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Uvodni slovo / Introduction

Architektonicka soutéz Kampus Albertov — Biocentrum, Globcentrum je v dlouhé a slavné historii
Univerzity Karlovy nécim zcela mimoradnym, prilezitosti, ktera se naskytne jednou za stoleti. Je-
jim predmétem byl navrh dvou védeckych pracovist, kterd by méla hostit ¢esky i svétovy Spicko-
vy multidisciplinarni prirodovédny a medicinsky vyzkum. Jde o spolecny projekt ti velkych fakult
Univerzity Karlovy — Prirodovédecké, Matematicko-fyzikalni a 1. |ékarské — a po stu letech prvni
velky stavebni pocin Univerzity Karlovy ve stfedu mésta. Nemuzeme si dovolit netspéch.

Albertov je mistem spojenym s davnou i novodobou historii nadi univerzity a nasi zemé.
Pravé odtud vychazel 15. listopadu 1939 pohrebni privod naseho kolegy Jana Opletala a pravé
tady zacala studentska demonstrace 17. listopadu 1989, ktera stoji na zacatku svobodné existen-
ce naseho statu. Albertov je vsak také jednim z nejvétsich aredll Univerzity Karlovy v Praze, kde
studuje, bada, sportuje a Zije nékolik tisic studentd a akademickych pracovnikd univerzity, ktefi
nutné potrebuji moderni védecka pracovisté, Spickové vybavené laboratore, ucebny, ale také
menzy a mista pro spolecenska setkavani.

Pro architektonickou soutéz jsme pripravovali podklady vice nez dva roky — vedle pozadavkd
na spolecné a reprezentativni prostory to byly zejména modelové typy laboratofi, se kterymi
pro obé budovy pocitdme a seznamy specialnich technologii vyzadujicich urcité stavebni zdzemi
(velké pristroje, infekéni prostory, chovy experimentalnich zvirat apod.). Zadani vyplyvajici z uni-
katniho charakteru staveb bylo velice slozité, autordm ocenénych navrh( se ho vsak podarilo
zvladnout.

Chceme, aby Kampus Albertov byl krasny. Vyzkumna centra, kterad se nyni chystame stavét,
musi respektovat povahu tohoto vyjimecného univerzitniho areélu blizko historického stredu
meésta, soucasné se vsak tésime na soucasnou a zajimavou architekturu, ktera bude hodna sou-
sedstvi s dily Kiliana Ignace Dientzenhofera. Jsme védomi, ze Kampus Albertov nestavime pro
sebe, ale pro nase déti a vnuky, coz v prvé radé znamena co nejmensi provozni narocnost obou
budov. Zaroven musi mit flexibilni dispozici s moznosti reagovat na ménici se pozadavky doby
a velmi rdznorodych typl uzivateld — student( vSech stupnd studia, biologt, chemikd, geologl,
botanikd, fyzikd, statistikd i lékard. TéSime se na to, ze skvéla véda k nam prilaka védce i stu-
denty ze zahranidi, takze se kampus stane zivym mezinarodnim mistem umoznujicim vzajemnou
interakci védcd i student(, kteri budou na Albertoveé zit, pracovat a studovat, a doufame, Ze se
v ném budou citit dobre. VEfim, ze nam architektonicka soutéz pfinesla navrhy takového Biocen-
tra a Globcentra, které maji velky potencial vSechny tyto nase pozadavky splnit.

Architektonicka soutéz byla pro Univerzitu Karlovu i pro mé osobné zcela novou zkusenosti
a vyzvou, ke které jsme pristoupili s trochou obav a hlavné s pocitem velké zodpovédnosti. Jsem
vSak rad, Ze jsme tento proces podstoupili — neumim si predstavit, Ze bychom jinym zplsobem
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uméli dosdhnout podobné kvalitniho vysledku. Chtél bych podékovat zejména viem architektlim
a dal$im profesionallm, ktefi se soutéze zicastnili, vénovali Kampusu Albertov svij ¢as a pred-
stavili mnoho podnétnych napadd. Podékovani patri také porotciim soutéze, prizvanym exper-
tdm, zaméstnanclm Odboru vystavby Univerzity Karlovy a organizatorim z Centra pro stredo-
evropskou architekturu, diky nimz méla soutéz hladky pribéh. Nyni nezbyva nez dovést stavby
do zdarného konce a v roce 2020 otevrit brany dvou novych skvélych vyzkumnych center. Preji
nam vSem v tomto ohledu hodné zdaru.

Quod bonum, faustum, felix, fortunatumque eveniat!

prof. MUDr. Tomas Zima, DrSc., MBA
rektor Univerzity Karlovy

The architecture competition Albertov Campus — Biocenter, Globcenter is an event that

even within the long and glorious history of Charles University stands out as exceptional: an
opportunity that comes along only once in a century. It concerns selecting a design for two
scientific and research facilities to serve as hosts to cutting-edge Czech and international
multidisciplinary research in the natural sciences and medicine. This joint project of three of
Charles University’s large faculties — the Faculty of Science, Faculty of Mathematics and Physics,
and First Faculty of Medicine — will be the first large construction project in Prague’s center
initiated by the university in the past hundred years. We must not fail.

Albertov is an area linked with both the ancient and recent history of the university as well as
of the Czech Republic. It was from here that the funeral procession of our colleague Jan Opletal
set forth on November 15, 1939, and it was here that the student demonstrations began on
November 17, 1989, to launch the start of a new, free era for the Czech people. At the same
time, Albertov is also one of Charles University’s largest campus complexes in Prague, it is
a place where several thousand students and scholars study, conduct research, play sports and
live: all of whom are in critical need of modern research facilities, well-equipped laboratories,
classrooms and lecture halls as well as a university cafeteria and areas for social interaction.

It took us more than two years to prepare all the necessary documents for this architecture
competition as we had to specify requirements for common and ceremonial areas as well as
for specific types of laboratories that will be part of both centers and lists of technology with
special requirements for their premises (such as infectious areas, rooms for large machinery and
facilities for experimental animals). Although the unique nature of these buildings resulted in very
complex specifications for this competition, the architects who produced award-winning designs
succeeded at this difficult task.

We want the Albertov Campus to be beautiful. The research centers we are going to build
must respect the nature of this exceptional university complex located in the near vicinity of
the historical center of Prague, while also representing interesting contemporary architecture
worthy of its proximity to the nearby baroque monuments of Kilian Ignaz Dientzenhofer. We
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are well aware of the fact that the Albertov Campus is not going to be built for us, but for our
children and grandchildren. This mainly entails the lowest possible operating costs for both
buildings. At the same time, their layouts must be flexible to facilitate the changing demands

of future eras and many different types of users — students at all levels of study, biologists,
chemists, geologists, botanists, physicists, statisticians and physicians. We hope that first-rate
research will attract scientists and students from around the globe and that our campus will
become a lively international center which facilitates interaction between researchers and
students who will live, work and study at Albertov, and that it will become a place where they
will feel at home. | firmly believe that this architecture competition has rendered designs of the
Biocenter and the Globcenter that will meet all of our requirements.

For Charles University and for myself personally, this architecture competition was a new
experience and a challenge that we approached with concern, but also with a sense of great
responsibility. However, | am glad that we underwent this process as | cannot think of any other
way that a result of such quality could have been achieved. | would like to thank in particular
all of the architects and members of other professions who took part in the competition,
devoted their time to the Albertov Campus and put forth many inspiring ideas. We also
extend our thanks to the jurors of the competition, invited experts, employees of Charles
University’s Construction Department and the organizers from the Centre for Central European
Avrchitecture, who ensured the smooth functioning of the entire competition process. The last
task ahead of us is bringing the construction to a successful completion and, in the year 2020,
to open the doors to these two new, magnificent research centers. | wish good luck to all of us
involved in achieving this goal.

Quod bonum, faustum, felix, fortunatumque eveniat!

Prof. MUDr. Tomas Zima, DrSc., MBA
Rector of Charles University
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Soucasna spolecenska poptavka klade na vysokoskolské instituce vysoké naroky, které nejsou ve
stavajicich podminkach Prirodovédecké fakulty Univerzity Karlovy splnitelné. Mame-li byt i nadale
schopni konkurence v ¢eském a svétovém méritku, potfebujeme nové moderné vybavené labo-
ratore pro Spi¢kovy vyzkum v biomediciné a pro vyzkum souvisejici s globalnimi zménami klimatu
a spolecnosti. TéSime se, ze Biocentrum a Globcentrum nabidnou atraktivni prostory pro vyuku,
ale i prostory komunitni, kde se budou stykat a interagovat védci a studenti z rlznych obord

a zemi, a budou zde vznikat nové myslenky posunuijici lidské poznani k prospéchu spoleénosti

a k ochrané pfirody.

prof. RNDr. Bohuslav Gas, CSc.
dékan Prirodovédecké fakulty UK

At the present time, society places high demands on universities. Unfortunately, the current
situation precludes the Faculty of Sciences, Charles University, from meeting these demands.

