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1.  KVALIFIKACNI KRITERIA
A REGISTRACE

1.1 Docetli jsme se o soutéZi Budoucnost centra Brna.
Radi bychom prispéli projektem k této nanejvys za-
jimavé otazce méstského developmentu. Coby Svy-
cari jsme ve vztahu k EU, bohuzel, ve specialni situ-
aci. Vite, jestli se miZeme zUcastnit soutéze v rdmci
bilateralnich dohod s EU <https://en.wikipedia.org/
wiki/Switzerland%E2%80%93European_Union_re-
lations>, které by ndm dovolovaly Ucastnit se vnitr-
niho trhu?

1.2 Diky za vyhlaseni soutéZe, mohou se ji Gcastnit lidé
z USA?

1.3 Dle kvalifikacnich predpokladd, pokud madm baka-
larsky titul v oboru méstského planovani, mam pra-
vo Ucastnit se soutéZe? V soucasnosti studuji magi-
stersky program.

1.4 Jsem architekt z Kosovské republiky. Mam zjem
zucastnit se soutéZe ,Budoucnost centra Brna™.
Mohli byste mé informovat o tom, zda se soutéze
mohu zucastnit?

1.5 Jsme tym dvou kanadskych odbornikd zajimajici
se o Ucast v soutézi. J& jsem urbanista s bakalar-
skym titulem v oboru architektura a magisterskym
titulem v méstském planovani, muj spolecnik je
krajinarsky architekt. Rad bych védél, jestli jsme
zpUsobili ucastnit se prvniho kola. V Kanadé neni
po urbanistech vyZadovana Z&dnéa autorizace, mUj
spolecnik je autorizovanym krajinafskym architek-
tem.

1.6 Chtél bych si nechat potvrdit, Ze se architekti ze
Severni Ameriky mohou ucastnit této soutéze. Jsem
autorizovany planovac v Kanadé s tituly z obor( ar-
chitektura a méstského planovani. Mij spolecnik je
architekt registrovany v Kanadé. V cestném pro-
hlaseni se uvadi, Ze je nutné prohlasit, Ze Gcastnik
je registrovan ve vasem Evropském hospodarském
prostoru. Jak mame s timto naloZit? MiZeme dodat
doklad o registraci v Kanadé, bude-li to potfeba.

souhrnna odpovéd’ na otazky 1.1 - 1.6:

SoutéZ je mezinarodni a oteviena vSiem profesionaliim,
ktefi jsou opravnéni pusobit jako architekti nebo Gizem-
ni planovadi dle zakont prisluiného ¢lenského statu Ev-
ropského hospodarského prostoru - EHP, Evropského
sdruZeni volného obchodu - ESVO a §vycarska, které ma
s EU bilateralni dohodu. (V Ceské republice je to dle za-
kona €. 360/1992 Sb., o vykonu povolani autorizovanych
architektt a o vykonu autorizovanych inZenyru a techniku
éinnych ve vystavbé, v aktualnim znéni.) Vzhledem k roz-
dilnym pravnim ramcim v EHP, ESVO a §vy"carsku je po-
stacujici, pokud je v tymu pravé jeden ¢len spliujici toto
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1. QUALIFICATION CRITERIA AND
REGISTRATION

1.1 We read about the competition for the future of
BRNO center. We'd really would like the contribute
a project to this most interesting urban develop-
ment question. We as Swiss are in unfortunate-
ly in a special situation with the EU-Membership.
Do you know if we can take part at the competi-
tion with our series of bilateral agreements with
the EU <https:/en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Switzer-
land%E2%80%93European_Union_relations> which
allow it also to participate in the internal market. *

1.2 Thank you for your announcement of competition,
can people from united state participate in this
competition? *

1.3 According to the Qualification Requirements, if
| have the Bachelor’s degree in urban planning, do
| have the right to participate? I'm currently follow-
ing the Master’s degree. *

1.4 | am an architect from Republic of Kosovo. | am in-
terested to participate in the competition “The Fu-
ture of Brno Centre”. Could you please inform me
if it is allowed to participate in this competition2 *

1.5 We are a team of two Canadian professionals in-
terested in participating in the competition. | am
an urban designer, with a Bachelor of Architecture
and a Master of Urban Design, and my partner is
a landscape architect. | would like to know if we
are eligible to participate in Round | knowing that in
Canada, there is no registration required for urban
designers to practice urban design, and that | am
not a registered architect but my partner is a reg-
istered landscape architect. *

1.6 | wanted to confirm that North American design-
ers are permitted to enter this competition. | am
a licensed planner In Canada with professional de-
grees in architecture and urban design. My part-
ner is a registered architect in Canada. | see on the
declaration for that you need to declare that you
are registered in your European Economic Area. If
we are eligible, how would we deal with this? We
can provide proof of registration in Canada, if re-
quired. *

common answer to questions 1.1 - 1.6:

The competition is international and open to all profes-
sionals who are legally able to operate as architects or ur-
ban planners pursuant to the laws of the relevant member
state of the European Economic Area - EEA, European
Free Trade Association — EFTA, and Switzerland that has
a bilateral agreement with the EU. (In the Czech Repub-
lic it is pursuant to Act no. 360/1992 Coll., on the pro-
fessional practice of authorised architects and on the
professional practice of authorised engineers and tech-
nicians in the field of construction, as currently valid.).
Due to the different legislative regulation in EEA, EFTA
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kritérium. V pfipadé, Ze nikdo z vas neni z EHP, ESVO nebo
Svycarska, musite se spojit se spole€¢nosti nebo osobou,
ktera toto kritérium spliuje.

1.7 SdruZeni vice 1. pravnickych osob, 2. fyzickych
osob, 3. pravnickych a fyzickych osob - jaké jsou
pozadavky na pravni formu sdruzZeni (v pfipadé 1, 2,
3)e *

Formy sdruZeni pravnicky nebo fyzickych osob jsou de-
finované zakonem o verejnych zakazkach 137/2006, pro
tuto soutéz neni stanovena pravni forma tohoto sdruzeni,
oviem je dulezZité dodrzet kvalifikaéni kritéria v bodech
4.1a 4.2 soutéznich podminek.

1.8 Chtél bych se registrovat do soutéze o budoucnos-
ti centra mésta Brna. Nejsem urbanista a architekt.
Ale pouze okovan aranZérskou, grafickou a desig-
nérskou praxi. Chci podpofit naSe nadrazi a za-
roven vyjadrit moznost mit i to nové. Je mi 50 let
a Brno je moje rodné mésto. *

SoutézZ je oteviena pouze pro profesionaly v oborech ar-
chitektury a urbanizmu; je nutné splnovat kvalifikaéni kri-
téria uvedena v bodé 4.2 soutéznich podminek.

1.9 Je porusenim bodu 4.1 soutéZnich podminek, po-
kud ucastnik soutéZe je zaméstnanec v zaméstna-
neckém poméru na stejné fakulté vysoké skoly, jako
néktefi z porotcl? *

V bodé 4.1 c) je uvedeno: ,,...trvalymi projektovymi part-
nery, bezprostfednimi nadrizenymi &i spolupracovniky
osob,...™ Pokud je clen poroty vasim bezprostfednim
nadfizenym, coZ znamena vedoucim katedry ¢i ustavu, ve
kterém pracujete, nebo spolupracovnikem, tedy pokud
spolu vedete ateliér nebo vyucujete predmét, tak byste
se soutéZze neméli zucastnit.

110  Dékujeme za registraci naseho tymu. Mizeme do-
dat jména vSech ¢lenll tymu az na konci?

Finalni seznam ucastniki, autori a spolupracovnikl
je nutné odevzdat spolu s navrhem v obalce ., Autor -
I. kolo™. PFi registraci staci zaslat jméno a kontaktni tidaje
alespon jedné osoby pro ucely komunikace se sekretarem
soutéze.

and Switzerland, it is enough to have one member of your
team who fulfils this requirement. In case none of you are
from EEA, EFTA, or Switzerland, you need to team up with
a company or an individual fulfilling this requirement.

1.7 Association of more 1. entities, 2. individuals, 3. en-
tities and individuals - what are the requirements
for the legal form of the association (in cases 1, 2,
3)2

Forms of association of legal or natural persons are de-
fined by the Public Procurement Act 137/2006, for this
competition the precise legal form of this association is
not determined, however, it is important to be in accord-
ance with the eligibility criteria in Sections 4.1 and 4.2 of
the competition conditions.

1.8 | would like to register for the competition Future
of Brno Centre. | am not an urban planner, nor ar-
chitect. | have experience in decorating and graph-
ic design. | want to support our railway station and
the opportunity to have a new one. | am 50 years
old and Brno is my hometown.

The competition is open only for professionals in the
fields of architecture and urban planning; it is necessary
to fulfil the qualification criteria listed in the point 4.2 of
competition conditions.

1.9 Is it a breach of point 4.1 of competition condi-
tions, if a participant is an employee at the same
faculty as some of the jurors?

In 4.1c)itis stated: ™...permanent design partners, imme-
diate superiors or co-workers..." Therefore, if a member
of the jury is your immediate superior, meaning the chair
of department where you work, or co-worker, meaning
that you lead a studio or teach a course together, you
should not participate in the competition.

110  Thanks for registering our team. Can we add all the
names of the team participants at the end? *

It is required to submit the final list of all the participants
together with the competition entry in the envelope “Au-
thor — Round I”. For registration a name and contact de-
tails of one person for communication purposes with the
competition secretary is enough.
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2.  JAZYK SOUTEZE

2.1 Umi vsichni ¢lenové poroty anglicky? Jakym zpG-
sobem bude probihat posouzeni ceskych resp.
anglickych navrhl dle jazykovych dispozic poroty?
Bude se prekladat kompletni obsah navrhii do obou
jazykd2 Je moziné navrh odevzdat v urcité mire
dvojjazycné (popis vykrest, klicova hesla)? *

Clenové poroty umi anglicky. Jednani poroty budou pro-
bihat v anglickém jazyce. V pripadé potfeby nebo nejas-
nosti budou na vyZadani porotcl na misté preloZeny ¢asti
navrhu, at” uz do angli¢tiny nebo do ¢estiny. Kompletni
obsah se prekladat nebude. Dle bodu 3.4 soutéZnich pod-
minek musi byt veskeré ¢asti soutézniho navrhu vyhoto-
veny bud’ v éeském, nebo anglickém jazyce. Zvolte si tedy
jeden jazyk, ve kterém navrh odevzdate. Je pFipustné jej
v rozsahu dle vlastniho uvazeni doplnit prekladem do ja-
zyka druhého.

MOBA

2. COMPETITION LANGUAGE

2.1 Do all the jury members speak English? How will be
the evaluation of the Czech or English competition
entries conducted based on the language skills of
the jury? Will a complete content of the entries
be translated into both languages? Is it possible to
submit the design bilingually to a certain degree
(drawing descriptions, key words)?

The jurors can speak English. The meetings of the jury will
be held in English. In case of need or confusion, parts of
the design entry will be translated on the spot, either to
English or to Czech. Complete content will not be trans-
lated. According to the point 4.3 of the competition con-
ditions, all parts of the competition entry must be sub-
mitted either in Czech, or in English language. Therefore,
choose one language in which you will submit the entry. It
is acceptable to complete the entry by translation to the
second language in the extent of your own choice.

B‘R|NIOI
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3. ODEVZDANi NAVRHU

3.1 Chapu-li to spravné, musime nas navrh odevzdat
v tisténé formé spolu s portfoliem, CD/DVD a Cest-
nymi prohlasenimi? Je néjakd moznost jak nas na-
vrh odevzdat v digitalni podobé? Obavam se, aby
postovni sluzba neztratila nas navrh.

Bohuzel, vyZadujeme pouze tisténou verzi. Berte, prosim,
v potaz, Ze navrh musi byt doruéen do podatelny mésta
Brna (Dominikanské namésti 196/1, 601 67 Brno) nejpoz-
déji v koneény den dorucovani navrhi do 14:00 hodin na
vasi zodpovédnost.

3.2 Musi byt nadhledové zobrazeni navrhu axonomet-
rické (pokud ano, z jakého Uhlu?)?2 Nebo to muze
byt také nadhledova perspektiva 3D modelu?

VyZadujeme axonometrické zobrazeni - thel je na uvaZeni
autori. Perspektivni zobrazeni nebude diivodem vylouce-
ni ze soutéze.

3.3  Je po tymech postupujicich do druhého kola vyza-
dovanéa néjaka dalsi prace? Nebo je odevzdani po-
psané na stranach 20-23 zadani jedinym rozsahem
vyZadovanym touto soutézi?

Odkazujeme na 6.2 Zavazné podminky pro ode-
vzdani navrhu, jeho obsah a zavazna graficka ¢i jina uprava
- II. kolo™ soutéZnich podminek - na strané 94 zadani.

3.4  Co pfesné je minéno anotaci (doc) na strané 22 za-
dani¢

Je to popis ideji navrhu v rozsahu maximalné 1000 znaku
véetné mezer.

3. SUBMISSION OF AN ENTRY

3.1 For what | understand, we must submit our works
in printed format, toghether with the portfolio, one
CD/DVD and declarations? Is there any possibility
to submit our works in an electronic way? I'm afraid
that the postal services will misplace the envelope
and our submission will be lost. *

Unfortunately, only printed version is required. Please be
aware that the proposal has to be delivered to mail room
of the Brno Town Hall (Dominikanské namésti 196/1, 601
67 Brno) at latest on the final day for submission of de-
signs until 2:00 p.m. on your own responsibility.

