuzivanie motorovej dopravy aj na
kratke vzdialenosti.

Obsluha tzemia: Uzemie je obsluhované pomerne dlhymi priamymi cestnymi vetvami
s pocCetnymi krizovaniami. Zelené arealy nemaju negativny vplyv na dostupnost a nepredlzuju
vzdialenosti.

Staticka doprava: Celkovy pocet parkovacich miest je optimisticky nizky avSak proporcne velmi
dobre rozvrhnuty z pohladu polohy ako aj ich typu — prevazuju miesta v parkovacich domoch.

MHD: Linky st vedené prevazne po okruhu a nie radialne, o mdze predizit cestovanie a priniest
prejazdené kilometre navySe. Poloha niektorych zastavok je menej vhodna.

Nemotorova doprava: Navrhované uli¢né profily su kompatibilné s dobrym vedenim cyklistov
a chodcov. Situovanie taziska zastavby do vzdialenejsieho Gizemia &iastoéne predizi pesie trasy.

Vysporiadanie sa s obchvatom: Obchvat je od tzemia logicky oddeleny zelenou ¢o eliminuje
jeho negativny vplyv.

Navrh 23:

Dopravna funkénost: V navrhu sa nachadza viacero komunikacii, ktoré su zastavané len z jednej
strany. Dopravna siet v rdmci zastavanych arealov je primerana. Ich vzajomné prepojenia sa vSak
javia ako menej logické az nefunkéné. Uzemie $tvrte oddeluje od sidliska Druzba cestna
komunikacia, ktora moze byt vnimana ako bariéra, nakolko nie je

Obsluha uzemia: Nosné komunikacie su vedené po obvode Gizemia v plnom rozsahu
a prejazdnosti. Presunutim taziska na vychodnu ¢ast zemia sa mierne zhorsuju kvality 15
minutového mesta.

Staticka doprava: Celkovy pocet parkovacich miest sa javi ako primerany a proporéne velmi
dobre rozvrhnuty z pohladu polohy ako aj ich typu — prevazuju miesta v parkovacich domoch.
Velmi nizky pocet miest v ulicnom priestore dava prilezitost k pristupnému a kvalitnému
verejnému priestoru.

MHD: Linky MHD su navrhnuté uplne mimo taziskovych linii Stvrte.

Nemotorova doprava: Cyklistické komunikacie su vedené optimalne, poloha a tvar zelenych
pléch mierne predlzuju pesSie trasy.

Vysporiadanie sa s obchvatom: Negativny vplyv obchvatu je minimalizovany Sir§im pasom
zelene.

Navrh 26:

Dopravna funkénost: Pristup do Stvrte je rieSeny z obvodovych komunikacii, ¢o sa vzhladom
k polohe zelenych arealov javi ako logické. Vnutorna siet je pravidelna. Dopravny bulvar je
zbytocne kapacitne predimenzovany.

Obsluha uzemia: Vytvorenie komunikacie prepajajlicej obe Casti cez park méze priniest tlak na
jej plné sprejazdnenie. Funk&nost by tak bola plne zavisla na politickom rozhodnuti. Struktura



komunikacii sa javi ako menej vhodna pre vyuzitie nemotorovej dopravy, ktoru sustreduje do
prostredia parku.

Staticka doprava: Celkovy pocet parkovacich miest je optimisticky nizky avSak proporcne velmi
dobre rozvrhnuty z pohladu polohy ako aj ich typu - prevazuju miesta v parkovacich domoch. Ich
hustota je primerana.

MHD: Vzhladom k navrhovanej zastavbe je vedenie linky MHD logické, no jej okruzna podoba
predlzuje trasu linky.

Nemotorova doprava: Siet cyklistickych komunikacii sa javi ako nedostato¢na. Chybaju lepSie
definované pesSie tahy zastavanym priestorom.

Vysporiadanie sa s obchvatom: Medzi obchvatom a zastavbou sa nachdadza Siroky pas zelene.

Zaver:

Za najoptimalnejSie navrhy povazujeme navrhy 15 az 22, ktoré obsahuju logické siete
komunikacii s primeranym po¢tom parkovacich miest. Odporu¢ame zamerat sa na koncentraciu
statickej dopravy do parkovacich domov v ramci jednotlivych blokov a vytvorenie
komunika¢nych spojnic po obvode uzemia. Ocenujeme upokojeny charakter komunikacii, ktoré
prinasaju vhodny mix prejazdnosti, bezpecnosti s preferenciou udrzatelnych médov dopravy.



Proposal No. 8:

Traffic functionality: the design creates very natural lines for the movement of traffic towards the
city core, including very well-designed passages through the green area. Traffic is directed to the
radials and does not encumber the core area or the adjacent (old) district.