To be able to compete in the Czech context and on a global scale we need new laboratories
with modern equipment which would facilitate top-class research in biomedicine as well as that
related to global climate and societal changes. We hope that the Biocenter and the Globcenter
will offer attractive areas for instruction as well as community areas facilitating meeting and
interaction of scientists and students from many fields of study and countries of the world, along
with becoming a breeding ground for new ideas that will help use our knowledge to the benefit
of the society and to protect the environment.

Prof. RNDr. Bohuslav Gas, CSc.
Dean of the Faculty of Science, Charles University
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Projekt Kampus Albertov je na 1. |ékarské fakulté od zacatku vniman jako védecko-vyzkumné cen-
trum, které na jednom misté soustredi to nejlepsi z védy, co je na univerzité k dispozici. Biocen-
trum by se mélo diky své cinnosti a vysledkim stat nejen lidrem na poli eské védy, ale mélo by
byt schopné konkurovat tém nejlepsim srovnatelnym védecko-vyzkumnym pracovistim v celo-
evropském i svétovém méritku. Velmi dilezitym aspektem projektu Kampus Albertov je stirani
bariér mezi védeckym vyzkumem a ostatnimi aktivitami fakult a univerzity, tedy pfimé propojeni
védy s vyukou a dalSimi ¢innostmi — konferencemi, Skolenimi, workshopy, popularizaénimi akce-
mi ur¢enymi nejen odborné verejnosti a nejrliznéjsimi spolecenskymi udalostmi. Jen diky tomuto
propojeni muiize vzniknout zivé, fungujici a organické centrum univerzitni védy.

prof. MUDr. Aleksi Sedo, DrSc.
dékan 1. lékarské fakulty UK

Since the project’s beginning, we at the First Faculty of Medicine have perceived the Albertov
Campus as a research center which will become a focal point for the best science the university
has to offer. Through its activities and results the Biocenter should become a leader in the

field of Czech science and a competitor to the best comparable research institutes throughout
Europe and globally. One important aspect that the Albertov Campus project entails is removing
the barriers between scientific research and other activities pursued by the faculties and the
university, facilitating a direct connection between science, instruction and other activities,
including conferences, training, workshops, popularizing events for experts as well as the
broader public through various social events. A lively, well-functioning and organic center of
university science can only be created through this interconnection.

Prof. MUDr. Aleksi Sedo, DrSc.
Dean of the First Faculty of Medicine, Charles University
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Pro Matematicko-fyzikalni fakultu UK predstavuje budovani Kampusu Albertov jedine¢nou pfi-
leZitost pro umisténi klastru experimentalnich zarizeni a pristrojd pro potreby biomedicinského

a materialového vyzkumu, které bud' z prostorovych, nebo provozné-technickych divod jiz
nelze umistit do stavajicich objektd fakulty. Ocekavame, ze vybudovani Biocentra a Globcentra
vyraznym zpUsobem prispéje k rozvoji Univerzity Karlovy a podpofi SirSi mezioborovou, mezifa-
kultni i mezinarodni spolupraci, ktera povede k védecké excelenci. V neposledni Fadé by moderni
prostory s veskerym potiebnym zazemim pro badatelskou i pedagogickou praci mély vytvorit
podminky pro védecké diskuze vedené v pratelské, tvirdi a inspirativni atmosfére, ale i pro rela-
xaci studentl a pedagogd.

prof. RNDr. Jan Kratochvil, CSc.
dékan Matematicko-fyzikalni fakulty UK

The Faculty of Mathematics and Physics, Charles University, sees the construction of the
Albertov Campus as a unique opportunity to house the cluster of experimental facilities and
devices essential for biomedical and material research, which cannot be placed into the existing
facilities of the faculty due to the spatial constraints or for operational and technological

reasons. We expect that the construction of the Biocenter and the Globcenter will significantly
contribute to the development of Charles University and will promote broader interdisciplinary,
inter-faculty and international cooperation which will result in scientific excellence. And last but
not least, the modern premises with its facilities for research and pedagogical work should create
positive conditions for scientific discussions held in a friendly, creative and inspiring atmosphere,
as well as areas for the students’ and faculty’s relaxation.

Prof. RNDr. Jan Kratochvil, CSc.
Dean of the Faculty of Mathematics and Physics, Charles University
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Albertov je jednim z mimoradnych prazskych mist. Je to ticha enklava strezena Karlovem, kostely
sv. Kateriny, sv. Apolinare, Zvéstovani Panny Marie (klasterem Na Travnicku) a dokonce samot-
nym VySehradem. Jiz Karlova doba vtiskla tomuto Gzemi duchovni rozmér a néco jako ,,stredo-
vékou modernost” — progresivnost a nadc¢asovost. Je to tisina docela logicky vétsinové obsazena
budovami Univerzity Karlovy, do které byly po staleti vnaseny spiritualita, vzdélanost a poznava-
ni. Pokrokova stavba porodnice u sv. Apolinadre se nedaleko odsud prosadila jiz zdhy v 19. stoleti
a brzy na to byl promyslen urbanisticky koncept samotné zastavby Albertova. Svou sebejistotu
zde projevila také prvni polovina 20. stoleti v podobé budov Patologického a Purkynova uUsta-
vu. Od té doby vsak v albertovském kampusu vznikla pouze vychytrala cizi komercni zastavba
bytovymi domy v jeho jiznim cipu. Tento kus Uzemi bude univerzité schazet, ale treba tyto byty
jednou koupi.

Témér po stu letech se nyni objevuje déjinna prilezitost — moznost postavit dvé vyznamné
budovy pro védu a vyzkum: Biocentrum a Globcentrum. Jejich stavebni program byl vypraco-
van s preciznosti na metr ¢tverecni (az z toho na mysli tanula otazka, zda je viilbec mozné vse
takto dopredu védét). S velkou pedlivosti pak byla pfipravena architektonickd soutéz. VSechno
probéhlo bezchybné. Zadani bylo stanoveno s takovou presnosti, ze soutéz prili§ nedovolovala
polemiku ¢i patravy pohled. Asi jedini, ktefi méli jeSté moznost polemizovat, byli nezavisli porotci
soutéze. Byl jsem jednim z nich, a mél jsem tak moznost klast otazky, zda stavebni program neni
prilis exaktni a svazany, zda se do Uzemi vibec vejde, zda urbanistické predpoklady nejsou prilis
omezujici a zda je dost dlirazu polozeno na soucasny zpUisob mezinarodni kolektivni védecké
spoluprace.

Porota je vzdy slozend z mnoziny osobnosti — individualit — a jeji metody prace jsou postaveny
na demokratickych pravidlech. Kvalitné sestavena porota pak zarucuje, Ze vysledek nemize byt
$patny, zaroven vsak nezarucuje, Ze bude nejlepsi. Bez rozpakd Ize oviem fici, Ze pro dalsi kroky
pripravy celého projektu byli vybrani velmi dobfi architekti, s nimiz bude Univerzita Karlova moci
dale kreativné propracovavat svij déjinny zamér pro Albertov. Vsechny ¢eka jesté mnoho prace,
kterd povede k vystavbé dvou domd, v nichz bude mozno napliovat dychtivou touhu poznavat
a efektivné badat. Pevné vérim v koneény vyborny vysledek!

Ing. arch. Josef Pleskot
1. mistopfedseda poroty

Albertov represents an extraordinary place within Prague. It is a quiet enclave as if guarded
by Karlov, St. Catherine’s Church, St. Apollinaris’s Church, the Church of the Annunciation
(Convent of Our Lady on the Lawn) and even by VySehrad itself. Emperor Charles IV’s reign
stamped this area with a spiritual dimension and something that might be termed “medieval
modernity,” a progressiveness and timelessness. It is a serene place quite logically strewn with
buildings connected to Charles University, which has been a center of spirituality, learning and
knowledge for centuries. The progressive building of the St. Apollinaris Maternity Hospital,
built in close vicinity of this area in the 19* century was soon followed by a concept for the
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architectural development of the Albertov area. The first half of the 20™ century self-confidently
contributed the buildings of the Institute of Pathology and the Purkyné Institute. Unfortunately,
since then, only shrewd foreign investors have managed to build housing complexes in the
southern corner of the Albertov Campus. This area will be missed by the university, however,
one day the university may purchase the apartments.

A new, historic opportunity has emerged after almost one hundred years — to erect two
important buildings for science and research: the Biocenter and the Globcenter. Their building
plan was drafted with precision to the square meter (one would even ask whether it is possible
to know everything in advance). Then the architecture competition was prepared with great
care. Everything was flawless. The competition brief was so precise that the competition did not
allow for many arguments or speculations. Perhaps the only people raising any arguments were
the independent members of the jury. Being one of them, | could ask whether the building plan
was not overly exact and restrained, whether it would fit the designated space, whether the
city-planning prerequisites were not too limiting and whether there was enough emphasis on the
contemporary manner of international scientific cooperation.

A jury always consists of many personalities, individuals, and the methods of its work are
based on democratic rules. A well set-up jury ensures that the result cannot be poor, however,
it does not ensure that it will be the best. However, we can say without hesitation that the
architects selected for the following steps of the project’s preparation are very good and that
Charles University will be able to cooperate with them on the development of its plans for
the Albertov area. Everyone now faces a lot of work which will lead to the construction of
two buildings that will allow for the fulfillment of an eager desire to learn and conduct efficient
research. | firmly believe that the final result will be outstanding!

