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Bratislava, 17.05.2020

Vsetkym ucastnikom/
To all participant

Vec/Subject Matter
Vysvetlenie informacii potrebnvch na vypracovanie navrhu ¢. 5/
Clarification of information needed to elaboration of design no. 5

Vézeny zaujemca,

V stt'azi navrhov na predmet ,,Gréssling* vyhliasenom v Uradnom vestniku EU pod zna¢kou
2020/S 055-130909 zo dna 18.03.2020 a vo Vestniku verejného obstaravania ¢. 63/2020 zo dia
19.03.2020 pod znackou 11697 - MNA boli vyhlasovatel'ovi dorufené viaceré Zziadosti
0 vysvetlenie informacii potrebnych na vypracovanie navrhu:

Otazka ¢. 38
Text v zadani sttaze hovori: ,,Vstupy - ponechat’ 3 dneSné uli¢né vstupy, nové vstupy
neotvarat™. Nie je teda mozné znovu otvorit’ alebo mat’ vchod pozdlz Kuapelnej?

Odpoved’:

Uvedena citacia nie je sucastou zadania ale pomocky ¢. 09 ,,spresneny zamer na obnovu.
V ramci NKP (budova na parcele ¢. 219) sa nachadzaji 3 vstupy z ulice — z Kupelne;j,
z Medenej a z rohu tychto dvoch ulic. Vsetky 3 je mozné vyuzit. Odchylenie sa od uvedenych

poziadaviek bude nutné individualne posudit’ Krajskym pamiatkovym uradom.

Otazka ¢. 39

Mohli by ste objasnit’ otdzku pristupnosti pre osoby S obmedzenou schopnost'ou pohybu?
Musia byt vSetky priestory pristupné pre invalidné voziky? Je to nieCo, ¢o by sa uz malo
zohl'adnit’ v prvom kole?

Odpoved’:

Otazka pristupnosti pre osoby s obmedzenou schopnost’ou pohybu je zodpovedana na poslednej
strane pomocky ¢. 12 vyber z vybranych vyhlasok, kde je vysek z Vyhlasky €. 532/2002
Z. 7. - VyhlaSka Ministerstva zivotného prostredia Slovenskej republiky, ktorou sa ustanovuji
podrobnosti o vSeobecnych technickych poziadavkach na vystavbu a o vseobecnych
technickych poZiadavkach na stavby uZivané osobami s obmedzenou schopnostou pohybu
a orientacie. Vyhlasovatel' odporuca zohl'adnit’ tieto poziadavky v navrhu aj v ramci 1.kola
sttaze. Pristupnosti priestorov pre osoby na invalidnom voziku sa venuje napriklad § 64 odsek
2 uvedenej vyhlasky: ,,Stavba v Castiach urenych na uzivanie verejnostou sa musi riesit’
s parametrami umoziujucimi pristup osobe na voziku*.
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Otazka ¢. 40
V zadani sutaze je zmienka o miestnosti S existujucou trafostanicou v suteréne. Je mozné
objasnit’ jej poziciu?

Odpoved’:
Existujuca trafostanica sa nachddza v miestnosti oznafenej Vradmci V sitaznej pomdcky
02 zameranie objektu.dwg ako miestnost’ ¢. A0.21.

Otazka ¢. 41

Na kolik je nutné respektovat doporuceni pamatkového uradu ohledné ptipadnych zmén
vnitinich dispozic? Jsou tyto pro soutézici pln¢ zavazné? Respektive je nedodrzeni veskerych
dispozi¢nich Gprav ditvodem k vylouceni posouzeni navrhu porotou?

V piipad¢, Zze budova ma spliiovat soucasné naroky na bezbariérovost a hygienické pozadavky
- zda se doporuceni dle vykresi velmi problematické. Napiiklad interiér hlavniho vchodu by
musel byt upraven bezbariérové, ¢imz by vznikly nutné stavebni upravy, které nejsou z hlediska
pamatkové péce povolené. Vzhledem k rovnosti vSech obcant je opét nepiistupné, aby osoby
na vozic¢ku byly nuceny chodit zadnim ¢i vedlejSim vchodem. I ptipadné zmény v 1.PP budou
z technického hlediska nutné ve vétsi nez zobrazené mifte.