3.2 Does the overview need to be an axonometric (and
if so to what angle?)2 Or can this also be an aerial
perspective of a 3D model? *

We require an axonometric view - angle is up to authors.
But a perspective will not be reason to exclude proposal
from the competition.

3.3 Is there additional work required for the teams se-
lected to continue to phase 112 Or is the submission
as described on page 20-23 of THE BRIEF the only
submission to be made? *

Please se “6.2 Required conditions for submitting the
design, design contents, and required graphic or other
formatting - Round II” of competition conditions - to be
found on page 96 of the brief.

3.4  What exactly is meant by ‘annotation (doc)’ page
22 - abstract of THE BRIEF? *

It is a description of the idea of the design, in length max.
1000 characters including spaces.

OTAZKY A ODPOVEDI - I. KOLO

B‘R|NIOI



4. CENY

4.1 Ceny jsou uvedené po zdgnéni nebo se po obdrzeni
musi jeSté zaplatit dan v Ceské republice?

Odkazujeme na ¢lanek 11.5 soutéZnich podminek na stra-
né 97 zadani.

Ceny udélené v soutézZi o navrh fyzickym osobam presa-
hujici ¢astku 10.000 Ké budou podle § 36 odst. 2 pism. I)
zakona ¢. 586/1992 Sb., o dani z pfijmu, ve znéni pozdéj-
Sich predpisl, snizeny o dan z pfijmu ve vysi 15 %, ktera
bude vyhlasovatelem dle zakona ¢. 280/2009 Sb., dano-
vy Fad, ve znéni pozdéjsich predpisi, odvedena spravci
dané.

Ceny udélené v soutéZi o navrh pravnickym osobam budou
dle zadkona ¢. 586/1992 Sb., o dani z pFijmQ, ve znéni poz-
déjsich predpisti, vyplaceny v pIné vysi a zdanény pravnic-
kou osobou samou v ramci Fadného danového priznani.

MOBA

4. PRIZES

4.1 Is the prize money mentioned after taxes or do
taxes still have to be paid over this amount in the
Czech Republic. *

See article 11.5 of the competition condition on page 99.
Prizes awarded in the design competition to individuals
that exceed the sum of 10,000 CZK will be reduced, by
income tax to the extent of15 %, which will be submitted
by the announcer pursuant to Act no. 280/2009 Coll., of
the Czech tax code to the correct tax administrator.

Prizes awarded in the design competition to legal entities
will be paid, to the full extent and will be taxed by the legal
entity itself within the framework of the regular tax filing.
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5. ZADANIi SOUTEZE

5.1 Je soutéz zamérena spise na architektonické rese-
ni stavajiciho nadrazi nebo na rozvoj celého GUzemi
a jeho masterplanu?

Soutéz je zamérena na rozvoj celého tizemi a Feseni na-
drazi v lokalité ,,pod Petrovem™ dle podkladu IKP Conusl-
ting z roku 2014.

5.2  Jaka jsou moina zaméstnani pro lidi, ktefi si budou
kupovat byty v ,dostupném bydleni™¢

Brno je jedno z dulezitych center novych technolo-
gii a kultury ve stfedni Evropé. Struktura zaméstnanosti
a ekonomiky regionu je prilohou A-001 tohoto dokumen-
tu.

5.3  Vite presnéji, jaké mnozstvi lidi chcete presidlit na
toto Uzemi?

5.4 MlZete néjak naznalit poZadovanou hustotu pro
toto uzemi?

souhrnna odpovéd’ na otazky 5.3 - 5.4:

Uzemi musi byt legitimni soucasti mésta. Presna &isla
ohledné obyvatel, které by zde mésto chtélo ubytovat,
nejsou. Nicméné, jak Fikaji primator Vokral a naméstek
primatora Ander v ivodnich videich (viz. budoucnostcen-
trabrna.cz), mésto ma velmi silny zajem vyuzit toto tzemi
pro bydleni.

5.5  Ako vel'mi mbéZime pracovat’ s dotéenym Uzemim?
Mame ho pokladat’ iba ako okolie na ktoré navézuj-
me, alebo ho menit’ sicasne s rieSenym GUzemim? *

Resené lzemi je primarnim uzemim, ve kterém se ma
navrhnout urbanistické a dopravni Feseni izemi. Dotce-
né tzemi je moZiné ménit, ale s respektem ke stavajicim
strukturam a majetkopravnim vztahtim v tizemi.

5.6 MuZete, prosim, néjak upresnit miru ocekavaného
developmentu, napf. bytové jednotky, maloob-
chod, komunitni zafizeni, kancelére, atd.?

Funkce v Gizemi jsou definovany pro variantu ..Reka™; pro
funkce v Gizemi pro variantu ,,pod Petrovem™ byla zpra-
covana odborna hypotéza, ktera vymezeni ploch navrhuje
- ProvéFeni uzemnich dopadui variant Pfestavby ZUB (UAD
Studio, 2015). Od soutéZe se ocekava, Ze bude definovat
nejen funkce v tizemi, ale i nastroje a metody, které bude
moci mésto pouZit za icelem vytvoreni nové udrzitelné
étvrti. Vyhlasovatel si nemysli, Ze tohoto Ize dosahnout
pouze Gzemnim planovanim, ale véri, Ze by mésto mélo
hrat mnohem aktivnéjsi roli v budoucim rozvoji tizemi.
Definovani vizi a cilt v prvnim kole soutéZe by mélo zo-
hlednit fakt, Ze se pohybujeme v nejcennéjsi ¢asti Brna,
kde se muZe odehrat novy druh udrzitelného develop-
mentu.

5. COMPETITION BRIEF

5.1 Is the focus of the competition more on finding an
architectural solution (design) for the existing train
station or on the development of a master plan for
the overall area? *

The competition is focused on the development of the
entire area and on the solution for station in the locality
“pod Petrovem” according to the study by IKP Conuslting
from 2014.

5.2 What are the possible jobs for the ppl who buy the
affordable housing? *

Brno is one of the important centres of the new technol-
ogies and culture in the Central Europe. The structure of
the employees in the city is the appendix A-001 of this
document.

5.3 Do you have any more precise numbers on the
quantity of people you would like to move back to
this sitee *

5.4 Do you have any indication about the desired den-
sity to be generated in this site? *

common answer to questions 5.3 - 5.4:

The area has to be a legitimate part of the city. There are
no exact figures for the inhabitants city would like to ac-
commodate here. There is a very strong interest, howev-
er, to use the area for housing as declared by the mayor
Vokral and deputy mayor Ander in the introduction video
(see budoucnostcentrabrna.cz).

5.5 Into what extent can we work with the affected
area? Should we consider it only as the surround-
ings which we should link to the project, or can we
change it together with the affected area?

The involved area is the primary area in which to propose
urban and transport solutions. The affected area can
be changed, but with respect to existing structures and
property-relations in the area.

5.6 Could you provide an indication of the quantum of
development expected, i.e. housing units, retail,
community facilities, office, etc., please? *

Functions in the area defined for the option “Reka”; for the
alternative “pod Petrovem” there was compiled profes-
sional hypothesis that proposes the redefinition of areas and
functions - Examination of the territorial impacts of alter-
native Rebuildings of ZUB (UAD Studio, 2015). Competition
is expected to define not only the functions of the area, as
well as tools and methods that could be used by the city to
create a new sustainable district. The announcer does not
think that this can be achieved only via spatial planning, but
believes that the city should play a more active role in the
future development of the area. Defining vison and goals in
this sense in the first round of the competition should con-
sider the fact that we are in the most valuable part of Brno
where new kind of responsible development can happen.
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5.7 PovaZuje tato souté? jednu z variant (Reka nebo Pe-
trov) za svij vychozi bod?

Ano, variantu Petrov; viz. str. 12 a 13 Zadani soutéze.

6. SOUTEZNi PODKLADY

6.1 Mam otazku k souteznimu podkladu 08 3D Model.
Ten model se mi zobrazuje jenom jako usecky a ne
jako objekty/plochy. Je to chyba na me strane,
nebo to opravdu neni 3d Model? *

6.2 Bylo by mozné poskytnout 3d model jako soubor
dxfe Nezobrazuji se ndm plochy, ale pouze Usecky.

6.3  3d podklad je velmi rozsahly, obsahuje mozna aZz
zbytecné velky prostor, ktery uZ nesouvisi se zada-
nym tzemim. Diky velikosti je prace s nim prakticky
velice obtizna. Je moZiné model ofezat o nesou-
visejici ¢asti a zmensit ho tak, pripadné je mozina
konverze do jiného formatu (pIn, skp, 3ds...)¢ *

souhrnna odpovéd’ na otazky 6.1 - 6.3:
Pfilohou tohoto dokumentu je novy soubor 3D modelu
A-002.
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5.7 Is this competition taking the either proposal varia-
tion (Reva or Petrov) as its starting point? *

Yes, it is the option Petrov; see pages 12 and 13 of the Brief.

6. COMPETITION DOCUMENTATION

6.1 | have a question regarding the documentation 08
3D Model. It is displayed only as lines and not as
objects/surfaces. Is it an error on my side or is it
actually really not a 3d model?

6.2  Would it it possible to have the 3D model as a DXF
file, please? We cannot see surfaces, just construc-
tions lines. *

6.3  The 3d model is too huge; it contains maybe an area
too big that is not relevant to the affected area.
Due to its size it is very difficult to work with it. Is it
possible to crop the model or resize it, eventually
to convert it to a different format (pln, skp, 3ds,...)2

common answer to questions 6.1 - 6.3:
A new file with 3D model is an appendix A-002 of this
document.

6.4  Jelikoz je v zadani snaha zadavatele vyuzit starou
budovu nadrazi - mGZe tedy zadavatel poskytnout
plUdorysy starého nadrazi? To stejné se tyka i pod-
chodd v ulici Nadrazni, vedouci ke stanovistim MHD
a k jednotlivym nastupistim. *

6.5  Je moiné poskytnout podrobnéjsi digitalni podklady
ke stavajicimu objektu Hlavniho nadrazi véetné pod-
chodl a navazujiciho prednadrazniho prostoru? *

souhrnna odpovéd’ na otazky 6.4 - 6.5:

Dle studie Dopracovani variant Fe$eni ZU Brno (IKP Consul-
ting Engineers, 2014), ktera je podkladem, budou stavajici
podchody vyuzity odlisSné od dnesniho stavu. Patrné je to
z casti dokumentace E.5 studie. Digitalni podklady ke sta-
vajicim objektiim Zeleznice a k podchodu jsou prFilohami
A-003 a A-013 tohoto dokumentu.

6.4  Considering the effort of the announcer to use
the old railway station building - can the announc-
er provide us with the plans of the building? Same
goes for the underground passage at Nadrazni
Street leading to the public transport stops and to
the platforms.

6.5 Is it possible to provide more detailed digital doc-
umentation for the existing building of the main
railway station including the underground passages
connected to the space in front of the station?

common answer to questions 6.4 - 6.5:

According to a study Completion of the technical solution
of the variants for ZUB (IKP Consulting Engineers, 2014),
which is in fragment a part of the documentation, the ex-
isting underpasses will be used differently than now. This
is evident from the section E.5 of the study. Digital doc-
uments to existing railway objects and the underpass are
appendices A-003 and A-013 of this document.

6.6V digitalnich podkladech nejsou zaneseny vy$kové
vrstevnice. Bylo by mozné dat tato data prostied-
nictvim dwg souboru k dispozici¢ *

6.7 Existuje topografickd mapa Uzemi (zobrazujici vysko-
pis)?

souhrnna odpovéd’ na otazky 6.6 - 6.7:
Prilohou tohoto dokumentu je dwg soubor A-004 s vrs-
tevnicemi.

6.6  There are no contour lines in the digital documen-
tation. Would it be possible to provide them in
a dwg file?

6.7 Is there a topographic map of the site area (show-
ing heights)? *

common answer to questions 6.6 - 6.7:
A new dwg file with contour lines is an appendix A-004 of
this document.
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6.8  Podklad z katastru je ve vysokém méfitku s malym
detailem, nékteré budovy a cesty chybi. Lze zajistit
vykres ve vétsi podrobnosti a vice pravdivy, pfipadné
jesté orthofoto ve vétsim rozlisenie *

Podklady jsou prevzaty od spréavce digitalnich podkladt
pro mésto Brno, ktery bohuzel podrobnéjsimi a aktual-

néjsimi podklady nedisponuje. Ortofotomapa je prilohou
A-005 tohoto dokumentu.

6.9  Bylo by mozné obdrzet nasledujici doplfujici pod-
klady:
a. vykres Upravy Zelezni¢nich tras v néjakém edito-
vatelném forméatu¢ DWG apod.
b. podrobnéjsi dokumentaci k existujicim objektiim
(mald amerika, posta véetné rezd a pohledu), pfi-
padné i ve formé 3d modelud
c. dokumentaci nadraini budovy? Idealné ve 3D
modelu, pripadné i 2D v editovatelné podobé. *

Editovatelny podklad upravy Zelezni¢nich tras mésto
nema k dispozici, stejné jako podrobnéjsi dokumentaci
posty. Digitalni podklady ke stavajicim objektiim Zeleznice
a k podchodu jsou prilohami A-003 a A-013 tohoto doku-
mentu. Dalsi podrobné, a¢ needitovatelné, podklady ze stu-
die IKP Consulting jsou prilohou A-016 tohoto dokumentu.