Ing. arch. Josef Pleskot
First Vice-chairman of the Jury
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O soutézi

Predmétem soutéze bylo zhotoveni navrhu soudobych a trvanlivych budov dvou novych mezifa-
kultnich vyzkumnych center Univerzity Karlovy — Biocentra a Globcentra — a reseni jejich bezpro-
stfedniho okoli v ramci Kampusu Albertov.

Obijekty maji slouzit vyzkumu a vyuce v centrech excelence mezinarodni drovné vénovanych
biomedicinskym a prirodovédnym obordm a védam, které se zabyvaji studiem globalnich zmén.
Nejvyznamnéjsi, ale nikoli vyhradni naplni center jsou prostory pro vyzkum a vyzkumnou in-
frastrukturu. Zarazeny jsou také prostory pro vyuku na vech stupnich vysokoskolského studia
a poradani védeckych konferenci, menza, ale i dalsi typy spolecnych a spolecenskych prostor,
které poskytnou nezbytné zazemi pro studenty, zaméstnance a navstévniky Kampusu Albertov.

Pri tvorbé soutéznich podminek jsme dbali na to, aby se k soutézicim dostal kvalitni material,
ve kterém byla zprostfedkovana vSechna prani a moznosti investora. V intenzivni komunikaci
s Odborem vystavby Univerzity Karlovy a manazerem projektu jsme architektdm predlozili de-
tailni a obsahlé podklady, které definovaly budouci pozadavky na obé vyzkumna centra a nastavi-
ly vyrazné vysokou latku naro¢nosti.

Soutéze se rozhodla zGcastnit rada prednich ceskych a slovenskych ateliérd, ale také tymy
ze Slovinska, Spanélska nebo Nizozemi. V prvnim kole bylo odevzdano 33 soutéZnich navrhi,

27 z nich zpracovano Ceskymi autorskymi tymy a 5 ze zahrani¢i. Kampusu Albertov se tak pro-
strednictvim této soutéze vénovalo vice nez 250 architektd, urbanistd, inzenyr( a dalSich odbor-
nikd a investovalo do ni odhadem 26 000 hodin prace.

Ing. arch. Igor Kovacevi¢, Ph.D.

za organizatora soutéze
Centrum pro stfedoevropskou architekturu (CCEA)
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Competition

This competition was for a project for contemporary and sustainable buildings to house two
new inter-faculty research centers of Charles University, the Biocenter and the Globcenter, and
a solution for their immediate surroundings within the Albertov Campus.

The buildings are to facilitate research and instruction in the centers of excellence on par
with the best international institutions. They will focus on the biomedical disciplines and natural
sciences that address the phenomenon of global changes. The centers will primarily, but not
solely, feature areas for research and research infrastructure. In addition, they will also comprise
classrooms and auditoria for all levels of university study and scientific conferences, a university
cafeteria as well as other types of social life facilities for students, employees and visitors to the
Albertov Campus.

When defining the competition conditions, we strove to provide participants with a high-
quality text conveying all of the investor’s wishes and limits. We engaged in extensive discussions
with the Construction Department of Charles University, and with the project’s manager to
provide architects detailed and extensive documents and material which would determine future
requirements for both research centers and set a high standard of excellence.

The competition attracted leading Czech and Slovak architectural studios as well as teams
from Slovenia, Spain and the Netherlands. 33 competition solutions were submitted in the first
round, with 27 elaborated by Czech teams and 5 by foreign teams. Thanks to this competition,
the Albertov Campus received the attention of more than 250 architects, city-planning experts,
engineers and other experts who invested in it approximately 26,000 hours of work.

Ing. arch. Igor Kovacevi¢, Ph.D.

on behalf of the competition organizer
Centre for Central European Architecture (CCEA)
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Clenové poroty / Jury Members

TOMAS ZIMA

prof. MUDr., DrSc., MBA — predseda poroty / Prof. MUDr., DrSc., MBA — Chairman

Lékar a biochemik, od Unora 2014 rektor Univerzity Karlovy a v letech 2005-2012 dékan

1. 1ékarské fakulty UK, jiz je také absolventem. Jeho védeckd préce je zamérena na problematiku
oxidacniho stresu, novych diagnostickych metod a metabolismu alkoholu. Vyuéuje biochemii
a dal$i predméty s chemickym zamérenim na UK a VSCHT.

Doctor and biochemist, Charles University Rector since 2014; between 2005-2012 the Dean
of the First Faculty of Medicine, CU, from which he also graduated. His research activities
focus on oxidative stress, new diagnostic methods and the metabolism of alcohol. He teaches
biochemistry and other chemistry-related subjects at Charles University and at the University
of Chemistry and Technology in Prague.

JOSEF PLESKOT

Ing. arch. — mistopredseda poroty / Ing. arch. — 1°* Vice-chairman

architekty. e autorem nové budovy ustfedi CSOB v Praze-Radlicich ¢&i pFirodni stezky v Jelenim
prikopu Prazského hradu. V roce 2014 ziskal cenu Architekt roku za pokracujici sérii architek-
tonickych realizaci, pfedevsim v3ak za unikatni revitalizaci postindustridlni ctvrti Dolni oblasti
Vitkovic v Ostravé.

Graduated from the Faculty of Civil Engineering, Czech Technical University in Prague. He is one
of the most well-known and respected Czech architects. He designed the new building for the
CSOB’s headquarters in Prague-Radlice and footpaths in Prague Castle’s Stag Moat. In 2014 he
received the Architect of the Year Awards for a continual succession of architectural projects,
primarily, however, for the unique revitalization of the post-industrial district of the Vitkovice
Mining Area in Ostrava.

LADISLAV LABUS

prof. Ing. arch., Hon. FAIA / Prof. Ing. arch., Hon. FAIA

Absolvent Fakulty stavebni CVUT v Praze. Piisobil v Projektovém Ustavu hlavniho mésta Prahy,
kde spolupracoval s Alenou Sramkovou. Od roku 1990 se vénuje vedle projekéni &innosti také
vyuce na Fakulté architektury CVUT jakozto vedouci ateliéru, pozdéji i Ustavu navrhovani 1.

V roce 2013 byl zvolen dékanem Fakulty architektury CVUT. Mezi jeho nejznaméjsi realizace pa-
tfi rekonstrukce Edisonovy transformacni stanice v Praze nebo rekonstrukce Jizdarny Prazského
hradu. V roce 2014 ziskal Cenu Ministerstva kultury CR za architekturu.
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Graduated from the Faculty of Civil Engineering, Czech Technical University in Prague. He
worked for the Design Institute of the City of Prague where he cooperated with Alena
Sramkova. Since 1990 he has also taught at the Faculty of Architecture, CTU, as the head of

a studio and later also as the head of the Design Institute Ill. In 2013 he was elected the Dean
of the Faculty of Architecture, CTU. His most famous projects include the reconstruction of the
Edison Transformer Station in Prague and the reconstruction of Prague Castle’s Riding School.
In 2014 he received the Architecture Prize awarded by the Ministry of Culture, Czech Republic.

LADISLAV BUKOVSKY

Ing. / Ing.

Autorizovany inZenyr pro pozemni stavby, zkouseni a diagnostiku staveb. Od roku 1991 je znal-
cem Krajského soudu v Praze pro technické obory. Konzultant a poradce v oborech tepelné izo-
lace, obnovitelné zdroje, Uspory energii a nizkoenergetické stavby. Je pfedsedou prazské oblastni
kancelare Ceské komory autorizovanych inzenyri a technikd &innych ve vystavbé.

A certified engineer for construction, testing and diagnostics of buildings. Since 1991 he has
worked as technological expert for the Regional Court in Prague. He is a consultant in the areas
of thermal insulation, renewable resources, energy saving and low-energy buildings. He is the
head of the Prague Regional Office, Czech Chamber of Certified Engineers and Technicians
Active in Construction.

DALIBOR HLAVACEK

Ing. arch., Ph.D. / Ing. arch., Ph.D.

Studoval na Fakulté architektury CVUT. Pracovni zku$enosti ziskal ve studiu Renzo Piano Building
Workshop v Janové a od roku 2008 ma vlastni kancelar. Spolu s architekty Schlegerem a Liesle-
rem vede ateliér na Fakult& architektury CVUT. Je koordinatorem tymu studentd CVUT, jejichz
energeticky sobéstacny dim ,,AIR House* ziskal vedle dalSich ocenéni 1. cenu v kategoriich
Architektura a Energeticka bilance v mezinarodni soutézi Solar Decathlon 2013.

Graduated from the Faculty of Architecture, CTU. After working for the Renzo Piano Building
Workshop in Genova, he established his own studio in 2008. He is a co-leader of a studio (along
with architects Schleger and Liesler) at the Faculty of Architecture, CTU. He is a coordinator for
the student team at CTU whose “AIR House,” a house self-sufficient in energy, won first prize

at the 2013 Solar Decathlon international competition in the Architecture and Energy Balance
categories.