Prosime o vyjadreni nakolik jsou bouraci vykresy dle ptilohy 09 zavazné a jestli investor
povazuje boc¢ni vchod pro osoby télesné postizené v tomto piipad€ za vhodné feseni.

Odpoved’:

Odporucenia Mestského ustavu ochrany pamiatok v Bratislave (pomocka 09 ,,spresneny zamer
na obnovu®) odporaca vyhlasovatel’ v ¢o najvacsej miere reSpektovat’. Nedodrzanie ustanoveni
tohto dokumentu nebude dovodom k vyluceniu navrhu z posudzovania porotou. Vyhlasovatel
nepovazuje, vzhl'adom na rovnaky pristup k obanom, pouzitie bo¢ného vchodu pre imobilnych
za najvhodnejSie rieSenie.

Otazka ¢. 42
Je mozné upravit, pfipadné zbourat, modie oznafenou stfechu ve vnitrobloku V stlade
S0 4. vykresom / poslednou stranou pomocky 09 ,,spresneny zamer na obnovu“?

Odpoved’:
Ano je to mozné. Moznosti pre Gipravu striech sa tykala oj otazka a odpoved’ ¢. 26 vo Vysvetleni
¢.3.

Otazka ¢. 43

V systéme, ktory sliZi na predlozenie navrhu je uvedené, Ze st potrebné d’alSie 2 dokumenty
navrhu:

1. Sprievodna dokumentécia pozostava z vyhldsenia, ktorého vzor je v prilohe €. 2 ? Vysvetlite,
prosim.

2. Architektonicky dizajn .... OK

3. Nazov stboru? Vyjasnite, prosim, ak musime predlozit’ iba dizajn (Panely s dizajnom.pdf),
ako je napisané v podmienkach sut’aze, aké su tieto 2 dokumenty?
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Odpoved’:

Ugastnik nahra do systému dva stbory. Ugastnik pri svojom nahlade vidi, Ze by mal nahrat’
tieto dokumenty:

navrhu:

1. Sprievodna dokumentécia tvorend vyhldsenim, ktorého vzor je prilohou ¢. 2 sutaznych
podmienok

2. Architektonicky navrh

3. Nazov suboru — ide o fakultativnu moznost’, ktora je prednastavena v systéme pre pripad,
ze by ucastnik chcel pridat’ nejaky iny nepozadovany subor.

Zaujemca sa zaroven pyta, ¢o je to ,,Sprievodna dokumenticia tvorend vyhlasenim, ktorého
vzor je prilohou €. 2 sutaznych podmienok®. Ide o dokument, z ktorého buda vyplyvat
identifikatné udaje a Cestné vyhlasenie otom, Ze ucastnik je opravneny na ¢innost
autorizovaného architekta. Vzor tohto dokumentu tvori prilohu €. 2 sttaznych podmienok.
Blizsie informacie tykajiice sa formy navrhu, ktory sa ma predlozit’ v 1. kole sa nachadzaju
Vv ¢l. 6 suataznych podmienok.
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Dear Candidate,

In the design competititon, for the subject ,,Grossling* published in the Official Journal of the
EU under the reference 2020/S 055-130909 of 18.03.2020 and in the Public Procurement
Bulletin no. 63/2020 of 19.03.2020 under the mark 11697 - MNA, the announcer received
requests for clarification of relevant information for submitting a design.

Question no. 38
The text in Competition brief reports ,,Entrances - maintain the current 3 entrances from the
street, do not open any new entrance". Thus, it is not possible to re-open or have an entrance
along Kapel'na?

Answer:

The quation is not part of the Competition brief, butit si from tender aid no. 09 ,,refined aim
of the renovation from the perspective of preserving the object's heritage feature*. The building
on plot no. 21 (national cultural monument) has 3 entrances from the street - from Kupel'na
Street, from Medena Street and from the corner of these two streets. All 3 can be used. Deviation
from the above requirements will have to be assessed individually by The Monuments Board,
Office Bratislava.