6.10 Mduzete poskytnout dodatec¢nou informaci o vys-
kach okolnich budov?

Pfilohami tohoto dokumentu jsou novy soubor 3D modelu
A-002 a vyskové limity ve mésté A-006.

6.11  Muzete poskytnout hlukovou mapu ve vétsim rozli-
Seni¢

Hlukova mapa ve vétsim rozliseni je k dispozici na:
brno.cz/sprava-mesta/magistrat-mesta-brna/usek-roz-
voje-mesta/odbor-uzemniho-planovani-a-rozvoje/do-
kumenty/upp/hlukova-mapa/

6.12  V zadani soutéZe se na str. 15 mluvi o .,Protipovod-
novém opatreni predlozeném Povodim Moravy®,
které neniv podkladech soutéze; musime toto opat-
feni v nadvrhu respektovat? Je nékde dostupné? *

6.13  Vzhledem k tomu, Ze je dnes realizovana pouze mala
¢ast protipovodiovych opatreni, neni patrné jaké-
ho jsou (budou) charakteru. MiiZete Iépe popsat jak
maji vypadat, zda se jedna o valy, vysuvné stény atp.?
Omezi vyuZitelnost nabrezi¢ *

6.14  Protipovodiova opatfeni - planovana, je k dispozici
néjaky podrobnéjsi vykres¢ V odkladech jsme ne-
nalezli Zadné info, analytické ¢asti je jen velmi malé
méfritko. *

6.8  The cadastral map is in too big of a scale with little
detail, some of the buildings and roads are missing.
Is it possible to provide more detailed and more
truthful drawing, eventually an orthophoto map in
bigger resolution?

The documentation is taken from the administrator of
digital data for the city of Brno that unfortunately does
not have the documentation in more detail nor more cur-
rent. The orthophotomap is an appendix A-005 of this
document.

6.9  Would it be possible to provide us with the follow-
ing documentation:
a. drawing of the alternation of the railroads in an
editable format? *.dwg etc.
b. more detailed documentation of the existing
buildings (Mald Amerika, the post office including
the sections and elevations), eventually as 3D mod-
else
c. documentation of the railway station? Ideally as
a 3D model, eventually in 2D editable version.

The city does not have the drawing of the alternation of
the railroads at its disposal, nor does it have more detailed
documentation of the post office. Digital documentation
of the existing railway constructions and the underpass
are appendices A-003 and A-013 of this document. More
detailed, though not editable, documents from a study by
IKP Consulting are an appendix A-016 of this document.

6.10 Is there additional information regarding the
heights of surrounding buildings¢ *

A new file with 3D model is an appendix A-002 and height
limits in the city is an appendix A-006 of this document.

6.1 More zoom in of this noise map. *

The noise map in more zoom is available at:
brno.cz/sprava-mesta/magistrat-mesta-brna/usek-roz-
voje-mesta/odbor-uzemniho-planovani-a-rozvoje/do-
kumenty/upp/hlukova-mapa/

6.12  In the competition brief on page 15, there are men-
tioned the anti-flood defences prepared by the
river administration (Povodi Moravy), which is not
part of the competition documentation; do we
need to respect these defences? Are they available
somewhere?

6.13  Due to the fact that only a small part of the an-
ti-flood defence is built, it is not clear how it will
look like. Can you describe better what form it will
have, if there will be embankments, mobile walls
etc.2 Will it restrict use of the river banks?

6.14  Planned anti-flood defence - is there more detailed
drawing? We have not found any information on it in
the documentation, in the analytic part there is only
small scale.
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https://www.brno.cz/sprava-mesta/magistrat-mesta-brna/usek-rozvoje-mesta/odbor-uzemniho-planovani-a-rozvoje/dokumenty/upp/hlukova-mapa/
https://www.brno.cz/sprava-mesta/magistrat-mesta-brna/usek-rozvoje-mesta/odbor-uzemniho-planovani-a-rozvoje/dokumenty/upp/hlukova-mapa/
https://www.brno.cz/sprava-mesta/magistrat-mesta-brna/usek-rozvoje-mesta/odbor-uzemniho-planovani-a-rozvoje/dokumenty/upp/hlukova-mapa/
https://www.brno.cz/sprava-mesta/magistrat-mesta-brna/usek-rozvoje-mesta/odbor-uzemniho-planovani-a-rozvoje/dokumenty/upp/hlukova-mapa/
https://www.brno.cz/sprava-mesta/magistrat-mesta-brna/usek-rozvoje-mesta/odbor-uzemniho-planovani-a-rozvoje/dokumenty/upp/hlukova-mapa/
https://www.brno.cz/sprava-mesta/magistrat-mesta-brna/usek-rozvoje-mesta/odbor-uzemniho-planovani-a-rozvoje/dokumenty/upp/hlukova-mapa/

6.15 Hydrologickd data pro reku (povodnova hladina,
slapova hladina).

6.16 Do akej miery mame brat’ do uvahy zaplavové Uze-
mie? *

6.17  MlZete podat vice informaci o navrhovaném planu
pro reku? Poskytuji vice prostoru pro vodu pomoci
valu (nebo stény) podél Feky?

6.18  Mulzete nam poslat predchozi plany protipovodro-
vych opatfeni (i kdyZ nebyly realizovéany)?

souhrnna odpovéd’ na otazky 6.12 - 6.18:

Navrh protipovodiovych opatreni je pfilohou A-007 to-
hoto dokumentu. Je nutné splnit zakonem stanovenou
ochranu, ovSem jeji forma miZe mit i jinou podobu neZ
uvedeny podklad. Vyhlasovatel soutéZze podporuje krea-
tivni feseni situace.

MOBA

6.15  River hydrological data.(Flooding level, tidal level) *
6.16 To what extent should we consider the flood area?

6.17  Can you provide more information on the engi-
neered plan for the river? Are they providing more
water storage with a levee (or wall) along the river? *

6.18  Can they send us the previous antiflood plans (even
if the have not been realized)? *

common answer to questions 6.12 - 6.18:

The anti-flood defences design is an appendix A-007 of
this document. It is necessary to fulfil the anti-flood de-
fence required by the law and state, however its form may
differ from the provided documentation, which is moreo-
ver a solution in sketch. The competition announcer sup-
ports creative solution of the situation.

6.19  Je nékde k dispozici projekt rozsifeni OD Tesco zmi-
nény na str. 16 zadani?z Nebo se ma do soutézniho
navrhu promitnout pouze fakt, Ze se Tesco méa néja-
kym zptsobem mit moZnost rozsirite *

Statni spravou zatim neschvalené rozsifeni OD Tesco je
prilohou A-008 tohoto dokumentu.

6.19 Is the project of extension of department store
Tesco mentioned at page 16 of the brief available?
Or should the competition design reflect only the
fact that Tesco should have a possibility of being
somehow extended?

Documentation of the Tesco extention, unapproved yet
by the authorities, is an appendix A-008 of this docu-
ment.

6.20 Jsou nékde k dispozici UAP (str. 62-65 podkladi
soutéze) v digitalni formé&?2 Napr. lokace $kol a $kolek
nemaji dostate¢nou podrobnost odpovidajici po-
drobnosti navrhu. *

Digitalni podklad k obcanské vybavenosti je prilohou
A-014 tohoto dokumentu.

6.20 Is the territorial analytical documentation - UAP
(pages 64-67 of the brief) available in digital form?
E.g. location of the kindergartens and schools is not
in a detail corresponding to the detail of the compe-
tition design.

Digital documentation for amenities is an appendix A-014
of this document.
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7. UZEMNIi PLAN A PLANOVANA
VYSTAVBA

7.1 Existuje pro Brno tzemné planovaci dokumentace?

Posledni platny Gzemni plan je z roku 1994 a dale jsou
zpracované komplexni zmény UPmB v dotéeném lzemi
z roku 2005. Tato soutéz neni zadana v souladu s uvede-
nym planem ani zpracovanou zménou.

7.2 Planuji se v tzemi nebo jeho okoli néjaké develo-
perské projekty?

V tuto chvili nejsou znamy jiné projekty, nez je uvedena
pristavba OD Tesco.

7.3 Je v izemi limit hustoty - pro hrubou podlazni plo-
chu?

Pro tuto soutéZ nejsou stanoveny limity hustoty pro hru-
bou podlazZni plochu, pro stavajici UPmB existuji.

7.4 Existuje vice informaci o variantach ,Reka™ a .Pet-
rov“¢ Existuje néjaky plan, kde je jasné vidét umis-
téni nadraZi v obou variantach?

PoZadované informace o studii Dopracovani variant Feseni
ZU Brno (IKP CE, 2014) jsou podkladem pro Studii prove-
ditelnosti Zelezniéniho uzlu Brno usnesenim Rady mésta
Brna pro kolejové feseni zavazné. (. kolejové reseni bude
vychéazet pro obé varianty z pokladového Feseni pro stu-
dii proveditelnosti zpracovavané SZDC.") Sou&asti studie
je presné umisténi nadraZi véetné jeho zafizeni pro obé
polohy.

7.5 Vyskova regulace pro budovy.

7.6 Jsou pro vysku budov néjakd omezeni? Existuje
v feSeném Uzemi néjaky vyskovy limite Je poZado-
vano, aby vyska budov neprekrocila vysSku budov
v historickém jadru?

souhrnna odpovéd’ na otazky 7.5 - 7.6:
Mésto Brno ma dokument, ktery upravuje vysku zastavby.
Viz pfiloha A-006 tohoto dokumentu.

7.7 Predpoklada se, ze se v blizké budoucnosti bude
stavét kampus v brnénském centru?

Nepredpoklada se v blizké budoucnosti.

7.8 Ma byt v novém navrhu zachovan severo-jizni dia-
metr (ochranné koridory prerovské a breclavské
traté)?

7.9 Jakym zpuUsobem se ma v ndvrhu pracovat s pro-
jektem SJKD? Ve vykrese ,Dopracovani technické-
ho feseni varianty B-Petrov®, je znazornéna trasa,
jedna se o zavazny podklad? Jsou k projektu nékde

7.  MASTER PLAN AND DEVELOPMENT IN
THE AREA

7.1 Is there a master plan document or zoning plan of
the city of BRNO? *

The last valid zoning plan is from 1994 and there are also
complex changes incorporated into it from 2005. This
competition is not in accordance with the zoning plan,
nor the changes.

7.2 Are there any existing or planned developments on
or next to the site? *

Currently no projects are known, except for the men-
tioned extension of the Tesco department store.

7.3 Is there a limit in density of total GFA (Gross Floor
Area) to be developed on the site? *

For this competition there are no limits on the density of
gross floor area, there are for the existing zoning plan.

7.4 Is there more information on the proposals “"Reva”
and “Petrov”? is there a master plan where | can
clearly see the location of the station in both op-
tions2 *

Required information about the study Completion of the
technical solution of the variants ZUB (IKP CE, 2014) are
the basis for the feasibility study of the railway junction
Brno binding by the Resolution of the Brno City Coun-
cil for a rail solution. (“Rail solution will be based in both
variants from the solutions from the feasibility study pro-
cessed by SZDC.”) The study identifies the exact location
of the station, including its facilities for both variants.

7.5 Regulation for the height of the building. *

7.6 Are there any zoning restrictions on building
heights? Is there a building height limit within the
competition area? Is it required to be lower than
the elevation of the historic core? *

common answer to questions 7.5 - 7.6:

There is a document for the city of Brno, by which the
high-rise buildings are addressed. It is an appendix A-006
of this document.

7.7 It is envisaged a new campus to be build in the near
future in Brno city centre? *

It is not envisaged in the near future.

7.8 North-South rail diameter (Berclav’s and Pet-
rov’s rail road protection) should be kept in the new
designe *

7.9 How should the proposal address the project of the
North-South diameter? In the drawing "Completion
of the technical solution of the variant B Petrov”
there is its route, is it a binding document? Is there
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k dispozici dalsi informace (umisténi stanic, vystupy
atd.)2 Je nékde definovan ramcovy horizont realiza-
ce, aby bylo moZné s nim pocitat v navrhu fazovani2
Jaké je jeho konkrétni prostorové feseni - jedna se
uvnitf feSeného Gzemi o hloubenou stavbu, ktera
ovliviiuje vystavbu na povrchu, nebo jde o razené
tunely na FeSeni povrchu relativné nezavislé? *

souhrnna odpovéd’ na otazky 7.8 - 7.9:

V feseném Uzemi by méla byt respektovana trasa diame-
tru vymezena platnym UPmB. Viz. pFiloha A-009 tohoto
dokumentu.

710  Mize byt obchodni dim Tesco premistén v ramci
feSeného Uzemi nebo musi zlstat ve stavajici pozi-
cie

71 Je mozné uvaZovat" s odstranenim obchodného
domu Tesco? *

souhrnna odpovéd’ na otazky 7.10 - 7.11:

Premisténi nebo odstranéni budovy se neplanuje; majitel
budovy v soucasnosti pripravuje jeji rozsireni, kterym se
jesté vice priblizi nadrazi z jeho jizni strany. Viz priloha
A-008 tohoto dokumentu.