Michal Fiser

Ing. arch. MgA. — ndhradnik / Ing. arch. MgA. — alternate

Po studiich architektury na CVUT a AVU v Praze a pracovnich stazich v Amsterodamu, Berliné
a Praze zalo%il v roce 2001 s Davidem Mare$em studio Triarchitekti. V CKA je aktivnim ¢lenem
Pracovni skupiny pro soutéze, ktera dlouhodobé a systematicky sleduje aktivity v oblasti soutézi
o navrh a dohlizi na vyhlasovani a pribéh jednotlivych soutézi.

Having graduated from the Czech Technical University in architecture and from the Academy
of Fine Arts in Prague, and after his internships in Amsterdam, Berlin and Prague, he and

David Mares established the Triarchitekti (Threearchitects) Studio. As a member of the Czech
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Chamber of Architects, he is active in the Working Group for Competition, which systematically
monitors activities in design competitions and oversees the announcement and running
of competitions.

PAVEL HNILICKA

Ing. arch., Dipl. NDS ETHZ in Architektur — ndhradnik /

Ing. arch., Dipl. NDS ETHZ in Architektur — alternate

Absolvoval Fakultu architektury CVUT v Praze a postgradualni studium na ETH Ziirich u profe-
sora Dietmara Eberleho. Od roku 2003 vede vlastni ateliér. Od roku 2012 pracoval pro Institut
planovani a rozvoje hlavniho mésta Prahy na Pracovisti pro Gzemnf a stavebni standardy, kde ved|
skupinu odbornikd, ktera sestavila Prazské stavebni predpisy.

He graduated from the Faculty of Architecture, CTU in Prague and gained his doctorate degree
at ETH Zirich under Professor Dietmar Eberle. Since 2003 he has been operating his own
studio. From 2012 he worked for the Institute of Planning and Development of the City of
Prague in Planning and Construction Standards Division, where he was the head of a group of
experts who compiled Prague’s Building Code.

JAN SEDLAK

Ing. arch. / Ing. arch.

Urbanista, architekt a pedagog na Fakulté architektury CVUT v Praze. Ve svych &etnych Gzemné
planovacich dokumentech zpracovaval predevsim problematiku urbanismu historickych mést
a obdi, jeho navrhy a realizace se rovnéz zamérovaly predevsim na historické ¢asti mést. Dlou-
ha léta pracuje na urbanistickych Ukolech pro Prahu, zejména na jeji pamatkové rezervaci a na
Ctvrtich z konce 19. stoleti.

A city planner, architect and teacher at the Faculty of Architecture, CTU in Prague. Among
the many documents on city planning he compiled, he has focused primarily on city planning in
historical cities and towns; in his designs and projects, he has also been interested in historical
parts of cities. For many years he has worked on city-planning projects for Prague, particularly
on its historical city reserve and on the districts which originated in the late 19" century.

JIRINA KURZOVA

Ing. / Ing.

Povérena fizenim Odboru vystavby UK, ktery zajistuje spole¢né s ekonomickym odborem ko-
munikaci s MSMT ve véci nové planovanych investi¢nich akei viech fakult a sougasti. V souvislosti
s pripravou novych akci — rekonstrukei, oprav i novou vystavbou — pomaha fakultdm a soucas-
tem se zpracovanim potrebnych dokument(.

In charge of the Construction Department, Charles University, which together with the
Economic Department communicates with the Ministry of Education, Youth and Sport about
planned investments at all faculties and institutes. In connection with preparations of new
projects — reconstructions, repairs and new construction — she helps faculties and institutes to
compile and prepare the required documents.
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JAN KONVALINKA

doc. RNDr,, CSc. — ndhradnik / doc. RNDr., CSc. — alternate

Prorektor pro védeckou ¢innost UK. Zabyva se biochemii, molekularni biologii a medicinalni
chemii proteolytickych enzym0 a prednasi biochemii a molekularni biologii na Prirodovédecké
fakulté UK. Zabyva se studiem medicinalné zajimavych enzym(. V poslednich letech se soustredi
na vyzkum proteint viru HIV, zejména virové proteazy, ktera je zodpovédna za dozravani a Sireni
viru, a dale na vyzkum enzym( z lidského mozku.

The Vice-Rector for Research at Charles University. His focus is in biochemistry, molecular
biology and medicinal chemistry of proteolytic enzymes. He teaches biochemistry and molecular
biology at the Faculty of Science, CU. He studies enzymes useful in medicine. Over the past
years he has focused on the research of the HIV virus proteins, particularly viral protease, which
is responsible for the maturation and spreading of the virus, and on the research of enzymes in
human brain.

MIROSLAV DVORAK

Ing. — ndhradnik / Ing. — alternate

Manazer projektu Biocentrum a Globcentrum pri Odboru vystavby Univerzity Karlovy. Bude
koordinovat dopracovani studie, dalsi faze projektovani a vystavbu obou center.

The manager of the Biocenter and the Globcenter project at the Construction Department,
Charles University. He will coordinate the completion of the project study, further stages of the
design and the construction of both centers.
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Misto vystavby budouciho Biocentra. / Place of construction of the future Biocenter.
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Misto vystavby budouciho Globcentra. / Place of construction of the future Globcenter.
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Regené Gizemi — pozemek pro Biocentrum na severu, pozemek pro Globcentrum na jihu. / Competition area — plot for the

Biocenter in the north, plot for the Globcenter in the south.



Zadani soutéze / Competition Brief

Vystavba Biocentra a Globcentra v ramci projektu Kampus Albertov predstavuje nejvétsi investicni
akci Univerzity Karlovy a jejich tfi velkych fakult — Prirodovédecké, 1. |ékarské a Matematicko-
fyzikalni fakulty UK — za témér poslednich 50 let. VyhlaSeni architektonické soutéze predchazely
nékolikaleté podrobné diskuze o koncepci center i provedeni projektu. Intenzivni prace védecké
rady Kampusu Albertov vedla ke stanoveni planu vyzkumnych program( pro Biocentrum i Glob-
centrum. Tyto programy vymezily pro kazdou z budov nékolik Sirsich vyzkumnych smérd, které
zahrnuji priority védeckého rozvoje fakult. Ve srovnani s projekty nékterych jinych védecko-vy-
zkumnych a vzdélavacich center realizovanych v nedavném obdobi v Cesku pat#f Kampus Alber-
tov svym rozsahem k nejvétsim. Predevsim je ale unikatni oborovou riznorodosti a $ifi zabéru
planovaného vyzkumu a vyuky. To ostatné koresponduje se stézejnim cilem projektu, kterym je
pravé podpora mezioborové spoluprace. V novych budovach se v budoucnu budou potkavat
vyzkumnici a studenti t¥ riiznych fakult a pocita se i s prichodem novych odbornik z Ceska i ze
zahranici, ktefi posili stavajici personalni stav fakult a budou spoluutvaret nové védecké tymy.

Rozsah projektu a Sife vyzkumnych zaméreni se nutné poji s jeho slozitosti. Ve velké ¢asti
disciplin zarazenych do védeckych program( Biocentra i Globcentra je pro dosahovani Spickovych
poznatk( nezbytna existence a spravné fungovani pristrojového vybaveni a dalsi specialni infra-
struktury. Casto se pFitom jedna o naro¢né technologie a provozy s vysokou citlivosti viici riiznym
vnéjsim vliviim a s rdznymi rezimy ochrany (které stanovuje prislusna legislativa). V ramci budov
bylo nutné optimalizovat vazby mezi riznymi typy provozd a prostor, s ¢imz souvisel pozada-
vek, aby soutézni navrhy peclivé zvazovaly dlouhodobou udrzitelnost pojednanych staveb. Vedle
socialnich aspektl udrzitelnosti byl zvlastni diiraz pri posuzovani navrhd kladen na ekonomicka
i environmentalni hlediska udrZitelnosti.

Soutézici méli peclivé zvazit rozdily v charakteru jednotlivych provozd u obou budov a na-
vrhnout idedlni kombinaci FeSeni, kterd minimalizuji budouci dlouhodobé provozni naklady jak
z hlediska spotreby energii, tak i idrzby technologii vyuzitych pro fizeni provozu budov.