Servicing of the area: The communications form a coherent network with emphasis on good
accessibility by means of non-motorised transport and public transport

Static traffic: disproportionately high number of parking spaces in the street space (on the
surface) - negative impact on the quality and functionality of the public space

Public Transport: the final scheme is very good, but not fully thought out within the phases.

Non-motorised transport: regular network with short distances with no negative impact of green
space on accessibility, very well designed transition through green spaces across squares on its
edge.

Dealing with the bypass: Especially in the southern part, the bypass is quite close to the
development. The crossing of the junction in the southern part is designed in a form that will
require the rebuilding of the current connection.

Proposal No. 15:

Traffic functionality: the proposal physically divides the Quarter into two zones, while at the
same time these are separated from the old development. From a traffic point of view, we can
speak of a less functional solution, which may generate unnecessary trips as it eliminates
pedestrian accessibility. On the other hand, however, it creates good accessibility to the green
space as a key element of the area.

Servicing of the area: In both built-up parts of the area, the road network is designed in a logical
and functional way. The negative is the aforementioned barrier in the form of green areas. The
creation of a road linking the two parts through the park may bring pressure to make it fully
passable. Functionality would thus be entirely dependent on a political decision.

Static traffic: Static traffic is primarily located underground, which may make the planned
development more expensive.

Public Transport: The proposed bus stop network is not entirely logical, but it is modifiable.

Non-motorised transport: The designed street profiles allow for good routing of roads for non-
motorised transport, some of which can be routed through the park. However, it is the green
areas of the park that create a barrier and lengthen distances.

Coping with the bypass: Sufficient distance between the development and the bypass
eliminates its disturbing effect on the area.

Proposal No. 22:

Transport functionality: a through road across the site may bring unwanted congestion from
higher volumes of motor traffic. However, the underlying network is logical, connects the
different parts of the neighbourhood appropriately and creates a good mix between public



spaces and transport. A direct road link to the Druzba housing estate may motivate residents to
use motorised transport even for short distances.

Servicing of the area: The area is served by relatively long direct road branches with numerous
intersections. Green areas do not have a negative impact on accessibility and do not extend
distances.

Static traffic: The total number of parking spaces is optimistically low but proportionally very
well distributed in terms of location as well as type - the predominant spaces are in car parks.

Public transport: lines are predominantly circuitous rather than radial, which can lengthen
journeys and generate extra mileage. The location of some stops is less convenient.

Non-motorised transport: the proposed street profiles are compatible with good cycle and
pedestrian routing. Locating the centre of gravity of the development further out will partially
extend pedestrian routes.

Dealing with the bypass: The bypass is logically separated from the area by green space which
eliminates its negative impact.

Proposal No. 23:

Traffic functionality: there are several roads in the proposal, which are built up from only one
side. The transport network within the built-up areas is adequate. However, their
interconnections appear to be less logical to dysfunctional. The territory of the district is
separated from the DruZba housing estate by a road, which can be perceived as a barrier, asitis
not

Servicing of the area: The supporting roads run around the perimeter of the area in full extent
and passability. Moving the centre of gravity to the eastern part of the site slightly degrades the
qualities of the 15 minute town.

Static Traffic: The total number of parking spaces appears to be adequate and well proportioned
in terms of location as well as type - the predominance of spaces in parking houses. The very low
number of on-street spaces provides an opportunity for accessible and high quality public
space.

Public transport: public transport lines are designed completely outside the focus lines of the
neighbourhood.

Non-motorised transport: cycle routes are routed optimally, the location and shape of green
spaces slightly extend pedestrian routes.

Coping with the bypass: The negative impact of the bypass is minimised by the wider green belt.

Proposal No. 26:

Traffic functionality: access to the district is solved from the peripheral roads, which seems
logical given the location of the green areas. The internal network is regular. The traffic boulevard
is unnecessarily oversized in terms of capacity.



Servicing of the area: The creation of a road linking the two parts through the park may bring
pressure to make it fully passable. Functionality would thus be entirely dependent on a political
decision. The road structure appears less suitable for the use of non-motorised traffic, which it
concentrates in the park environment.

Static traffic: the total number of parking spaces is optimistically low but proportionally very well
distributed in terms of location as well as type - the predominance of spaces in parking houses.
Their density is adequate.

Public transport: Given the proposed development, the alignment of the public transport line is
logical, but its circular form extends the route of the line.

Non-motorised transport: The network of cycle routes appears inadequate. There is a lack of
better defined pedestrian routes through the built-up area.

Coping with the bypass: There is a wide green belt between the bypass and the built-up area.

Conclusion:

We consider proposals 15 to 22 to be the most optimal proposals, which contain logical road
networks with adequate parking. We recommend that the focus should be on concentrating
static traffic into parking houses within individual blocks and creating circulation links around
the perimeter of the site. We appreciate the calmed nature of the roads which deliver an
appropriate mix of permeability, safety with a preference for sustainable modes of transport.
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