MOBA

any additional information available (stops loca-
tions, outlets to surface etc.)2 Is the horizon of its
completion defined, so that it can be counted in
the phasing of the design? What is its actual spatial
solution - will it be a cut-and-cover construction
that would affect the construction on the land, or
will it be mined tunnels relatively independent on
the construction on surface?

common answer to questions 7.8 - 7.9:
The Diameter path defined by the valid zoning plan should
be respected. See appendix A-009 of this document.

710 The Tesco supermarket can be relocated within the
boundary site of the competition or should be kept
on existing position? *

71 Can demolishing of the department store Tesco be
considered?

common answer to questions 7.10 - 7.11:

Moving or demolishing the building is not planned; the pri-
vate owner of the building is now preparing its extension
which will enclose the railway station even more from the
south. Please see appendix A-008 of this document.

712 Planuje mésto jako celek néjaké parky? Pro cent-
rum? Jsou v tomto ohledu néjaké komunitni prefe-
rence nebo poZadavky?

Mésto v soucasnosti planu-
je vytvoreni nového parku

schvaleny investi¢ni zamér
na park podél opusténého
Zeleznicniho télesa ve var.
~Reka™ véetné propojeni
s revitalizovanymi brehy
Svratky. Preference ani pozadavky v tomto ohledu nejsou;
park, stejné jako kazdé jiné vyuZiti, miZe byt zvaZovan pro
Uzemi FeSené soutézi.

712 Are there any park plans for the city as a whole?
For the downtown? Any community preferences or
requestse *

The city plans a new park
at the North hillside of
$pilberk. Also, an invest-
ment plan for a park along-
side of the abandoned
railway trakcs in the var-
iant “Reka” is approved
including its connection

of Svratka river. There are no preferences or requests;
a park, as well as any other use, may be considered for
the competition area.

713 Nakupni centrum Varnkovka bude zachovano?

Ano, bude zachovano beze zmén.

713  Is the shopping centre Vankovka to be retained? *

Yes, it will be kept without changes.

714 Na druhé strané rfeky je nékolik vysokych budov.
Jaky na né maji lidé nazor?

Neni ndAm znamo, Ze by na toto téma probéhl néjaky pru-
zkum verejného minéni.

714  There are a few tall buildings on the other side of
the river. How do people feel about them? *

We are not aware of any public poll on this topic.
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8. ZELEZNICE

8.1 Co z Zelezniéni infrastruktury v Gzemi je stale uZiva-
no a co muze byt v pribéhu ¢asu odstranéno? Budou
néjaké dodatecné pozadavky na Zelezni¢ni infrastruk-
turu v budoucnosti?

Rozsah Zelezniénich staveb definuje Dopracovani variant
Fe$eni ZU Brno (IKP CE, 2014). V horizontu 2041 se jedna
o zapojeni nové trati Rychlych spojeni od Prahy, k roku 2030
o nové trati Rychlych spojeni smér Vranovice. Mimo tizemi
dotcené Zel. dopravou je i vedeni trati na Prerov.

8.2  Je podzemni nebo dvoupodlazni nadrazi moznosti?

Kolejové Feseni je uvedeno v predmétné studii viz pfiloha
A-016 tohoto dokumentu.

8.3 Pocita se stale s vysokorychlostnimi viaky?

8.4 Bude stanice pro budouci vysokorychlostni vlaky ko-
ne¢né nebo budou vlaky projizdét mésteme Vysoko-
rychlostni vlaky budou do stanice prijizdét pod zemi
nebo nad zemi?

8.5  Vzadanije spomenuty tunel. Kadial’/kam je tunel pla-
novanye *

souhrnna odpovéd’ na otazky 8.3 - 8.5:

Ano, pro vysokorychlostni vlaky je navrZen tunel, viz podklad
»05 Dopracovani technickeho reseni varianty B Petrov™, kde
je tunel vyznacen pod historickym centrem mésta. Stanice
pro budouci vysokorychlostni vlaky tedy nebude koneéna.

8.6  MdlZete potvrdit, Ze umisténi nového nadraZi je v Cer-
vené vyznaceném misté na strané 26 - prirodni pod-
minky v zadani¢

Ano, miiZeme. Stejna poloha nadraZi je rovnéz vyznacena na
strané 12 zadani.

8.7  Potrebujeme mapu RS (rychla spojeni), a to podzemi
i nadzemi (spojeni mezi tratémi), abychom je mohli
zahrnout do névrhu.

Dokumentace Dopracovani variant fe$eni ZU Brno (IKP CE,
2014) obsahuje detailni trasy véetné trati rychlych spojeni;
je prilohou A-016 tohoto dokumentu.

8.8 Musime zachovat viechny traté stavajicich koleji2 *

8.9 U nakladového nadrazi, které se nyni stane tranzitni,
v jakém rozsahu tedy mame zachovat kolejisté (staci
dvé- tfi drahy)? A je potreba zachovat i budovy ko-
leme *

8.10  Odstavné kolejisté Ize pfesunout a odstranit stavaji-
cie *

8. RAILWAY

8.1 Which of the rail infrastructure on site is still to be
considered in use and which can be taken out over
time? Are there additional rail infrastructure require-
ments for the future? *

The range of railroad construction is defined by the Com-
pletion of the technical solution of the variants ZUB (IKP
CE, 2014). In the 2041 horizon, it is the involvement of new
Rapid link track from Prague, in 2030 it is a new Rapid link
track in direction of Vranovice. Outside the area concerned
by railway transportation is also track in direction of Pferov.

8.2 Is an underground or double deck train station an op-
tione *

Rail solution is shown in the IKP CE study, see appendix
A-016 of this document.

8.3  Isa high speed train (TGV) still under consideration? *

8.4  Will be an ending station for the future high speed
train or the train will go trough the city? The high
speed will reach the station from an underground
level or above aground? *

8.5  Atunnelis mentioned in the brief. Through where is it
planned and to where it leads?

common answer to questions 8.3 - 8.5:

Yes, for high speed train there is proposal of the tunnel, see
05 Completion of the technical solution of the variant B
Petrov_" where tunnel is marked under historic city cen-
tre. The station will thus not be an ending one for the future
high-speed trains.

8.6 Can you confirm that the location for the new station
is to be within the red marked area on page 26 - nat-
ural condition from the brief. *

Yes, we can confirm that. The same location is marked also
on page 12 of the brief.

8.7  We need a map of the RS (high-speed line), both un-
derground and above-round (links between the lines)
so as to involve them in our design. *

Documentation Completion of the technical solution of
the variants ZUB (IKP CE, 2014) contains detailed routes
including Rapid links tracks; it is an appendix A-016 of this
document.

8.8 Do we have to retain all the existing railway tracks?

8.9 Regarding the freight station, that will become a tran-
sit one, to which extent should we retain the rails (are
two or three tracks enough)? Do we need to preserve
the surrounding buildings?

8.10  Can the shunting railyard be moved and the current
one taken away?
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souhrnna odpovéd’ na otazky 8.8 - 8.10: .
Traté je nutné navrhnout dle Dopracovani variant reseni ZU
Brno (IKP CE, 2014).

MOBA

common answer to questions 8.8 - 8.10:
Tracks must be designed according to the Completion of
the technical solution of the variants ZUB (IKP CE, 2014).

8.1  Mame se drZet navrhu Zelezni¢ni situace dle vykresu
z roku 2014 (viz. Vase priloha 05) a stavajici pak lze
odstranit? *

8.12  Lze v navrhu pohybovat s Zelezni¢nimi trasami mimo
soulad s podklady ZU Brno? Je stavajici t&leso od-
stavného nadraZi v jiznim sektoru reseného Uzemi
nahrazovano, nebo doplfiovano o nové odstavné na-
draZi za jiznf hranici dle podkladu ZU Brno? *

8.13 V jaké mife je nutné se drzet navrhu technické-
ho feseni Zeleznice, vystavby podzemni skupiny RS
a SJKD..., varianty B Petrove *

8.14 Dokument 05 Dopracovani technickeho reseni va-
rianty B Petrov. Co musime dodrZet a co mGZeme
navrhem zménit?

souhrnna odpovéd’ na otazky 8.11 - 8.14:

Ano je nutné se drzet situace Zeleznice z vykresu dle Do-
pracovani variant Fe$eni ZU Brno (IKP CE, 2014), pfipadné
zmény je nutné odborné a dopravné prokazat.

8.11  Should we respect the project of the railways from
2014 (see your documentation 05) and the existing
can be removed?

8.12  Can the railway routes be moved not according to
the documentation of railway junction Brno? Is the
shunting station in the South of the area being re-
placed or completed by a new one beyond the
southern border according to the documentation of
railway junction Brno?

8.13 To what extent should we respect the technical
solution of the railway, underground construction of
high-speed train tunnel and North-South diameter...
of the variant B Petrove

8.14 Document 05. Completion of the technical solution
of variant B. What do we have to follow and what
can we redesigne *

common answer to questions 8.11 - 8.14:

Yes, it is necessary to keep the situation according to the
Completion of the technical solution of the variants ZUB
(IKP CE, 2014), any changes must be expertly proved.

8.15 Kde jsou planované nové Zelezni¢ni zastavky?
(viz. Va$e priloha 052) *

Nové zastavky jsou definované v dlouhodobém a kratko-
dobém horizontu, tj. 2025 a 2040 bez a s vysokorychlost-
ni trati. Znaceni zastavek je dle kilometrii trati.

8.15  Where are the new planned train stops? (see your
documentation 05)2

The new stops are defined for long-term and short-term
horizons, i.e. 2025 and 2040 without and with high-speed
trains. The stops are marked according to the kilometres
of the track.

8.16 Je moziné presunut’ depo? *

Depo je nutné navrhnout dle Dopracovani variant reseni
ZU Brno (IKP CE, 2014).

8.16  Is it possible to move the depot?

It is necessary to design the depot according to the Com-
pletion of the technical solution of the variants ZUB (IKP
CE, 2014).

8.17 Rata sa s dobudovanim rychlich spojeni (S-bahn),
resp. ¢o sa myslim pod pojmom rychle spojenia
v rdmci Brna? *

Rychla spojeni je nové oznaceni prislusného sektorového
ministerstva pro systém novych vysokorychlostnich a mo-
dernizovanych trati, nejedna se o tzv. méstskou rychlodra-
hu (S§-Bahn), ale o systém (traté i provoz) dalkové dopravy.

8.17 Is it reckoned with completion of the rapid links
(S-bahn), or what do rapid links mean in the Brno
contexte

Rapid links is a new indication of the Ministry of Transport
for the system of new and modernized high-speed lines,
it is not so-called Urban railway (S-Bahn), but the system
(tracks and operation) of long-distance transport.

8.18  Je moiné dat’ suCasnej Zelezni¢nej stanic¢nej budove
ina funkciu® *

Ano, je to mozné.

8.18 Is it possible to change function of the existing rail-
way station?

Yes, it is possible.

8.19  Mélo by hlavni nadrazi zlistat zachovano na stavaji-
cim misté?

Vzhledem k tomu, Ze je stavajici budova pamatkové chra-
néna, méla by byt zachovana. Samotné Zelezni¢ni nadrazi
ma byt navrieno dle Dopracovani variant Fe$eni ZU Brno
(IKP CE, 2014).

8.19  Should the main train station be kept on the exist-
ing site¢ *

The existing building being cultural heritage should be
preserved. The main train station itself should be de-
signed according to the Completion of the technical
solution of the variants ZUB (IKP CE, 2014).
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8.20 Je mozne presunut skladku ceskych drah? *

Ano, je to mozné.

8.21 'V zadéani se hovofi o »neexistenci funkéniho Zelez-
ni¢niho uzlu Brno™ (str. 73). MlzZete to |épe vysvét-
lit? Napr. jaky je problém soucasného Zelezni¢niho
usporadani a ktera spojeni chybiz Co je navrhovano
v rdmci nového usporadani za predpokladu, Ze na-
draZi zlstane ve své stavajici poloze?

Zelezniéni uzel Brno (ZUB) je centralnim uzlem jihomo-
ravské Zeleznicni sité. Je do néj zausténo celkem 5 dvou-
kolejnych trati a jedna trat’ jednokolejna (celkem 11 tzv.
hlavnich koleji). Osou ZUB je ., pritah™ I. tranzitniho Zelez-
niéniho koridoru (TZK) Brnem (od Modfic k Bilovicim nad
Svitavou), ktery je zaroven i soucasti sité transevropskych
koridorti TEN-T. Do této sité pat¥i v ZUB i brnénsky usek
traté Brno - Prerov.

Z hlediska nejvy33i trat’ové rychlosti (NTR) je ZUB napojen
na vyznamné sousedni Zelezni¢ni uzly (Praha, Ostrava, Vi-
den, Bratislava) na ¢eském uzemi dostateénym zplisobem
jen s Vidni a Bratislavou (NTR mezi Brnem a Breclavi je
souvisle 160 km/h). Spojeni s Prahou pres Ceskou Tfebo-
vou je geograficky nevyhodné (po odvésnach trojuhelnika
namisto po preponé) a s mnoha rychlostnimi omezenimi
(napf. v meandrovitém tdoli Svitavy mezi Brnem a Blans-
kem ziistaly poloméry nékterych obloukii na hodnoté 270
m, coz omezuje rychlost vlakti na pouhych 70 - 75 km/h).
Soucasné Zeleznicni spojeni Brna s Ostravou je na tom
jesté hure - pocet vlaki zde omezuje jednokolejna trat’
Brno - Prerov.