Navrh reSeni mél rovnéz reflektovat univerzitni tradici lokality Kampusu Albertov a navozovat
pohodu, ktera je predpokladem pro tvirci akademické prostredi. Pres vyznam konkurence ve
fungovani soucasné Spickové védy si akademické prostredi stale udrzuje svoje typické rysy jako
riznorodost, otevienost a svobodu, akcent na vzajemnou kolegialitu a komunikaci. Typicka je
také podpora a kultivace alternativnich nazord, zptisobt mysleni i Zivotnich styld. Redeni sta-
veb Biocentra a Globcentra a jejich bezprostfedniho okoli tedy mélo symbolicky, ale predevsim
funkéné uvedena specifika reflektovat. Univerzita Karlova ulozila architektdm za ukol, aby budo-
vané stavby byly pFipraveny na dynamicky se proménujici pozadavky i rychly vyvoj védy a pruzné
reagovaly na zmény ve spolecnosti.
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V soucasné dobé je v dennich hodinach pracovnich dni vysokoskolsky aredl na Albertové in-
tenzivné navstévovan studenty a zaméstnanci zdejsich Ustavd. Ti ale v téchto prostorach vétsinou
pouze pracuji nebo prochazeji na cesté do skoly & zaméstnani a pozdéji pak opacnym smérem.
V podvecernich a vecernich hodinach se i v pracovnich dnech v soucasnosti mistni verejna pro-
stranstvi prakticky zcela vyprazdnuiji. Jednim z ddvodU je neexistence prilezitosti pro spolecensky
zZivot a vhodnych prostor pro relaxaci po pracovni dobé &i vyuce nebo i béhem dne. Od kvétna
do konce zafi jsou v tomto ohledu urcitou vyjimkou sportovisté umisténa ve svahu smérem
k ulici Ke Karlovu. Také uvnitf soucasnych budov, které byly postaveny na pocéatku 20. stoleti, se
potykame s nedostatkem prostor pro zivot akademické komunity ,,mimo poslucharnu® & ,,mimo
laborator“. Koncepce vnitrniho usporadani novych budov a jejich okoli v ramci FeSeného tzemi
ma prispét k oziveni komunitnich funkci albertovského univerzitniho aredlu a zvySeni moznosti
setkavat se a komunikovat, a to jak pro mistni zameéstnance a studenty, tak pfi kontaktu verej-
nosti s moderni védou.

Soutéz vypsala Univerzita Karlova proto, aby odkazala dalSim generacim univerzitnich ba-
datell a jejich studentl architekturu, kterd bude dobre slouzit potfebam moderni, na pristroje
a technologické zazemi narocné védy, zaroven ale zlstane vérna poslani univerzity jako mistu
setkavani a uceni.

BIOCENTRUM

Biocentrum zastresuje Sest vyzkumnych smérd (Biochemie a metabolismus, Bunécné systémy

ve zdravi a nemoci, Infekce a imunita, Genetika, genomika, bioinformatika, Chemicka syntéza,
Materidlovy vyzkum a nanotechnologie, Spektralni a strukturni vyzkum material(), z nichz kazdy
ma specifické naroky na pocet a druh laboratofi, pracovny, seminarni, prednaskové saly, skladové
a technické mistnosti. Zasadni roli zde budou hrat pozadavky na hygienu, udrzovani teplot a vih-
kosti, dalsi specifické vlastnosti prostredi a technologické naroky. Prostorova naro¢nost jednotli-
vych smérl se pohybuje mezi 1000 a 4000 m2. S priblizné 5000 m? je pak poéitano pro tzv. core
facilities, neboli spole¢nou vyzkumnou infrastrukturu. Jedna se o komplexni servis pro vyzkum
Biocentra, tedy pro analyzy, pripravy a uchovavani vzorkl, depozitare, spolecné laboratore

a vyznamnou soucasti jsou také chovné prostory laboratornich zvirat a experimentalni zvifetniky
s potrebnym technickym zazemim.

Pocet zaméstnanct Biocentra je odhadovan na 730, pricemz je nutno predpokladat, Ze jejich
celkovy pocet se bude ménit v zavislosti na ziskanych grantech a resenych vyzkumnych tkolech.
Priblizné 70 % planované naplné objektu Biocentra tvori laboratore s potfebnym zazemim. Do
uvedeného poctu zaméstnanct je zahrnut i odhad poctu doktorskych studentd zapojenych do
prace vyzkumnych tymd. Poslucharny planované pro Biocentrum zahrnuji jeden vétsi prednasko-
vy sal a dalsi mensi poslucharny se souhrnnou kapacitou 525 osob.

GLOBCENTRUM

Vyzkum Globcentra bude ¢lenén do sedmi vyzkumnych smérd: Zmény klimatu a atmosférické
procesy, Dynamika prirodnich procest a zmény krajiny, Socialné-geografické a demografické pro-
jevy globalnich procesl a zmén, Geodynamika, Geochemie, biogeochemie a toxikologie, Ekosys-
témy, biodiverzita a biologické invaze, Geoinformatika a geostatistika. V zavislosti na potfebach
jednotlivych vyzkumnych smérd se jejich pozadavky na prostory pohybuiji mezi 150 a 2000 m?.
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Jedna se o pracovny, laboratore, pristrojové, vyukové a seminarni mistnosti, skladova a technicka
zazemi. Core facilities (s predpokladanou vymérou 2000 m?) predstavuji v pripadé Globcentra
vypocetni centrum, depozitare (z vétsi casti depozitare herbarovych sbirek), knihovny a mapové
sbirky.

Pocet zaméstnancl Globcentra je odhadovan zhruba na 480, pricemz i zde je nutno pred-
pokladat, zZe jejich celkovy pocet se bude ménit v zavislosti na ziskanych grantech a FeSenych
vyzkumnych Ukolech. Poslucharny a u¢ebny planované pro Globcentrum maji souhrnnou kapaci-
tu 345 osob. Soudasti Globcentra ma byt také moderni menza asi pro 1 500 stravnikd.

The construction of the Biocenter and the Globcenter within the Albertov Campus project has
been the largest investment project on the part of Charles University and three of its large
faculties — the Faculty of Science, First Faculty of Medicine and Faculty of Mathematics and
Physics — over the past fifty years. The announcement of the architecture competition was
preceded by several year-long thorough discussions on the centers’ concept and the project’s
implementation. The Albertov Campus scientific council’s intensive work resulted in a plan

for research programs at the Biocenter and the Globcenter. These programs defined several
broader research directions for each of the centers, which cover the priorities of the faculties’
scientific development. Compared to projects for several other research and educational centers
carried out recently in the Czech Republic, the Albertov Campus is one of the largest. VWhat
distinguishes it from the others, however, is the unique heterogeneity of the disciplines and the
broad range of the planned research and instruction. This is perfectly in line with the project’s
main goal — the support of interdisciplinary cooperation. The new buildings should become a
meeting place for researchers and students of three faculties, there are plans for hiring new
experts, both from the Czech Republic and abroad, who will become members of new research
teams.

The extent and scope of the research focus is obviously related to its complex nature. Most

disciplines that will become part of the Biocenter and Globcenter’s research programs require
cutting-edge equipment and special infrastructure to be able to achieve first-rate results. These
often include demanding technology, and workshops and plants featuring high sensitivity to
various external factors and various protection regimes (defined by the relevant legislation).
It was essential that the ties between different types of operations and areas be optimized,
and this was specified in the requirement for the design to consider the buildings’ long-term
sustainability. In addition to social aspects of sustainability, a special emphasis was placed on
economic and environmental aspects of sustainability.

Competitors were directed to consider the differences in the nature of the various areas
and their purpose in each of the buildings, and design an ideal solution that would minimize
future long-term operating costs in terms of energy consumption as well as the maintenance of
technologies used to manage the buildings’ operation.

The solution was also to reflect the university tradition of the Albertov Campus area and
support a positive atmosphere, an essential prerequisite for a creative academic environment.
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Despite the importance of competition in current first-rate science, the academic environment
has preserved its typical features, such as heterogeneity, openness and freedom, accentuating
cooperation and communication as well as support for and cultivation of alternative views, ways
of thinking and lifestyles. The design of the Biocenter and the Globcenter and their immediate
surroundings should respect these particulars not only symbolically but also, and primarily,

in their practical implementation. Charles University charged architects with the task of
designing buildings that would be able to adjust to the dynamically changing demands and rapid
developments in science, and to promptly react to social changes.

The existing university area at Albertov is currently used by students and employees of the
institutes located there primarily on working days during the daytime. They work and study
there or pass by on the way to school or work and back. In the late afternoons and evenings,
even on working days, the public areas are quite desolate. This is partly due to the fact that
there are no social life facilities and areas intended for relaxation after work and school or even
during the day. The one exception, albeit only from May to late September, is the sports grounds
located up the hill towards Ke Karlovu Street. The lack of areas for the academic community’s
life “outside the lecture halls” and “outside the labs” is apparent also inside the existing buildings,
mostly built in the early 20 century. The concept of the interior design of the new buildings and
their surroundings should help revive the importance of the Albertov Campus as a community
center, while giving the students and staff an opportunity to meet and communicate, while
facilitating contact between modern science and the general public.

Charles University announced this competition to bequeath to future generations of
university researchers and their students architecture that will meet the demands of modern
science, relying on instruments, machines and technology, while at the same time being true to
the mission of the university as a place for meeting and learning.

BIOCENTER

The Biocenter includes six research specializations (biochemistry and metabolism; cell systems
in health and disease; infection and immunity; genetics, genomics, bioinformatics; chemical
synthesis; material research and nanotechnology; spectral and structural research of materials),
which all have their specific requirements for the number and type of laboratories, offices,
classrooms and lecture rooms, storage and technical facilities. Important factors include
hygiene, temperature, humidity and other specifics of the environment as well as technological
requirements. The different research areas will require between 1,000 and 4,000 m?, while
approximately 5,000 m?is allocated for core facilities, that is, research infrastructure common for
all research directions. The latter involves complex services for the Biocenter’s research, such as
analyzing, preparation and storage of samples, repository, common laboratories as well as areas
for keeping laboratory animals and experimental animal pens with the necessary facilities.

