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55 / Budouci nadmofrska vyska pési osy je dle
podkladu P04 200,00. ReSené Gzemi je ve vy3ce
197,00. Je tam tedy rozdil 3 metra. Co je pod pési
osou? Mame si soutéZni pozemek predstavit jako
svah? V sou€asném stavu vySkovy rozdil neni,
proc€ vznika?
Developersky projekt Smichov City je velice komplexni. Ve
vysledku spolu musf koordinovany celkovy masterplan,
dopravni feseni, projekt Smichova Jihu a dil¢i projekty
Smichova Severu (méstské bloky, verejna prostranstvi a
Skola). Zpocatku by se mély dodrzet alespor nékteré
spolené referencni body, jako je 200 m n. m. pro pési
osu v misté, kde priléha ke Skole. Viz také odpovédi na
otazky ¢. 30 (DI 4)a €. 42 a 43.

5.4.2018,11:14 (cz)

56 / Proc€ neni u FeSeného tGzemi dodrZena uliéni
€ara u Nadrazni ulice dle stavajiciho objektu
(dam €.p. 3)?
(Ne)Presnost hranice feSeného Uzemi je dana tim, ze
vychazi z funkeni plochy v dzemnim planu a katastralni
mapy, ve které jesté nemdze byt nova parcelace Smichov
City, jelikoZ se FeSi postupné. Cheete-li v navrhu dodrzet
uli¢ni ¢aru pfi Nadraznf ulici, je to mozné.

57 / Je pudorysna i vyskova poloha navrZené ulice
- komunikace na jizni strané FeSené lokality -
zavazna, nebo Ize uvaZovat s jeji Gpravou?
Neni zavazna. Je ovdem doporucend. Dopravni feseni
bude predmeétem dalsiho uvadéni v soulad s dalsimi
projekty. Viz odpovédi na otazky ¢. 20 (DI 3) a 55.

58 / Je mozné navrhnout Uroviové kfiZeni této
komunikace s novou pési zé6nou?
Je to mozné, nicméné takové feseni pravdépodobné
nebude preferovano.

59 / Pozadujeme vydat Fezy Zelezni¢niho tunelu
na hranach pozemku.
Tyto podklady neméme k dispozici.
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55/ In the P04 file, we found the proposed height
of pedestrian axis ( yellow) close the project site
is 200,00. But the height of project site is 197,00.
So they have a 3 meter high difference. What is
under the pedestrian axis? Can we imagine the
ground level of east project site facing a blind
wall? And how about the south side of the project
site? Or can we imagine it is a slope from 200,00
to 197,00? And since in the existing situation
there is no height difference, what is the reason
to make the pedestrian axis 3 meter higher?
The development project of Smichov City is a complex
one. In the end the overall masterplan, the traffic
solution, the project for Smichov South, and the individual
projects in Smichov North (city blocks, public spaces and
the school) will have to be coordinated and work
together. At least in the beginning, certain reference
points should be kept, such as the 200 m height of the
pedestrian axis where it meets the school. See also
answer to questions no. 30 (Al 4) and nos. 42 and 43.

5.4.2018,11:14 (cz)

56 / Why is the street line at NadraZni street not

kept?
The (in)accuracy of the border of the competition area is
due to the fact that it is based on the function area of a
land-use plan and on the cadastral map that does not
contain individual plots of the Smichov North yet since
they are not actually definitely fixed. If you want to keep
the street line in your proposal, it is possible.

57 / Is the proposed road at the south border of
the competition area binding (both in plan and in
altitude) or can it be changed?
It is not binding. However, it is recommended. The traffic
solution will be a result of cooperation among other
projects. See also answers to questions nos. 20 (Al 3) and
55.

58 / Is it possible to design one-level junction of
the southern access road and the pedestrian
zone?
It is possible, nevertheless such a solution is not
preferable.

59 / We demand the sections of the railway
tunnel at the edges of the competition area.
This documentation is not at our disposal.
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60 / Reeny pozemek na jizni stran& sousedi s
transformacnim tzemim Smichov jih. V koncepci
tohoto Uzemi je navrZen klinovity park mezi
kolejistém, novou zastavbou Smichov jih a
stavajicim domem €.p.3. Je tento park zavazny
podobné jako parky vychodni a zapadni u
feSeného pozemku?

Nenfi zavazny, nicnéné se zatim nejedna o pozemek ve

vlastnictvi developera.

5.4.2018,11:52 (cz)

61/ Dle odpovédi na predchozi otazky je zfejmé,
Ze navrhovany objekt zakladni Skoly bude
prezentovan v situaci stavajiciho stavu. Jelikoz
neni dostupny zZadny digitalni podklad
navrhovaného urbanistického FeSeni okoli.
Rozumime tomu spravné ?

Zastavba Smichova Sever je hmotove k dispozici v 3D

modelu | v dodatecné vydaném souboru “Vykres Smichov

City (dwg)". SoutéZ na podobu Smichova Jih probiha

paralelné s touto souté?f a jejf vysledky nebudou v dobé
odevzdani jesté znamy.

62 / Dle pfedchozich odpovédi je zfejmé, zZe
neexistuje zadny zavazny regulativ (uzaviena
stavebni €ara, tvarové feSeni). Navrh objemu
Skoly v urbanistické studii, ktera je soucasti
soutéznich podkladl tedy neni zavazny ?
Navrh objemu ve studii, ktera je podkladem P04, neni
zavazny.

5.4.2018, 14:37 (en)
63 / Télocvicna: v zadani se piSe, Ze druha
télocvicna muZe byt mensi. MGZeme navrhnout
dvé velké télocvicny?

Je to na uvazenf soutézicich.

64 / Atleticky oval: poskytnéte, prosim, jeho
rozmeéry.
Viz odpovéd na otazku ¢. 23 (DI 4).

5.4.2018,16:17 (en)
65 / MlzZe byt atleticky oval umistén v dotéeném
uzemi?

Viz odpovéd na otazku . 23 (DI 4).
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60 / Between the Smichov South area and the
competition area, there is a triangular park. Is
this park binding in the same sense as the two
parks in the Smichov North?
It is not binding. However, so far, it is not a property of
the developer.

5.4.2018,11:52 (cz)

61/ Do we understand it correctly that the school
will be presented in the current state of the
surroundings?
The project of Smichov North was provided to you both
in 3D model and in the additional dwg file (annex of Al 3).
The competition for the Smichov South project is running
parallel to this one, and its results will not be known by
the time of submission in this competition.

62 / It seems to be clear that there is no binding
regulation (street line, shape) for this project.
Does it mean that the proposed volume of the
school in the urban study that is part of the
documentation is not binding?
The school proposed in the urban study, which is
document P04 is not binding.

5.4.2018,14:37 (en)
63 / Gym: it is written in the brief “one of the
them with dimensions 18 x 30 m, the second one
can be smaller”, but what does the contracting
authority would prefer? If we can accommodate 2
large gyms can we propose 2 large ones?

It is up to the contestants’ consideration.

64 / Athletic oval: please kindly provide the
dimensions of it.
Please see answer to question no. 23 (Al 4).

5.4.2018,16:17 (en)

65 / Can the oval track go in the proposed park to
the North of the solid red line area but within the
dashed outer red line area?

Please see answer to question no. 23 (Al 4).