Nevyhovujici je kapacita vsech trati, spojujicich ZUBs vy-
znamnymi sousednimi Zelezni¢nimi uzly, na rychlych dvou-
kolejkach vy€erpava kapacitu husty (ve Spickach étvrtho-
dinovy) takt pomalych (€asto zastavujicich) pfiméstskych
vlakti, do kterého nelze bezkolizné (bez nutnosti ¢astého
predjizdéni a tedy dlouhych pobytt ve stanicich) zapraco-
vat trasy vlaku s rychlosti nad 120 km/h.

Dasledkem je nekonkurenceschopnost predevsim dal-
kové Zelezni¢ni dopravy nejen vici dopravé letecké,
ale predev§im vicéi dopravé individualni automobilové
a v mnoha pripadech i dopravé linkové autobusové. Ne-
dostatek kapacity trati i uzli ale omezuje i dal$i rozvoj
priméstské a nakladni Zelezniéni dopravy. Re$enim konku-
renceschopnosti Zeleznice je stavba a provozovani novych
rychlych trati (trati tzv. Rychlych spojeni, popr. vysoko-
rychlostnich trati). Jen nové traté s vysokou NTR umozni
dalkovym vlakiim konkurovat ostatnim druhiim dopravy
a zaroven se uvolni kapacita stavajicich trati pro primést-
skou a pro nakladni zelezni¢ni dopravu.

V samotném ZUB je nedostatek kapacity kolejové infra-
struktury pfimo alarmujici. Pocet hlavnich koleji (celkem
11 na viech tratich zausténych do ZUB) se pfed hlavnim
nadrazim postupné sniZuje na pouhych 6. Vlaky tedy ne-
coz je velmi nevyhodné pro prestupujici cestujici. Samot-
né hlavni nadrazi ma jen Sest prubéznych koleji, takze na
jedné koleji musi casto stat dvé soupravy, coz je nepre-
hledné pro cestujici a znamena to i zvyseni rizika nehody.
Vyhodou stavajiciho usporadani ZuB je samostatna trasa
pro nakladni vlaky. (Nakladni vlaky si s osobnimi navzajem

8.20 Is it possible to move landfills of the Czech Railways?

Yes, it is possible.

8.21 The brief refers to “the absence of a functioning
rail junction in Brno” (page 75). Can we have a fuller
explanation of this¢ For example, what is the prob-
lem with the current rail layout, and what connec-
tion (junction) is absent? What is proposed in terms
of new railway layout, assuming the station remains
in its current position *

The railway junction Brno (ZUB) is the central hub of the
South Moravian railway network. 5 double-track lines and
one monorail track (i.e. a total of 11 so-called main tracks)
lead to it. The axis of the ZUB is railroad leading through the
city of Brno of the I* transit railway corridor (TRC) (from
Modrice to Bilovice nad Svitavou), which is also part of the
Trans-European corridors of the TEN-T. Also the Brno part
of the line Brno - Prerov belongs to this network.

In terms of the maximum line speed (MLS), ZUB is connect-
ed to major neighbouring railway nodes (Prague, Ostrava,
Vienna, Bratislava) on Czech territory adequately only with
Vienna and Bratislava (MLS between Brno and Breclav is
consistently 160 km/h). Connection with Prague via Ceska
Trebova is geographically disadvantageous (using cathe-
tuses instead of hypotenuse of a triangle) and with many
speed limits (e.g. in a meandering valley of Svitava between
Brno and Blansko some curves are still of 270 m, which
limits the speed of trains to mere 70-75 km/h). Current
rail connection between Brno and Ostrava is even worse -
single-track line Brno - Prerov is limiting here the number
of trains.

Capacity of all lines connecting ZUB with major neighbor-
ing rail junctions is unsatisfactory; the fast two-track lines
are depleted by the dense (in the peak quarter-hour) in-
terval of slow (often stopping) commuter trains, into which
it cannot be incorporated the routes of trains with a speed
exceeding 120 km/h without collision (without frequent
overtaking and therefore long stays in stations).

The consequence is a lack of competitiveness especially
of long-distance rail transportation not only compared
to air transport, but mainly to the individual automobile
transport and, in many cases, even to bus transportation.
Lack of capacity of tracks and nodes also restricts further
development of commuter and freight rail transport. The
solution for competitiveness of railways is the construc-
tion and operation of new fast track (so-called Rapid links,
or High-speed rail). Only new tracks with high NTR will al-
low remote trains to compete with other modes of trans-
port while releasing capacity of existing lines for commuter
and freight rail transport.

In ZUB itself the lack of capacity of the rail infrastructure
is alarming. The number of main tracks (a total of 11 on
all lines leading to ZuB) is being gradually reduced before
reaching the central train station to only 6. Trains there-
fore cannot come and go to and from the main station at
the same time, which is very inconvenient for transferring
passengers. The main railway station itself has only six run-
ning-through lines, so that on one track there must often
be two train sets, which is confusing for travellers and also
increases risk of accidents.

The advantage of the existing arrangement of ZUBisa sep-
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neprekaZi a prijezd nakladnich souprav nezatéZuje cestu-
jici na nastupistich hlavniho nadrazi hlukem.)
Dal3im vyraznym nedostatkem ZUB je nepfimé, .klikaté™
trasovani nékterych trati v samotném Brné a v jeho bez-
prostrednim okoli, tedy tzv. zavleky, které prodluzuji dél-
ku trati, zdrzuji cestujici a negativné ovliviiuji ekonomiku
provozu. Takovouto oklikou vede:
e trat’ z Brna hl.n. pres Obrany do Brna-Kralova Pole,
e tzv. ,Vlarska™ trat’ vede z Brna hl.n. nejprve na jih,
poté na sever proti proudu Svitavy, aby teprve v Cer-
novicich odboéila do spravného sméru k vychodu
a dostala se do stanice Brno-Slatina
e i samotna ,Prerovka™ miri z Brna nejprve k jihovy-
chodu, aby teprve v Krenovicich zamifila spravnym
smérem, tedy na severovychod.
Po stavebné-technické strance je stav ZUB také 3patny.
Poloméry mnoha obloukd (i pod 200 m) v sou¢asném ko-
lejisti hlavniho nadraZi neodpovidaji normam. Problema-
tické je pro spravce ze SZDC udriovatv provozuschopném
stavu zejména zastaralé mostni objekty i zabezpecovaci
zafizeni.
Zachovani stavajici polohy je ve Studii proveditelnosti
ZuB popsano jako varianta ,,Bez projektu™, kdy je pouze
udrZovan provozuschopny stav zafizeni uzlu. Tato varian-
ta neni projektova, neresi nedostatecnou kapacitu uzlu
a rozvoj dopravy.

MOBA

arate route for freight trains. (Freight trains do not inter-

fere with personal trains and each passage of a freight train

does not bother passengers on platforms with noise.)

Another significant shortcoming of ZUB is indirect, “zig-

zag” tracing of some lines in Brno itself and in its immedi-

ate vicinity, i.e. so-called diverging routes that extend the
length of the track, delay passengers and negatively affect
the economy of operation. Such detours are:

e track from Brno main station via Obrany to Brno-
Kralovo Pole,

e so-called “Vlarska” track from Brno main station first
in South direction, then North upstream Svitava only
to finally turn in Cernovice in the right direction to the
East and reach the station Brno-Slatina

e even “Prerovka” leads from Brno to the South-East at
first and only in Kfenovice heads in the right direction,
that is to the North-East.

From structural and technical point of view the condition

of ZUB is also bad. Radii of many arcs (even below 200 me-

ters) in the current railyard of the main station do not meet
the standards. It is problematic for the administrators of

SZDC to maintain mainly obsolete bridges and signaling

equipment in operable condition.

Maintaining the current position is in the ZuB Feasibility

Study described as a variant of the “No Project”, when

only operational status is maintained. This option is not a

project, it does not address the lack of capacity nor the

transport development.

8.22 Jsou v Uzemi néjaké nepouzivané koleje? Které ko-
leje maji byt zachovany? Detailni informace na stra-
nach 78-90 jsou poskytnuty jako podklad pro ori-
entaci nebo se od navrhu ocekéava reakce na provoz
Zelezni¢ni sité?

V tzemi je mnoho nepouzivanych koleji. V dokumentu ,,05
Dopracovani technickeho reseni varianty B Petrov™ jsou
porovnany koleje v Sedé barvé, které se v budoucnu ne-
budou pouzivat, s kolejemi v barvé, které jsou navrzeny
dle poZadavkii Spravy Zelezni¢ni dopravni cesty. Na stra-
nach 78-80 najdete podklady, které jsou esenci obsahlé-
ho dokumentu, ktery zpracoval IKP Consulting pro sZDC.
Spolu s podkladem ,,05 Dopracovani technickeho reseni
varianty B Petrov" je to mozné povazovat za zadani reseni
Zeleznicni situace v tizemi. Doplnény byly dalsi podklady,
viz. priloha A-016 tohoto dokumentu.

8.22 Are there any railways in disuse on site? Which
are the tracks that needs to be preserved? Is the
detailed technical railway information on pages
80-92 of the brief provided for background, or is
a response on railway operation expected in the
competition entry? *

There are a lot of disused railways on the site. Please see
the provided document 05 Completion of the technical
solution of the variant B Petrov” comparing grey tracks
which will not be used in the future with coloured ones.
Coloured ones are proposed according to negotiation
with railway infrastructure company. On pages 80-82 you
will find documents which are essence of the large doc-
ument which have been developed by IKP Consulting for
siDC, railway infrastructure operating company. This can
be taken together with “05 Completion of the technical
solution of the variant B Petrov” as brief for the track
solution in the whole area. More documents were added,
see appendix A-016 of this document.

8.23 Bude tam podzemi¢ Je nadrazi nad zemi¢ Co
se bude dit s Malou Amerikou? MizZe se v Gzemi
a v okoli historického jadra stavét pod zemi?

Ano, bude tam podzemi - pod historickym centrem
se planuje tunel. Mala Amerika je pamatkové chranéna
a musi byt zachovana. Jeji vyuZiti a zaclenéni do navrhu je
ponechano na soutéZicich.

8.23 Will they be underground? Is it above grade at the
railroad station? What happens at the Little Amer-
ica building? Can it stay underground through the
site and the historic neighborhood? *

Yes, there will be underground - a tunnel is planned under
the city centre. Little America building is protected and it
has to be kept. Its use and way of integration in the pro-
posal is left up to the contestants.
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8.24 Jsou soucasné nakladni traté (Cerné) odstranény
z Uzemi? Jsou navrhované nakladni traté (Cervené)
v souladu s majetkopravnimi vztahy a s pravem je
provozovat? Kolik trati a jak velky prostor potrebuji
pro svlj provoz? Zlistanou vyvySené?

Ano, soucasné nakladni traté (Cerné) budou z Gizemi od-
stranény. Navrhované traté jsou v souladu s majetkoprav-
nimi vztahy a s pravem je provozovat. Vyska vedeni trati
musi respektovat vS§echna dopravni kFizeni koleji.

8.25 Je stavajici téleso nakladového nadraZi pfi vychodni
hranici feSeného Uzemi nahrazovano, nebo doplio-
vano o novou prajezdnou nakladni Zeleznicni trasu? *

Je nahrazovano o novou prijezdnou nakladni Zelezniéni
trasu, viz podklad €. 05.

8.26 V prostoru je spoustu koleji, velkd ¢ast z nich
servisnich, slepych, néjakou dobu jiz nefunkénich.
Jak s témito prostory Ize nakladat, Ize s nimi praco-
vat, jsou néjaké nedotknutelné nebo se ponechava
volnost, pochopitelné pfi zachovani hlavnich tahud
osobni a nékladni dopravy? *

U kolejového feseni je nutné vychazet ze studie Dopraco-
vani variant reseni ZU Brno (IKP CE, 2014).

8.27 Nové navrhované cesty (zelené) jsou vyvySené?
O kolik oproti sou¢asnému stavu? Budou se svaZo-
vat, aby vedly pod zvySenymi Zelezni¢nimi tratémi?
MiZeme je v ndvrhu zcela zménit?

Vyskové Feseni je souasti kolejového FeSeni studie Do-
pracovani variant feseni ZU Brno (IKP CE, 2014).

8.28 V zadani neni mnoho psano o budoucim stavu nakla-
dového nadraZi a sefazovaciho (odstavného) nadraZi
vyskytujici se na FeSeném Uzemi. Existuje predpoklad
budouciho stavu (cca 2040) téchto zafizeni¢ Existuje
minimalni potfebny pocet koleji pfi jejich redukci? Je
mozna relokace veskerych jejich ploch? *

V podkladu €. 05 jsou definovéany veskeré traté a odstav-
né plochy. SZDC zde nedefinuje pocet koleji, ale potrebu
celého systému.