The Biocenter will employ approximately 730 people, however this number may change
based on the grants received and research tasks. Approximately 70% of the Biocenter’s
premises will be allocated to laboratories and their facilities. The above number of employees
also includes an estimated number of PhD students working in research teams. The premises
for instruction include one large lecture hall and several smaller halls with an overall capacity of
525 people.
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GLOBCENTER

The research conducted in the Globcenter will be divided into seven research areas: climate
change and atmospheric processes; the dynamics of natural processes and landscape
transformations; social, geographical and demographic manifestations of global processes and
transformations; geodynamics; geochemistry, biogeochemistry and toxicology; ecosystems,
biodiversity and biological invasions; geoinformatics and geostatistics. The spatial requirements
range between 150 and 2,000 m?depending on the research disciplines. They include offices,
laboratories, instrument rooms, lecture halls and classrooms, storage and technical facilities.
The core facilities (of approximately 2,000 m?) include a computer center, a repository
(mostly for herbaria), libraries and collections of maps. The Globcenter is expected to employ
approximately 480 people, however, this number may also change depending on the grants
received and research tasks. Lecture rooms and classrooms in the Globcenter should seat 345
people. The Globcenter should also include a modern university cafeteria for approximately
1,500 people.
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Resené tzemi /

The Area Involved

Stavebni pozemek Biocentra se sklada
z parcel, jejichz souhrnna vyméra cini
6 929 m2. Na &asti pozemku se v soucasné
dobé nachazeji provizorni objekty, které
budou nahrazeny novou vystavbou.
Stavebni pozemek Globcentra se
sklada z parcel, jejichz vyméra tvori cca
5970 m2. Na parcelach se nachazi celkem
pét provizornich nizkopodlaznich objektd
vyuzivanych Univerzitou Karlovou a CVUT.
Vsechny tyto objekty budou nahrazeny
novou vystavbou.

The building lot for the Biocenter consists
of lots with an overall area of 6,929 m?.
The temporary structures on part of the
area will be replaced by new structures.
The Globcenter building lot consists of
lots with an overall area of 5,790 m2. The
lots currently contain five temporary low-
rise buildings used by Charles University
and the Czech Technical University. All of
them will be replaced by new structures.







Historie projektu / Project’s History

Od zacatku devadesatych let minulého stoleti se rGzni investori snazili umistit do prostoru Alber-
tova a Katerinské zahrady nejriznéjsi projekty podnicené tehdejsi euforii, protoze v souvislosti

s majetkovymi restitucemi prakticky zanikla Ucinnost Uzemniho rozhodnuti o stavebni uzavére vy-
dané v roce 1971. V dlsledku téchto novych podminek nechala Univerzita Karlova v roce 1994
zpracovat generel UK v zajmovém Uzemi Albertov-Karlov, ktery na zékladé programu rozvoje
UK zpracovala architektka Marie Hubikova. Generel slouzil predevsim jako podklad pro pfipravu
a zpracovani Uzemniho planu hl. m. Prahy.

V navaznosti na tento generel vydany Univerzitou Karlovou nechal Utvar rozvoje hl. m.

Prahy zpracovat urbanistickou studii dostavby Uzemi Albertov-Karlov, ktera akceptovala vétsinu
stavebnich zdmérd generelu na pozemcich, které byly tehdy k dispozici. Neresila vsak dostav-
bu stavajicich objektl, na druhé strané poditala s vystavbou univerzitnich budov na pozemcich,
jez nebyly v majetku UK. Studie byla zpracovana k ovéreni vymezenych ploch vysokoskolského
arealu na nové zpracovaném Uzemnim planu, ktery byl vydan a odsouhlasen radou hl. m. Prahy
dne 9. 9.1999.

V Gzemnim planu byly zajmové plochy vysokoskolského komplexu uvedeny pouze pro po-
zemky, které Univerzita Karlova vlastnila, a ostatni pozemky byly uvedeny jako rezerva zajmové-
ho Uzemi vysokoskolského arealu.

Univerzita Karlova proto v pribéhu let 1996—2004 vydala nékolik investi¢nich zamérd na
dostavbu volnych pozemkd na Albertové. Tyto zaméry mély rliznou napli a rozsah, vétsinou se
vsak jednalo o viceucelovy objekt a menzu.

V roce 2009 byl zpracovan a k verejnému projednani predlozen novelizovany Uzemni plan,

v némz jiz nejsou zajmova Uzemi jednotlivych uzivatell vyhrazena adresné, nybrz obecné. Takze
z drive uvedeného komplexu vysokoskolského aredlu se v novém navrhu Gdzemniho planu stavaji
plochy vefejného vybaveni. Touto Upravou dochazi v ramci celého hlavniho mésta k uréitému
zjednoduseni a omezeni zmén v tzemnim planu. Na druhé strané vznikaji i jista rizika s ohledem
na moznost povoleni staveb, které nesouvisi s vysokoskolskym kampusem Albertov.

Na jare roku 2006 byla zahajena priprava projektu dostavby Albertova pod pracovnim
nazvem Kampus Albertov. Nejprve byly stanoveny predbézné plosné moznosti dostavby dvou
samostatnych objektd v prostoru stavajici menzy a volného pozemku mezi Hlavovou a Horskou
ulici. Zakladnim predpokladem realnosti tohoto projektu bylo nezasahovat do pozemka jinych
vlastnikd a neprevysovat okolni zastavbu. Dne 10. cervence 2006 se uskutecnilo prvni jednani
zastupcl zUcastnénych fakult a rektoratu Univerzity Karlovy o pripravé programu dvou novych
center. Zpocatku byla do projektu kromé 1. 1ékarské, Prirodovédecké a Matematicko-fyzikalni fa-
kulty, zapojena také Fakulta humanitnich studii UK. Navrh stavebniho programu Fakulty humanit-
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nich studii UK byl nakonec tak rozsahly, ze v breznu 2007 rektorat rozhodl Fesit jeji prostorové
potreby jinym zplsobem.

Na zakladé navrhi z rad védecké obce bylo rozhodnuto vyuzit formu sdruzeni fakult do
dvou budov, vyzkumnych center — Biocentra a Globcentra — umoznujicich propojeni kvalitniho
vyzkumu s evropsky srovnatelnym vzdélanim na vSech stupnich studia. Soucasné byla do staveb-
niho programu zahrnuta i nova menza. Na zakladé odsouhlaseného ramcového programu obou
center a uskute¢néného vybérového fizeni zadal rektorat UK vypracovani zatézové studie pro
Kampus Albertov firmé RP Servis, s. . 0. Zatézovou studii zpracovali architekti Ladislav Svoboda
a Nadézda Malkovska v roce 2008. Projektanti pri tvorbé objektd vychazeli ze zastavovacich stu-
dii zpracovanych architektkou Hubikovou a architekty Horejsim a Krohou. Studie prokazala, ze
zplsob dostavby Kampusu Albertova na plidorysu plvodni struktury je spravny a neni mozné se
vracet k utopistickym scénardim o modernistické prestavbé, které byly castymi beéhem 20. stoleti.

Since the early 1990s, many different investors tried to fill area of Albertov and St. Catherine’s
Garden with various projects inspired by the euphoria of the time. This was due to property
restitutions and the related termination of the zoning and planning decision to ban construction
issued in 1971. In reaction to the new conditions, Charles University had a development plan
for the Albertov-Karlov area elaborated in 1994, compiled with regard to the Charles University
development plan by architect Marie Hubikova. The development plan was used primarily as
material for the preparation and compilation of the municipal plan of the City of Prague.

In relation to this development plan issued by Charles University, the Development
Department of the City of Prague commissioned a city-planning study for the completion
of the Albertov-Karlov area, which accepted most of the construction plans specified in the
development plan on the lots available at the time. It did not focus on the completion of the
existing buildings, instead planning to construct university buildings on lots that were not owned
by Charles University. A study was compiled to verify the areas delimited for the university
campus within the new municipal plan which was published and endorsed by the Prague City
Council on September 9, 1999.

The municipal plan declared that only lots owned by Charles University be utility space for
the university complex, while other lots were earmarked as a reserve for the university utility
space.

Over the course of 1996-2004, Charles University published several constructions plans
for the lots at Albertov. Although these plans varied in both content and extent, most of them
included a multi-purpose building and a university cafeteria.