Question no. 39

Could you clarify the issue of accessibility for persons with reduced mobility? Do all areas have
to be wheelchair accessible? Is this something that should already be taken into account for
round 1?

Answer:

The question of accessibility for people with reduced mobility is answered on the last page
of tender aid no. 12 ,,selection of legislation related to the issue*, where the excerpt from Decree
No. 532/2002 Coll., Decree of the Ministry of Environment of the Slovak Republic laying down
details on general technical requirements for the structures used by persons with reduced
mobility is. The announcer recommends that these requirements are taken into account in the
proposal also within the 1st round of the competition. For example, § 64 paragraph 2 of the
Decree deals with the accessibility of spaces for persons in wheelchairs: “A structure in the
parts intended for public use shall be designed with parameters enabling wheelchair

access ".

Question no. 40
In the competition brief mentions a high voltage room in the basement. Can you clarify its
position?

Answer:
The existing transformer station is located in the room marked in the competition aid 02
architectural drawings.dwg as room no. A0.21.

Question no. 41
To what extent is it necessary to respect the recommendations of the monument office regarding
potential changes in the internal dispositions? Are these fully binding on competitors? In other
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words, is the non-compliance with all layout adjustments a reason to exclude the proposal from
the jury's assessment?

In case the building has to meet the current requirements for accessibility and hygiene
requirements, the recommendation according to the drawings seems very problematic. For
example, the interior of the main entrance would have to be barrier-free, requiring necessary
building modifications, which are not allowed from the point of view of the monument care.
Taking into consideration the equality of all citizens, it is again unacceptable for people
in wheelchairs to be forced to use the back or side entrance. Even potential changes on the 1st
floor will require technical modifications in greater extent than shown.

Please confirm how binding the demolition drawings according to Annex 09 are and whether
the investor considers the side entrance for the disabled to be a suitable solution in this case.

Answer:

The announcer advises that the recommendations of the Municipal Monuments Preservation
Institute in Bratislava (tender aid no. 09 refined aim of the renovation from the perspective of
preserving the object's heritage feature) are respected as much as possible. Failure to comply
with the provisions of this document will not be a reason to exclude the proposal from the jury's
assessment. Given the equal treatment of citizens, the announcer does not consider the use
of a side entrance for persons with reduced mobility to be the most appropriate solution.

Question no. 42
It is possible to modify or demolish the blue marked roof in the courtyard in accordance
with the 4th drawing / last page of tool 09 "refined focus on restoration™?

Answer:
Yes, it is possible. The possibilities of the modification of the roofs were dealt with also in
question and answer No. 26 in Clarification No. 3.

Question no. 43

On the page where it is possible to submit the design, there are other 2 documents required
1. Accompanying documentation consists of the declaration, which template is in Annex no
2...? Clarify please

2. Architectural Design ....OK

3. Name of file ? Clarify Please. If we have to submit the design only (Panels with the
design.pdf) as is written in Competition Condition,what are these 2 documents that need to be
submitted?

Answer:

The participant uploads two files to the system. The participant sees in his preview that he
should upload these documents

1. Accompanying documentation consisting of a declaration, a template of which is Annex no.
2 competition conditions

2. Architectural design

3. File name - this is a facultative option, which is avilable in the system in case the participant
would like to add some other not mandatory file.
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Further question is what the “Accompanying documentation consisting of a statement,
a template of which is in Annex no. 2 of the competition conditions " is. It is a document that
provides the identification data and a solemn declaration that the participant is authorized to act
as an authorized architect will result. A template of this document forms Annex no. 2 of

competition conditions.

Further information on the form of the designs to be submitted in the 1st round can be found in
Art. 6 competition conditions.

S pozdravom/Best regards

Mgr. Michal Garaj
veduci oddelenia verejného obstaravania
head of public procurement department