8.29 Je navrh ZUB ze studie zpracované IKP Consulting je
pro soutéZ zavazny? Pokud ano, je zavazné cely pro-
jekt véetné navrhu a umisténi koleji véetné GPK (geo-
metrickych parametri koleje), ¢i je zavazny ve smyslu
poctu nastupnich hran a usporadani jednotlivych Ze-
lezni¢nich stanic? Pokud neni zcela zavazny, v jakych
bodech (misté) se na$ navrh musi potkat s navrhem
ZUB z vy$e zminéné studie, na hranici feeného tzemi
¢i nékde dal? Je mozné ziskat podklad ,Dopracova-
ni technického feseni varianty B-Petrov™ ve formatu
dwg? *

8.24 Are the current freight lines (black) cleared from
the competition site? Are the proposed freight
lines (red) consolidated along the current right of
way? How many lines and how much clearance do
they require as a right of way? Will they remain ele-
vated? *

Yes, current freight lines black /grey/ will be taken away
from the area. The proposed lines are consolidated along
the current right of way. Height of the tracks has to respect
all crossings of the rail tracks.

8.25 Is the existing freight railway station at the East bor-
der of the affected area being replaces or completed
by a new running-through railway route?

Itis being replaced by a new running-through freight railway
route, see documentation no. 05.

8.26 There are a lot of rail tracks in the area, many of
them service, dead-end, unused ones. How should
we treat such spaces, can we work with them, are
any of them untouchable or are we allowed creative
freedom, of course, while respecting the main lines
of passenger and freight transportation?

Itis necessary to respect the Completion of the technical
solution of the variants ZUB (IKP CE, 2014).

8.27 Proposed new roads: (green) Are those elevated?
How much higher than current grade? Will they
slope down to go under the elevated rail lines? Can
we redesign those completely? *

The height/elevation solution is part of the Completion of
the technical solution of the variants ZUB (IKP CE, 2014).

8.28 There is not much in the brief about the future state
of the freight station and shunting station in the area.
Is there an assumption for their future state (ca.
2040)2 Is there a minimal number of rails in case of
their reduction? Is relocation of all their spaces pos-
sible?

In the documentation no. 05 there are defined all lines
and shunting areas. SZDC does not define an exact num-
ber of rails, but the needs of the whole system.

8.29 s the ZUB proposal from the study carried out by IKP
Consulting binding for the competition? If so, is the
whole project binding including the design and loca-
tion of the rails including their geometric parameters,
or is it binding only in the sense of the number of
platforms and layout of the stations? If it is not bind-
ing entirely, in which points (places) must our design
meet the ZUB proposal from the mentioned study, at
the border of the affected area or somewhere far-
ther? Is it possible to provide us with the document
"05 Completion of the technical solution of the vari-
ant B Petrov” in dwg format?
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Podklad je doporuceny. Byl zpracovan v intenzivnim jed-
nani a spolupraci SZDC, Ministerstva dopravy a mésta
Brna. PovaZujeme jej za nejlepsi mozné reseni, které je
v soucasnosti k dispozici, a doporucujeme jeho pouZziti.
Pfipadné upravy, dikladné zdivodnéné v ramci celého
systému, jsou pripustné, oviem bez mozZnosti je konzul-
tovat se SZDC. Podklad ve formatu dwg bohuzel nemame
k dispozici.

MOBA

The documentation is recommended. It has been carried
out based on intense negotiations and cooperation of
SZDC, Ministry of Transport and City of Brno. We consid-
er it as the best possible solution currently at hand and
therefore recommend its use. Eventual changes are al-
lowed, however without the option to consult those with
$ZDC and with the need of deep justification in the con-
text of the whole system. The document in dwg format is
unfortunately not available.

8.30 Podkladem soutéZe ¢. 5 je tzv. dopracovani var.
B-Petrov od firmy IKP CE, ktera vSak vyresila sou-
lad stavebniho navrhu s geologickymi podmin-
kami pro tunely pod historickym centrem sotva
prijatelnym zpldsobem v rozporu s verejnymi za-
jmy (vzdaleni podzemnich nastupist’ nadrazi od
povrchovych, kolize s budovou M. Ameriky, zna¢-
né prodlouzeni tuneld na jih, tim zbyte¢né zvyseni
pracnosti a podstatné zvySeni nakladl investi¢nich
i provoznich) a kromé toho je pfiznivé umisténi na-
dra#i v centru diskriminovano vig&i varianté A-Re-
ka jiz samotnym zpusobem napojeni praiské traté
od severu problematickymi tunely, ackoli existuje
moZnost napojeni novych trati RS véetné praiské
(dle jiné koncepce, zde oznacené jako var. C-Pet-
rov) jednoduchym tunelem od jihozapadu pfimo do
mimouroviového rozpletu v lokalité ,Bidlaky™ (ko-
lem km 11 dle podkladu), kterym se zéroven zajisti
dostatecna kapacita stavajiciho povrchového na-
draZi roz§ifeného mezi budovami OD Tesco a posty
pro pozadovany pocet vlakl i s rezervou pro dalsi
rast frekvence (kolem prijezdné manipulaéni kole-
je je u 8 nastupist’ 10 prajezdnych koleji a 4 kusé).
V relaci RS Praha-Viden je zde Uvrat’ stejné jako ve
var. A, ostatni dvé relace RS Ize prechodné provo-
zovat s Uvrati a v budoucnu tyto Uvraté odstranit
novou spojkou vedenou z koridoru trebovské tra-
té (od km 144,5) pravym obloukem pres jiz dnes ne
pIné funkéni primyslové budovy v lokalité Smeral
a s viaduktem nad pravym svitavskym nabreZzim do
stopy ¢asti rusené komarovské spojky na levé stra-
né Svitavy (véetné presmyku pres prelozku naklad-
niho prdtahu) a stopou jizniho konce (v podkladu
vyznaceného) kolejového diametru do km 4,3 nové
prerovskeé traté RS. Lze pro soutéZni navrh uvaZzovat
jizni vstup prazské traté RS ze sméru strelické traté
upraveny podle uvedené var. C-Petrov s nadrazim
v poloze dle soutéZniho podkladu (tj. uvnitf ¢erve-
né vymezené plochy), ale jen v jedné Urovni, misto
zbyte¢né komplikovaného navrhu varianty B-Pet-
rov, jak je uvedena v podkladu ¢. 52 *

8.31 Podle zadani je soutéZ zamérena na dlouhodoby
¢asovy horizont (je zminéno dokonce 22. stoleti),
ale zéaroven se predpoklada ponechani priichodu
Zelezni¢niho nakladniho pratahu ve zvy$ené polo-
ze mezi Svratkou a Svitavou, kde se stane v novém

8.30 Part of the competition documentation is the doc-
ument no. 5, so-called Completion of the variant
B Petrov, from IKP CE company that, however, has
solved the compliance of the construction pro-
posal with the geological conditions of the tunnels
under the historical centre in a barely acceptable
manner and contrary to the public interest (remote
underground station platforms from those on sur-
face, collision with the Mala Amerika building, con-
siderable extension of the tunnels to the South and
thus unnecessary increased labour and investment
and operational costs). Besides the favourable lo-
cation for the station in the city centre is discrimi-
nated against the variant A-River already by its way
of connecting the Prague line from North by prob-
lematic tunnels. Even though there is a possibility
of connecting new RS lines, including Prague one
(according to a different concept, here labelled
as var. C-Petrov), by a simple tunnel from South-
West directly to the locality “Bidlaky” (around km
11 according to the documentation), which can also
provide sufficient capacity of the existing surface
station extended between buildings of Tesco and
post office for the required number of trains and
with extra space for further growth (8 platforms,
10 run-through tracks and 4 dead-end tracks). For
RS session Prague-Vienna here there is a dead-
end track as in var. A, the other two RS sessions
can be temporarily operated with a dead-end
track and in the future can be replaced by a new
connector leading from the corridor of Trebovska
line (from km 144.5) via today not fully functional
industrial building in “Smeral” locality and viaduct
over the right Svitava bank to the trace of cancelled
Komarovskad connector on the left side of Svitava
(including divergence through relocation of fright
pass-through) and via trace of the South end of
(indicated in documentation) Rail Diameter to km
4.3 of the new RS line Prerov. Can the competition
proposal consider the southern entrance of the
Prague RS line from the direction of Strelicka track
modified according to described var. C-Petrov with
the railway station location in accordance with the
brief (i.e. within the red area), but only in one lev-
el, instead of unnecessarily complicated variant
B-Petrov, which is indicated in the document no.
5¢

8.31 According to the brief, the competition is focused
on the long-term horizon (22nd century is men-
tioned even), but also assumes to keep the passage
of freight trains through the city in the elevated
position between Svratka and Svitava, where it
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obytném Uzemi rusivym prvkem, jeho stavajici dia-
gonalni poloha (vzhledem ke sméru ulic Plotni, Trni-
t4 a novy ,Bulvar™) brani optimalnimu navrhu nové
uliéni struktury a v pravobrezni casti Svratky vys-
kové ovliviiuje trasovani modernizovaného uUseku
prerovské traté (podle podkladu €. 5 dokonce na-
opak nakladni pritah prechazi vysokym viaduktem
pfes nasep prerovské traté) i trasovani budouciho
useku VMO, ackoli je béZnou metodou moderniho
urbanistického navrhu sdruzovat Useky nadrazené
dopravni sité do spolecnych koridor(, které pro sil-
ni¢ni dopravu v dané ¢asti Brna jiz vétSinou existuji
a lze do nich bez technickych obtizi a v dobrych pa-
rametrech umistit i dvoukolejnou prelozku naklad-
niho pritahu (vedla by ze stanice Brno jih pravym
obloukem se Sikmym podjezdem dalnice D1 na se-
verni stranu jejiho naspu, kde se pfipoji jednoko-
lejna vétev od strelické trati, levym obloukem ko-
lem severozapadniho kvadrantu MUK D1-D2, podél
Casti prodlouZené bratislavské radialy, podjezdem
pod novou prerovskou trati RS, §ikmym mostem
pres Svitavu do stopy opusténé komarovské spojky
podél Svitavy a na stavajici most pres Olomouckou
ul.). Jestlize Ize predpokladat, Ze soucet Uzemnich
pfinosu prelozky vyvazi naklady na jeji vybudovani,
je moZné uvazovat v soutéZnim navrhu perspektivni
vymisténi nakladniho pritahu z feSeného Gzemi? *

souhrnna odpovéd’ na otazky 8.30 - 8.31:

Je na uvazeni soutézicich, jestli se pusti do takto velkych
zasahu. Redeni IKP Consulting je pro tuto souté? doporu-
cené, viz. odpovéd’ 8.29.

8.32

V podkladech je fe$ené rozvojové Gzemi vymezeno
predni, tj. severozapadni stranou hlavniho nadrazi
uvaZovaného ve var. A-Reka, ackoli budouci naklad-
na dopravni infrastruktura pro var. B-Petrov (sta-
nice tramvajové trati, popf. severojizniho kolejové-
ho diametru) kvalitné zpfistupni i tzemi daleko za
uvedenou hranici véetné pro bydleni cenné lokality
podél Svratky, kterou na rozdil od var. A bude moz-
né pro tento ucel vyhodné vyuzit. Je v soutéznim
navrhu mozné pro dosaZeni vétsi celkové efektivity
budouciho dopravné urbanistického feseni rozvi-
nout optimalni tvar uli¢ni sité bez ohledu na polohu
uvedené hranice, napr. do ¢arkované vyznaceného
dotéeného Uzemi, a to i v pfipadé, Ze pro plosné
bilance zlstane platit plvodné vyznacena hranice
feSeného Uzemie *

Ano, je to moziné, ale je nutné mit na zreteli nakladnost
pripadnych zmén mimo rfesené Gzemi a navaznost na jiz
provedené investice.

will become a disturbing element in the new res-
idential area. Its existing diagonal position (rela-
tive to the direction of street Plotni, Trnita and of
a new “Boulevard”) prevents the optimal design of
the new street structure and in the area of Svrat-
ka’s right bank affects the height of tracing mod-
ernized section of Prerovska track (according to
document no. 5 the freight route even surpasses
over the Prerovska track by a high viaduct) and also
tracing future section of VMO. It is a common meth-
od of modern urban design to associate sections of
superior transportation network into common cor-
ridors, which for road transportation in this area of
Brno already exist and allow to incorporate without
any technical difficulties and with good parameters
even double-track relocation of the freight trans-
port (it would lead from the station Brno-jih under
D1 highway to the North side of its embankment,
where it would be joined by a single-track branch
from strelické track, then around the North-West
quadrant MUK D1-D2, along part of the extended
Bratislava radial, under the new Prerovska RS track,
over Svitava to the trace of abandoned Komarovska
track along Svitava and to the existing bridge over
Olomoucka street). If we can assume that the sum
of the territorial benefits of this solution outweighs
its construction costs, can the displacement of the
freight transportation from the area be consid-
ered?

common answer to questions 8.30 - 8.31:

It is up to contestants’ consideration, if they propose
interventions of such extent. The IKP CE solution is rec-
ommended for this competition, see answer to question
8.29.

8.32 Inthe documentation the involved area of develop-
ment is defined by the front, i.e. The North-West-
ern side of the main station considered in var.
A-Reka, although the future expensive transport
infrastructure for var. B-Petrov (tram station, or.
North-South Rail Diameter) will enable quality ac-
cess to localities far beyond the stated border,
including sites valuable for housing along Svratka,
which unlike var. A would in this case be possible to
use with advantage. Can the competition design in
order to reach greater overall efficiency of future
transport and urban design develop optimal shape
of the street network, regardless of the position of
the involved area border, e.g. to the dashed line in-
dicated involved area, even if for the balances the
involved area remains valid?