In 2009, an amended municipal plan was elaborated and presented for public debate. It
no longer defined utility space for individual users specifically, but merely in general. The new
municipal plan replaced the original university campus utility spaces with community facilities
spaces. This amendment simplified and restricted the changes to the municipal plan of Prague,
however, on the other hand, there was a danger of granting permits to construction unrelated
to the Albertov University Campus.
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In spring 2006, preparations on the project for the Albertov area completion commenced
under the working title of Albertov Campus. First, a preliminary area for the construction
of two independent buildings in the area of the existing university cafeteria and a free lot
between Hlavova and Horska Streets was delimited. The main prerequisite for the approval of
this project was avoiding other owners’ lots and not exceeding the height of the surrounding
buildings. The first meeting of the representatives of the participating faculties and the Charles
University’s Rector’s Office concerning the preparation of a project for two new centers took
place on July 10, 2006. Initially, the Faculty of Humanities, CU, was involved in the project
alongside the First Faculty of Medicine, the Faculty of Science and the Faculty of Mathematics
and Physics. The construction program project for the Faculty of Humanities was, however,
so extensive that in March 2007, the Rector’s Office decided to address the faculty’s spatial
requirements in a different manner.

Based on suggestions arising from the scientific community, the three faculties decided to
share two buildings, research centers — the Biocenter and the Globcenter — which would allow
the interconnection of first-rate research and European-standard education at all levels of study.
The construction plan also included a new university cafeteria. Based on the approved general
program for both centers and completed competition, the Rector’s Office commissioned RP
Servis, s. r. 0. to prepare a stress analysis for the Albertov Campus. The stress analysis was
compiled by architects Ladislav Svoboda and Nadézda Malkovska in 2008. When designing
the buildings, architects worked with development studies elaborated by architects Hubikova,
Horejsi and Kroha. This study demonstrated that the completion of the Albertov Campus on
the ground plan of the original structure was correct and that it is not possible to return to the
utopian scenarios of a modernist reconstruction which were common during the 20" century.
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Druhé kolo / Second Round

FINALISTE SOUTEZE / FINALISTS
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Biocentrum, pohled z ulice Albertov. / Biocenter, view from Albertov Street.
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1. cena / 1* prize

NAVRH €. 4 / COMPETITION DESIGN NO. 4

V1. KOLE C. 14 / IN THE FIRST ROUND NO. 14

Znameni ¢étyr — architekti

PRAHA, CESKA REPUBLIKA / PRAGUE, CZECH REPUBLIC
AUTORI / AUTHORS: Juraj Matula, Richard Sidej, Martin Tycar
SPOLUPRACE / COOPERATION: Katerina Sebestova,

Tomas Hanus, Kristina Beranova, Jan Stoklasa
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Centralni prostor obou domu chapeme jako kryté nadvori. Je to prostora navazuijici na vnéjsi ulici a je ji svym charakterem
podobna — je to predevsim zivy komunikacni prostor. Centralni misto setkavani, krizovatka hlavnich cest a predprostor
velkych konferenénich salli. / The central space in both buildings is designed as a roofed courtyard. It is space connected to
the street outside, being similar to it in its nature — it primarily serves as an actively used access area. It is a central area for
people to meet, an intersection of the main paths and an ante-room for large conference halls.
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HODNOCENi POROTY /| THE JURY’S EVALUATION

Ve vitézném projektu porota vyzdvihuje zejména celkové urbanistické reseni, které inovativné
vyuziva tradi¢nich kompozi¢nich principl. Rozclenéni obou vyzkumnych center na vice objem(
spojenych prostornymi atrii pri zachovani kompaktniho vyrazu prispélo k adekvatni tvaroslovné
komunikaci s okolim. Atria, ktera protinaji budovu, prejimaji funkci ,,ulice” a zaroven umoznuji
zajimavé prlhledy jednak v ramci interiéru, jednak v ramci SirSich souvislosti kampusu. Velkym
kladem navrhu je jeho celkova propracovanost a naplnéni pozadovaného stavebniho programu,
které vypovida o znalosti funkénich a provoznich narok{ obou staveb.

Vitézné reseni predstavuje nejsolidnéjsi zaklad pro to, aby se obé vyzkumna centra dala po-
stavit podle predstav investora, a obsahuje v sobé mnohé kvality, které kompenzuji problematic-
kou vy$ku budov. Clenové poroty investorovi doporuéuji redukci programu, ktera prinese vedle
jinych pozitivnich dopadll na vysledny projekt také odpovidajici Gpravu vyskové dimenze obou
objektl. Dalsi doporuceni sméruje k potrebé univerzalnosti dispozice pri dopracovani navrhu.
Doredena by méla byt rovnéz otdzka proporce atrii ve vztahu k uZzitné ploSe obou budov.

The jury particularly appreciated the regard for general city-planning aspects that employs
traditional composition principles in an innovative manner. The division of both research centers
into several segments linked by spacious atriums while preserving a compact appearance
contributed to their adequate morphological communication with their surroundings. The
atriums, which intersect the building, assume the role of a “street,” while allowing for interesting
views within the interior as well as of the wider campus complex. The overall complexity
and sophistication of the project as well as its fulfilment of the requirements specified in the
construction program were also viewed as positive as they attest to the competitor’s knowledge
of functional and operational demands put on both buildings.

The winning design has the highest potential to fulfill the investor’s expectations of both
research centers and includes many qualities that compensate for the problematic height of
the buildings. The jury members recommend that the investor reduce the plan, which will have
positive effects on the final project, including the necessary adjustment of the height of both
facilities. Further recommendations concern the need to focus on the universal layout when
completing the design. Also, the proportion of the atrium to the usable floor area of both
buildings should be addressed.
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Biocentrum, pohled z krizeni ulic Albertov a Hlavova. / Biocenter, view from the intersection of Albertov and Hlavova Streets.
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Biocentrum, podélny rez. / Biocenter, longitudinal section.
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AUTORI O NAVRHU /| AUTHORS ABOUT THE DESIGN

Vyznam tradi¢ni formy kampusu roste spolu s vyznamem vzdélavani, védy a vyzkumu pro spolec-
nost. Novodobym trendem, zkvalitiujicim toto smérovani, je hledani interakce mezi obory, sdi-
leni informaci a tymova spoluprace. V pripadé Albertova neni Ukolem architekta pouze dostavba
dvou objektd, ale i vyuziti potencialu této realizace k oZiveni celého aredlu jako mista setkavani
lidi @ myslenek.

Druhym ddlezitym poznanim je vyznam tradice a identity. Vyjadreni vzajemnosti univerzitniho
spolecenstvi architektonickym jazykem ma byt zachovano a posileno. Aredl ma svou specifickou
atmosféru, vysokou urbanisticko-architektonickou kvalitu a je obklopen prirodnim amfitedtrem
v malebné konfiguraci. Diky relativné kratké dobé vzniku je Albertov jako celek velmi kompaktni
a harmonicky. Zasadnim pro vytvoreni mistné souladného navrhu je pochopeni vyznamu stavby
jako dokonceni silného a podmanivého mista. Zde je velmi dlilezitym kontextualni pristup.

Doplnéni velmi kvalitniho arealu analogicky koncipovanou architekturou je dle naseho nazoru
hodnotnéjsim reSenim nez pridani jakkoli zajimavych solitér. Vnimani celku je pro kampus dile-
Zité nejen z pohledu harmonie prostredi, ale ma i dllezitou rovinu vzajemnosti univerzitniho spo-
leCenstvi a jeho vztahu k tradicim. Oba domy Biocentra a Globcentra jsou navrzeny v kontextu
s mistem jako variace na principy albertovské architektury. Umisténi staveb respektuje uli¢ni sit,
ale reaguje i na subtilnéjsi lokalni prvky — predsazené hmoty s loubimi, bocni ulice, valcova naroZi,
ustoupeni z uli¢ni ary.

Biocentrum, zdpadni pohled. Racionalni mrizka tézké fasady s hlubokym osténim oken je odvozena z tradi¢niho ¢leni. Pravi-
delny rytmus oken na dlouhych fasadach je typickym znakem instituce a jeho vnimani z ostrého Uhlu pfi pohledu rovnym uli¢-
nim prostorem patri k nejptsobivéjsim kvalitam Albertova. / Biocenter, western elevation. The rational grid of the massive
fagade with a deep window jamb is derived from the traditional segmentation. The regular window pattern on long fagades is
typical for institutions and seeing it from a sharp angle when looking through the straight streetline affords it with one of the
most impressive qualities of the Albertov area.



K preméné klasického uli¢niho prostoru slouziciho predevsim doprave v misto setkavani
podobné antickému foru je vhodny koncept pési zény. Sdileny prostor zalozeny na principech
zklidnéni dopravy a vyuzivani celého uli¢niho prostoru pésimi se u ¢asti mésta obklopené ne-
prljezdnymi prirodnimi svahy primo nabizi. OzZiveni pési zony je podepreno otevirenymi partery
obou novych domd, ve kterych jsou prioritné umistény sluzby pro Sirsi verejnost.

Hlavnim koncep&nim principem je metaforicky feceno ,,rozestoupeni® zakladniho bloku, a to
v jeho osach — v mistech, kde se téz nachazi veskeré albertovské vstupy do domd. ,,Rozestoupe-
nim* vzniklé prostory jsou misty nejen vstupt lidi a svétla, ale symbolicky oteviraji tradicni dim
svému okoli, umoznuiji interakci déni uvnitr a déni vné. Zakladni masivni, uzavrrena, racionalni
hmota svym rozestoupenim (a v pripadé Biocentra i posunutim) v pldorysném i vyskovém smys-
lu interpretuje tradi¢ni formu albertovské instituce.