Yes, it is possible. Keep in mind the costs of such eventual
changes beyond the set borders and the connectivity to
investments already made.
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9. DOPRAVA VE MESTE

9.1 Soucasné autobusové nadraZi Ize zrusit Uplné a na-
hradit terminalem pro 12-20 bus(i nebo musime v na-
vrhu urdit prostor i dal$i pro parkovani autobusi? *

9.2 Je nutné zachovat” autobusovi stanicu na pdévod-
nom mieste? *

9.3 MbZeme presunts nastups$t’a student agency a bo-
hemia touring? *

Souhrnna odpovéd’ na otazky 9.1 - 9.3:

Jestli je zde sou¢asnym nadrazim minéno nadraZi u hotelu
Grand, pak ano, je moZné ho nahradit novym terminalem.
Jeho umisténi je ponechano na soutéZicich. V lokalité
u hlavniho nadrazi je cilem vymistit parkovani autobusu.
Pro tento tcel mize bud’ fungovat stavajici nadrazi Zvo-
narka nebo jeji alternativa nabidnuta soutéznim navrhem.
Od kvalitné navrieného reseni se ocekava, Ze budou v
jednom terminalu vhodné propojeny vsechny druhy ve-
rejné hromadné dopravy (vlaky, MHD, autobusy IDS, auto-
busy dalkové dopravy) véetné TAXI a individuaini dopravy
s dopravou pési a cyklistickou. Dalsi vyuZiti stavajiciho
Ustfedniho autobusového nadraZi Zvonarka takovému
konceptu pro variantu pod Petrovem ne zcela vyhovuje.

MOBA

9. CITY TRANSPORTATION

9.1 Can the existing bus station be cancelled entire-
ly and replaced by a terminal for 12-20 buses, or
should we assign some space in the design for
parking of the buses?

9.2 Is it necessary to keep the bus station at its existing
location?

9.3 Can we relocate the platforms of Student Agency
and Bohemia Touring?

Common answer to questions 9.1 - 9.3:

If the existing bus station means the station at the Grand
hotel, then yes, it is possible to replace it by a new termi-
nal. Its location is up to centestants. In the main station lo-
cality it is aimed to move away the parking of the buses. For
this purpose either the existing station Zvonarka can serve
or its alternative proposed by the competition design.
From the proposed solution we expect a terminal properly
connected to all kinds of public transport (trains, public
transport, buses of integrated transport system, coaches),
including taxi and private transport with pedestrian and
bicycle transport. Further use of the existing central bus
station Zvonarka is not entirely suitable for such concept
for the variant “pod Petrovem”.

9.4 Jaké jsou pozadavky na navrh nového autobusové-
ho nadrazi, napt. kapacita a dostupnost (kolik za-
stavek je potreba, kolik lidi bude uZivat nadrazi ve
$picce atd.)?

Nové autobusové nadraZi by mélo byt navrieno jako ter-
minal, kde autobusy setrvaji po nejkrats$i moznou dobu.
Predpokladame zastavky pro 12-20 autobus.

9.4  What are the design requirements for the new sta-
tion e.g capacity and accessibility (how many bus
stops need to be provided, how many people will
pass through the station at peak hours etc)? *

The new bus station should be designed as a terminal
where buses will spend the shortest possible time. In this
sense we expect to have stops for 12 up to 20 buses.

9.5 Je nové navrhované autobusové nadrazi v blizkos-
ti Zelezni¢niho nadrazi ndhradou za UAN Zvonarka,
pro jaké spoje je uvaZzovano? *

Neni. Viz odpovéd’ na otazky 9.1 - 9.3.

9.5 Is the newly proposed bus station in vicinity of the
railway station a replacement for the central bus sta-
tion Zvonarka; which connections is it reckoned for?

It is not. See answer to questions 9.1 - 9.3.

9.6 Jsou v Uzemi planovany néjaké silnice?

Nové silnice jsou predmétem soutéiniho navrhu. Komuni-
kacéni skelet nové étvrti by mél prinejmensim respektovat
napojeni na okrajich Feseného tizemi.

9.6 Are there any planned roads through the site? *

New roads are subject of the competition proposal. Com-
munication network of the new district should at least
respect the connections at the edge of the involved area.

9.7 Existuje pro Brno nebo resené Uzemi dopravni stu-
die?

Takové dokumenty nejsou, kromé soucasného tuzemniho
planu, ktery je k dispozici na gis.brno.cz/ags/upmb. V fe-
Seném lGzemi ovéem neni tfeba jej respektovat.

9.7 Is there a traffic study for the city of BRNO or for
the site? *

No, there are no such documents, except for the current
master plan available at gis.brno.cz/ags/upmb. But please
note that in the competition area it is not necessary to
respect this plan.

9.8 Jsou k dispozici néjaké udaje o intenzité silni¢ni
dopravy v Uzemi?

Viz pfiloha A-015 tohoto dokumentu.

9.8 Are there any data on traffic flows on roads in the
study area? *

See appendix A-015 of this document.
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9.9  Jsou k dispozici néjaké Gdaje o vyuzivani verejné
dopravy (pocty cestujicich) v misté hlavniho nadra-
Zi, zahrnujici prestupy mezi autobusy/tramvajemi
a vlaky?

Takové udaje, bohuzel, nemame k dispozici.

9.10 MozZeme variovat’ s niveletou elektrickovej trate
pred stanicou? *

Ano, mlZete.

911  Je k dispozici mapa soucasného a planovaného
systému verejné dopravy (autobusy, tramvaje)? Po-
skytnuty podklad je ve velkém méfitku a je obtizné
pochopit pfesné trasy ve vztahu k tzemi.

Mapa soucasného systému je k dispozici na idsjmk.cz/
mapa/Plan-site-Brno.gif

9.12  Existuji néjaké Udaje o mnoZstvi chodcli na brnén-
ském néadrazi, véetné pohybu mezi nadrazim a his-
torickym centrem?

~Smérovy priuzkum regionalnich cestujicich na vybranych
zastavkach,™ ktery byl zpracovan firmou FOCUS v brez-
nu 2015, nemame k dispozici. Data ze star$iho prizkumu
(2011) cestujicich na zastavkach €D na tizemi mésta Brna:
obrat cestujicich na stanici Brno-Hlavni nadrazZi byl vdobé
scitani (6:00 - 21:00 hod) 50 000. Da se tedy predpokla-
dat obrat cca 55 000 cestujicich za 24 hod béZného pra-
covniho dne. Obrat cestujicich v prostoru zastavek MHD
(tramvajovych linek: 1, 2, 4, 8, 9, 10, 12 a trolejbusovych
linek: 31, 33) se odhaduje cca 120 000 - 130 000 za 24
hod bézného pracovniho dne.

9.13  Jaka je respondentska zakladna pro Gdaje o délbé
prepravni prace na strané 752 Jsou tyto cesty vyko-
navany obyvateli Brna? Jsou to cesty pouze v ramci
Brna nebo je v nich zahrnut i pohyb za hranice més-
ta¢ Jak je definovana pési cesta (pfesnou vzdale-
nosti nebo néjakou limitni vzdalenosti)?

Vstupni udaje jsou vysledkem terénniho Setreni na repre-
zentativnim vzorku populace ve véku 15 a vice let. Zaklad-
ni podminkou pro zarazeni respondenta do probihajiciho
Setreni byl fakt, Ze dana osoba Zije, pracuje nebo studuje
v Brné. Vybérovy soubor byl rozdélen v poméru 70 / 30 na
rezidenty a na osoby dojizdéjici do Brna za praci ¢i studi-
em. Pé&si cesta neni definovana vzdalenosti.

9.9  Are there data on public transport use (passenger
numbers) at Brno station, including interchange
between bus/tram and rail2 *

Such data are not available.

9.10 Can we vary the height of the tram tracks in fromt
of the station?

Yes, you can.

9.11  Is there a map with the existing and planned public
transport systems (bus, trams) the provided info is
on avery large scale it is difficult to understand the
exact routes in relation to the site. *

Map of the existing system is available at idsjmk.cz/mapa/
Plan-site-Brno.gif

9.12  Are there any data on pedestrian volumes at Brno
station, including between the station and the his-
toric centre? *

“The directional survey of regional passengers at select-
ed stops,” which was prepared by FOCUS in March 2015,
is not available. Data from an earlier survey (2011) of pas-
sengers at railway stations in Brno: the turnover of pas-
sengers at the station Brno-Main station at the time of
the survey (6:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m.) was 50 000. Turno-
ver of around 55 000 passengers per 24 hours of normal
working day is therefore conceivable. Turnover of pas-
sengers at public transport stops (tram lines 1, 2, 4, 8, 9,
10, 12 and trolley-bus lines: 31, 33) is estimated as about
120 000 - 130 000 per 24 hours of normal working day.

9.13 In terms of the mode split data on page 77, what is
the survey base? Is it journeys by people resident
in Brno? Also, is it journeys that begin and end in
Brno, or are journeys outside the city border in-
cluded? What is the definition of a trip on foot (is it
any length, or is there a threshold distance)? *

The input data are based on a field survey on a repre-
sentative sample of the population aged 15 and over. The
prerequisite for being a respondent was the fact that the
person lives, works or studies in Brno. The sample was di-
vided in the ratio of 70/30 to residents and people com-
muting to Brno for work or study. Pedestrian path is not
defined by distance.
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9.14  Délba prepravni prace pro pohyb ve mésté je uve-
dena na strané 75, ale je pouze pro cesty za pra-
ci a vzdélanim. Jaka je délba prepravni prace pro
ostatni cesty?

Preferovany zplsob dopravy za sluZbami
Preferred way of transportation to the services

25

m Automabil Tramvaj

Car Tram
m Autobus m Pézky

Bus On foot

Trolejbus. mVlak

Trolley bus Train 11
m Jizdni kelo Nic z uvedengého

Bicycle None of these‘

]
20,22
Preferovany zplsob dopravy za nakupy
Preferred way of transportation to the shopping

m Automebil P&k

Car On f:f)ot
w Tramvaj m Autohus

Tram us

Trolejbus mViak

Trolley bus Train
w Jizdni kelo m Matocykl

Bicycle Motocycle sg
W In-line brusle Nie z uvedeného

In-line skates  None of these

o?f‘&a
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9.14  The mode split for travel within the city is given on
page 77, but for journeys to work and education
only. What is the mode split for all journeys? *

Preferovany zplsob dopravy za volnoéasovymi aktivitami
Preferred way of transportation to the leisure activities

=3

m Automab il Tramvaj
Car Tram
m PéEky W AUtobUS
On foot Bus
Trolsjbus u Jizdni kala 13
Trolley bus Bicycle
m Vigk m Motocykl
Train Motocycle
m In-line brusle Nic z uvedeného
In-line skates None of these 8
44
3
4 a°a3
Preferovany zplUsob dopravy za prateli
Preferred way of transportation to visit friends
24
m Automaobil
&\r S?f?éot
W Tramvaj ® Autobus
Traqu Bus
Trd?bus mJizdni kelo
Trolley bus Bicycle
w Viak m Motorykl
Train Motocycle
W In-line brusle Mic 2 uvedenéha
In-line skates  None of these
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10. MAJETKOVE VZTAHY

10.1  Co jsou Ceské drahy zminéné na mapé majetkové
struktury Gzemi na stranach 50-51 zadani¢ Je to
vladni instituce?

Ceské Drahy jsou statem vlastnéna spoleénost; historicky
byly majitelem koleji i prepravcem. Vzhledem k regulaci
volnéh otrhu musela byt spoleénost rozdélena na dvé -
jednou je SZDC, Sprava Zelezni&ni dopravni cesty, a Ceské
drahy zustaly prepravcem a poskytovatelem sluZeb.

10.2  Jaka je strategie Uzemniho rozvoje v Gzemi2¢ Chce
méstska sprava vykoupit soukromé pozemky nebo
budou developovany soukromymi osobami¢

Strategie, jak se bude mésto v tizemi chovat, nyni neni de-
finovana. Jistou politickou vizi pfednesli primator Vokral
a naméstek primatora Ander v Gvodnich videich. Rovnéz
hledame soutéZni navrhy, které nabidnou méstu pro toto
uzemi jistou dlouhodobou strategii.

10.3  Které subjekty v mapé majetkové struktury azemi
na stranadch 50-51 zadani jsou verejné?

10.4  Které subjekty vlastnici pozemky v tzemi jsou sou-
kromé/verejné?

souhrnna odpovéd’ na otazky 10.3 - 10.4:

Pozemky vlastnéné Dopravnim podnikem mésta Brna
a.s., Brnénskymi komunikacemi a.s., Teplarnami Brno a.s.
a méstem Brnem jsou kontrolovany méstem. Dal$imi ve-
Fejnymi subjekty jsou Jihomoravsky kraj, mésto Slapanice
a samoziejmé Ceska republika. Ceské Drahy a.s. jsou sté-
tem vlastnéna spolecénost. Ostatni pozemky jsou ve vlast-
nictvi soukromych osob.

10. OWNERSHIP RELATIONS

10.1  What is the Ceske Drahy mentioned on the land-
owners map page 52-53 in THE BRIEF? Is this a gov-
ernment institute? *

Ceské Drahy are state owned transport company; his-
torically they were owner of the rails and provider of the
service. Due to free market regulation, the company has
been divided into two - one is $ZDC, Railway Infrastruc-
ture Administration, and Ceske Drahy who are provider
of service.

10.2  What is the strategy in regard to land development
for the area? Is the local government willing to buy
out private landowners to develop lands or are
these to be developed individually by private initia-
tive. *

There is no defined strategy in this moment of how city
will operate in the area. There is a political vison declared
in the introduction video by the mayor Vokral and deputy
mayor Ander. We are looking also for designs proposing
strategy for the city regarding long term planning in the
area.

10.3  Which entities are government controlled on the
landowners map page 52-53 in THE BRIEF? *

10.4 Could you tell us among the several occupants
within the site, which ones are private owned/pub-
lic owned? *

common answer to questions 10.3 - 10.4:

Dopravni podnik mésta Brna a.s., Brnénské komunikace
a.s., Teplarny Brno a.s. and City of Brno marked proper-
ties are controlled and owned by the city of Brno. South
Moravian region, town of §Iapanice and, of course, the
Czech Republic, are another public entities. Ceské Drahy
a.s. are railway company owned by the state. Other prop-
erties are owned by private persons.

OTAZKY A ODPOVEDI - I. KOLO
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1. PAMATKOVA OCHRANA

11 Jak muZeme zbourat nebo zménit starou budovu
kvili novému nadraZi?2 Do jaké miry ma byt soucas-
né stanice zachovana? Jaka je regulace pro budovy
na seznamu kulturnich pamatek?

1.2V prostoru je mnoho objektl, véetné nékolika pa-
matkové chranénych, jsou nékteré z nich nedo-
tknutelné bez moZnosti zbourani nebo je ponechan
jejich osud na Uvaze soutézicich? *

souhrnna odpovéd’ na otazky 11.1 - 11.2:

Veskeré objekty zna¢ené ¢ernou barvou v mapé Pamat-
kova ochrana na strance 36 je nutné zachovat. Dale je
nutné zachovat viadukt.

MOBA

11. HERITAGE PRESERVATION

11 For new station, how much could we demolish or
change the old one? To which extent should the ex-
isting station be preserved? What is the regulation
for building on list of cultural monuments? *

1.2 Inthe area there are many structures including cul-
turally preserved ones. Can some of these be de-
molished?

common answer to questions 11.1 - 11.2:
All the structures indicated by black colour in the map
Heritage protection on page 36 need to be preserved.
Then the viaduct needs to be preserved.

1.3 MuzZe byt historicky viadukt odkryt? V poskytnutych
pohledech je viadukt nad terénem a zabiha pod
zem, kdyz dosahuje historického nadrazi. Je to tak?
Pripadné objasnéte, prosim.

Pro provoz Zeleznice na odkrytém viaduktu je nutno uva-
Zovat se stavem objektu zprovoznéného v roce 1839. Dale
viz. odpovéd’ 8.29.

1.3  Can the historic viaduct be exposed once the exist-
ing walls get town down? In the elevation provided,
the viaduct is above grade and then slides under-
neath the site when it reaches the historic station.
Is this accurate?¢ Please explain. *

For the operation of the exposed railway viaduct it is
necessary to consider the state of the construction from
1839. See answer to question 8.29.

1.4 Vedle chranénych budov v ramci pamatkové péce
jsou v Gzemi jiné objekty nebo funkce, které musi
byt zachovany? Komu slouZi Zelezni¢ni oblouky/
podchody? Jsou pro vozidla a chodce?

Nejsou. Ano, jsou pro vozidla i chodce.

1.4 Apart from protected buildings for historical/her-
itage reasons, are there any other structures OR
funtions that need to/must be retained? What'’s the
nature of railway arches/ passages? Are they usable
by vehicles and pedestrians? *

No, there are not. Yes, they are for vehicles and pedes-
trians.

e[r|n]o]
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12. ZIVOTNi PROSTREDI

12.1  Jaké jsou presné znecist'ujici latky v brownfiledech?
Jaka je zavaZnost znecisténi? Prosime o upresnéni.

12.2  Jaké necist'ujici latky jsou zanechavany?

souhrnna odpovéd’ na otazky 12.1-12.2:

Informace o brownfieldech najdete na: gis.brno.cz/flex/
flexviewer/index.php2project=gismb_brownfields_pub-
lic. Brownfieldy jsou znecéistény mnoha neznamymi latka-
mi, seznam téch znamych je pfilohou A-010 tohoto do-
kumentu.

12.3  Oblast E v jizni ¢asti dotceného Uzemi je soucasna
nebo byvala skladka®

Oblast E je byvala skladka.

12.4  Jaké jsou geologické podminky How are the geolo-
gical conditions of the area?

Rez terénem, ktery byl poFizen pro projekt SJKD je pFilo-
hou A-011 tohoto dokumentu.

10.5 Jaky typ stavebni ¢innosti ovlivni stavajici kontami-
nace zemin/vody? Pocita se s dekontaminaci? Jsou
tam néjaka neprekrocitelna omezeni pro vyuzitie *

V FfeSeném Gzemi se nachazi mnoistvi objektd, kde v mi-
nulosti bylo nebo je nakladano s latkami $kodlivymi Zivot-
nimu prostredi nebo zde byla provozovana ¢innost, pfi
které mohlo dojit k negativnimu ovlivnéni Zivotniho pro-
stredi. Existuje zde riziko znecisténi stavebnich konstruk-
ci, zemin a podzemnich vod organickymi a anorganickymi
latkami. Typ potencialni kontaminace zavisi na vyrobni
éinnosti provozované v arealu nebo jeho vyuZiti.

V misté, kde bylo zjisténo znecisténi podzemnich vod,
které muze mit negativni vliv na zdravi ¢lovéka a jednotlivé
sloZky Zivotniho prostredi, je tfeba shromazdit dalsi udaje
pro posouzeni rozsahu kontaminace a s ni spojenych rizik.
Kontaminace horninového prostfedi pfedem nevyluéuje
zpusob vyuZiti Gzemi. Na zakladé analyzy rizika je stano-
ven sanacni limit pro cilové/planované vyuZiti izemi. Ten-
to je vydany formou rozhodnuti Ceskou inspekci Fivotniho
prostredi.

Kontaminace budou pravdépodobné odstranény v souvis-
losti s pFestavbou Zelezniéniho uzlu Brno.

12.6  Je pripustné upravovat v tzemi Fi¢ni brehy?

vrv s

Obecné receno, Fi¢ni brehy se mohou upravovat a v ram-
ci architektonickych ¢&i urbanistickych navrhi, které resi
zlepseni ,prostfedi™ uvnitf zastavby obci a mést, k upra-
vam brehl a tokti dochazi. Nicméné je potreba znat co je
divodem nebo cilem tpravy Fiéniho koryta nebo brehii.
V soucasné dobé dochazi k upravam toki a breht s cilem:
1. zvysit protipovodiovou ochranu obci a mést

2. revitalizovat tok a Fiéni nivu v zastavbé obci a mést ve-
douci ke zpFirodnéni, zlep$eni priutokovych poméri, za-
jisténi lepsiho ekologického stavu toku atd.

12. ENVIRONMENT

12.1  What are the exact pollutants for brownfields? What
is the severity of the pollution. Please specify it. *

12.2  What pollutants do they leave behind? *

common answer to questions 12.1 - 12.2:

Information about brownfields can be found at: gis.brno.
cz/flex/flexviewer/index.php2project=gismb_brown-
fields_public. Many of the pollutants are unknown; list of
the known ones is an appendix A-010 of this document.

12.3 The Area E in the southern part of the “affected
area” is a current or a past rubbish dumping? *

The area E is a past dumpsite.

12.4  How are the geological conditions of the area? *

Terrain section that has been made for the project of
N-S diameter is an appendix A-011 of this document.

10.5 What type of construction activities will affect the
existing contamination of soil/water? Is decontam-
ination reckoned with? Are there any insurmounta-
ble limits in use?

In the involved area there are many buildings where sub-
stances damaging the environment have been or still
are handled, or there was an activity that could lead to
negative impacts on the environment. There is a risk of
contamination of structures, soil and groundwater with
organic and inorganic substances. Type of potential con-
tamination depends on activity carried on the premises
or their use.

In place where groundwater pollution was found, which
can have a negative impact on human health and environ-
mental components, additional data needs to be collect-
ed to assess the extent of contamination and its associ-
ated risks.

Contamination of rock environment does not preclude
land use. Risk-based remediation limit is set for the tar-
get/planned land use. This limit is issued in the form of
decision of the Czech Environmental Inspectorate.
Contaminations are likely to be eliminated in connection
with the reconstruction of the railway junction Brno.

12.6 It is allowed to modify the river banks within the
competition area?¢ *

Generally speaking, the river banks may be modified and
within the architectural and urban designs that address
improving of the “environment” within the towns and cit-
ies modification of river banks and flows occur. However,
it is necessary to know what is the reason or purpose of
adapting the riverbed and banks.

Currently there are changes of flow and banks aiming:

1. To increase flood protection of municipalities and cities
2. To revitalize stream and river floodplain in the built-ip
area of villages and towns leading to naturalization, im-
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3. upravit tok ¢i brehy toku s cilem Iépe vodni tok zaclenit
do struktury urbanizované oblasti atd.

Pfi téchto navrzich vidy musi byt zvaZen pfinos uprav,
ekonomicnost a provozni udrzba nové navrhovanych
opatieni. Upravami nesmi dojit ke zhorseni odtokovych
poméri (zvySeni narokd na udrzbu napf. zvySenim zana-
Seni toku), zhorseni protipovodinové ochrany, omezeni
stavajicich uZivatell vod na vodnich dilech (odbérateld,
MVE, atd..)

Pokud neni tok upraveny (tzn. je ..pfirodni*), pak Gpravou
vznikne novy majetek, o ktery se musi do budoucna né-
kdo starat, a je nutné od pocatku védét kdo, napr. obec
¢i mésto. Pokud dochazi k Upravé stavajiciho upraveného
koryta nebo brehu, Cili stavajiciho majetku, je vidy nutné
projednat tyto zmény s vlastnikem tohoto majetku.

MOBA

provement of flow conditions, improving the ecological
state of flux and so on.

3. To modify flow or stream shorelines in order to incorpo-
rate the flow of water into the fabric of an urbanized area
etc.

With these proposals the benefits of modifications must
always be weighed, as well as efficiency and operational
maintenance of the newly proposed measures. Modifi-
cations must not result in poor drainage conditions (in-
creased maintenance requirements, e.g. by increasing the
flow clogging), worsening of anti-flood protection, limita-
tions of existing water users on the waterworks (custom-
ers, small hydros, etc ..)

If the flow is not modified (meaning is “natural”), then by
modifying it new assets are created, which must in future
be taken care of by somebody, and you need to know from
the start who it will be, e.g. municipality. If there is a mod-
ification of the current modified channel or bank, meaning
of existing assets, it is always necessary to discuss these
changes with the owner of the property.

12.7  Jaka je v feSeném Uzemi vy$ka hladiny podzemni
vody? *

Viz pfiloha A-012 tohoto dokumentu.

12.7 What is the level of groundwater in the involved
area?

See attachment A-012 of this document.

12.8  Jsou zaplavy zplisobené pretecnim reky, srazkovou
vodou nebo obojim? Uzemim prochazi zatrubnény
potok2 Schémata naznacuji, Ze tudy protékal.

12.9  Jaky je soucasny stav pritokl a kanalG?

souhrnna odpovéd’ na otazky 12.8 - 12.9:

Povodné jsou zplsobovany obojim, ale zejména pretec-
nim. Potoky jsou zatrubnéné a integrované do systému,
nékteré z potokl po téchto zasazich vymizely.

12.8 Is the current flooding from the river overflowing,
from storm water, from both? Is there a buried
creek running thorough the site? The diagrams sug-
gest there was one. *

12.9  What is the existing condition of the adjacent rivers
and canals? *

common answer to questions 12.8 - 12.9:

It is from both, but mainly overflowing. Creeks are cov-
ered and have been integrated in the pipe system, some
of the creeks disappeared after these operations.

1210 Mduzete ndm poskytnout fez a popis sloZzeni pldy?
(kde jsou zatrubnéné potoky)

Rez terénem, ktery byl poFizen pro projekt SJKD je pFilo-
hou A-011 tohoto dokumentu.

12.10 Can we have a sectio and a description of the soil
substrata? (where are the covered water rivers) *

Terrain section that has been made for the project of
N-S diameter is an appendix A-011 of this document.

1211  Musime popsat specifické metody cisténi a ucho-
vavani vody?

Je to na vasem uvazeni.

1211 Do we have to provide specific methods of water
cleaning and water storage? *

It is up to your decision.

12.12 Na strané 29 je mapka tykajici se podzemnich vod
a v legendé toto: G Oblasti, ve kterych jsou legis-
lativné stanovena ochranna pasma vodnich zdroja
apod. Nicméné na mapce zadna oblast oznacena G
neni. Znamena to, Ze zadna ochranni pasma v do-
téené lokalité nejsou? *

Ano, ochranna pasma vodnich zdroju v oblasti nejsou.

12.12  On page 29 there is a map concerning groundwater
with the legend where: G Areas that are subject to
legislative protection as protected water sourc-
es, etc. However, there is no area marked G in the
map. Does it mean that there are no protected ar-
eas in the competition aera?

Yes, there are no protected water sources in the area.
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