Clenéni se vstupem v ose a se zvyraznénymi naroimi zmensuje méfitko, plisobi malebné.
Prevzeti tohoto konceptu umoziuje obéma novym domim komunikovat s okolni prostorovou
matrici (predstoupené rizality, nedokoncené uli¢ni prostory, predsazené hmoty s loubim). Mista
rozestoupeni bloku jsou koncipovana jako maximalné otevirena/propustna, jsou logicky misty
setkavani (konferencni, seminarni, denni mistnosti) a jsou pfi nich umistény veskeré vertikalni
cesty. Spolu s prochazejici horizontalni okruzni komunikaci tak tato oteviena mista predstavuiji
~Kkrizovatky". Ddm obklopujici vnitfni nadvori/atrium je poté mozno vnimat jako Ctyri narozni
kridla tvaru pisemene ,,L“, do kterych se z téchto mist vstupuije.

The importance of the traditional form of a campus has increased in relation to the importance
of education, science and research for society. Modern trends which enhance this direction
include the search for interdisciplinary interaction, information share and team work. As
concerns Albertoy, the architect is charged with far more than merely adding two buildings, he
should use this project to enliven the entire area to become a place where people meet and
share ideas.

The second important aspect involves the role of tradition and identity. Expressing the
cohesion of the university community through the language of architecture should be preserved
and reinforced. The campus has a specific atmosphere, features high quality architecture,
including the city-planning aspects, and is surrounded by a natural “amphitheater” in a
picturesque configuration. Thanks to the relatively short period of construction, the Albertov
Campus represents a very compact and harmonious whole. Understanding the role of the
construction project as a completion of a strong and captivating place is essential for any design
that strives to respect the harmony of the area.

We believe that completing the high-quality complex with similar-style architecture is more
valuable than adding a solitary building, however interesting it might be. Perceiving the campus as
a whole is more important from the environmental perspective, but also because it emphasizes
a very important aspect of a cohesive university community and its relations to traditions. Both
buildings, the Biocenter and the Globcenter, have been designed to fit the location’s context
as variations of the principles of the Albertov architecture. The buildings’ location respects the
street network, while also responding to more subtle elements typical of the area, such as jutting
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Globcentrum, pohled z Hlavovy ulice. / Globcenter, view from Hlavova Street.

Menza umisténa v jizni ¢asti paddorysu Globcentra je podél hlavni fasady orientované do parku otevirena na vysku
dvou podlazi a osvétlend monumentalnimi okny. / The university cafeteria, located in the southern section

of the Globcenter’s ground plan, is along the main fagade, which faces a park, open to the height of two floors
and lit through monumental windows. —
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Hlavnim motivem je denni svétlo, které je intenzivni v mistech komunika¢nich uzld, a sdilenych prostor — v mistech
,rozestoupeni“ bloku. Tato mista s celoprosklenymi fasadami jsou koncipovana jako oteviend a variabilni. Mohou byt
podle velikosti a potfeb kombinaci nastupniho predprostoru, haly, haly s jednacimi boxy, konferencniho centra,

dennich mistnosti atp. / Daylight is the main motif as it is particularly intensive in the walkway hubs and shared areas,
where the block “opens up.” These places with all-glass fagades are designed as open and variable. Depending on the size
and needs, they can become a combination of an entrance anteroom, a hall, a hall with discussion sections, a conference
center, daytime areas, etc. —
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Globcentrum, pidorys vstupniho podlazi. / Globcenter, layout of the ground floor.
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volumes with arcades, side streets, cylindrical corners, and recessions from the street line.

The pedestrian zone concept allows for the transformation of standard street areas as a

place for transportation into a meeting place, similar to the ancient forum. This part of the city,

surrounded by impassable, natural slopes lends itself to becoming a shared area with restricted

traffic in which the street space is allocated to pedestrians. The pedestrian zone concept is
enhanced by opening the street level of both new buildings, which is primarily intended for
services for the public.

The “opening-up” of the basic block in its axes, where entrances are located, represents the

principle of the main concept. Areas created by this “opening-up” allow for the entry of people

and light, but also symbolically open a traditional building up to its surroundings, facilitating the

interaction between what is happening inside and outside. The opening-up (and recession of

the Biocenter building) of the basic, massive, enclosed, rational volume in the layout and height

interprets, in the broad sense, the traditional form of an Albertov-located institution.

The articulation, with the entrance located in the axis and featuring emphasized corners,
seems to reduce the size of the buildings, allowing for picturesque effects. Adopting this concept
facilitates both new buildings’ communication with the surrounding space matrix (jutting bays,

“incomplete” street space, jutting volumes with arcades). The places where the block opens

up are designed to allow maximum possible passage, thus logically representing meeting places

(conference halls, classrooms, rooms for daily activities). Also, all vertical paths are located in

their close vicinity. These open places, alongside the horizontal ring path, act as “intersections.”

A building shaped around an inner courtyard/atrium can be perceived as four L-shaped corner

wings, which can be entered from these places.
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Globcentrum, podélny rez. / Globcenter, longitudinal section.

(51)
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Atrium Globcentra. / Atrium in the Globcenter.




2. cena / 2" prize

NAVRH C. 6 / COMPETITION DESIGN NO. 6

V1. KOLE C. 11 / IN THE FIRST ROUND NO. 11

Atelier M1 architekti

PRAHA, CESKA REPUBLIKA / PRAGUE, CZECH REPUBLIC
AUTORI / AUTHORS: Pavel Joba, Jakub Havlas, Jan Hajek
SPOLUPRACE / COOPERATION: Michal Tichy, Jakub Straka,
Vojtéch Saroun

(53)



Biocentrum, pohled z ulice Albertov. / Biocenter, view from Albertov Street.

(54)
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HODNOCENIi POROTY /| THE JURY’S EVALUATION

Porota v navrhu ocenila predevsim univerzalitu pdorysu umoznuijici flexibilni transformace
vnitfnich prostor. Nejvétsi pozitivum interiéru obou vyzkumnych center predstavuje hlavni
komunikaéni koridor s pilehlymi atrii. Clenové poroty se shodli, Ze tento princip s sebou nese
kyzeny potencial vzajemného potkavani. Citlivy vnéjsi vyraz korespondujici s okolni zastavbou je
podtrzen vhodnym materidlovym FeSenim. Navrh zaroven prokazuje respekt k vyskové hladiné,
jehoz v8ak bylo v pripadé Biocentra dosazeno za cenu zapusténi do terénu, coz ¢lenové poroty
vyhodnotili jako zfejmy nedostatek a predmét k naslednému dopracovani.

Dalsi doporuceni se tyka nedostateéného odstupu objektu Biocentra od hranice sousedniho
pozemku, ktery je treba prehodnotit. Porota déale upozoriuje na to, Ze u centralnich komunikac-
nich prostor je tfeba vénovat pozornost jejich vyslednému charakteru a vazbam na hygienické
zazemi. Pri redukci programu, jez je porotou vyhlaSovateli doporucena, ma tento projekt velky
potencial k dalsimu rozvoji. Otazkou jesté zlistava vhodnost identického pojeti exteriéru obou
nové budovanych vyzkumnych center.

The jury mainly appreciated the universal ground plan, which allows for flexible transformations
of interior areas. The most positive aspect of both centers’ interiors lies in the main corridor
with adjoining atriums. The jury members found this feature important as it facilitates the desired
potential for a meeting place. The delicate exterior, which corresponds with the surrounding
buildings, is accentuated through the materials chosen. The design also respects the required
height limits, which was achieved for the Biocenter by placing it beneath the ground. This,
however, was found to be a drawback and subject to subsequent changes.

Further recommendations concerned the Biocenter building’s insufficient distance from the
border of the adjoining lot, which needs to be addressed. The jury also pointed out that more

attention should be paid to the final effect of the central paths and corridors as well as their
ties to sanitary facilities. If the design is reduced, as recommended by the jury, this project has
a great potential for further development. The suitability of identical concept of the research
buildings’ exteriors is also questionable.
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Biocentrum, podélny rez. /Biocenter, longitudinal section.

« Biocentrum, plidorys vstupniho podlazi. Vstup do Biocentra ma formu Sirokého loubi. / Biocenter, layout of the ground
floor. The entrance to the Biocenter forms a wide arcade.



Biocentrum — vnit#ni krajina jednotlivych podlazi vychazi ze stredni haly, ktera je pateri kazdého podlazi. / Biocenter — the inner
landscape of individual floors has a starting point in the centrally located hall, which is the backbone of each floor.

Biocentrum, kavarna ve vstupnim loubi. / Biocenter, a café in the entry arcade.




AUTORI O NAVRHU / AUTHORS ABOUT THE DESIGN

Kampus Albertov se vyznacuje stejnorodosti a radem. Je tifeba doplnit dva nové ¢lanky do rodiny
poctivych a kvalitnich staveb. Mély by se jim podobat v téchto znacich: navaznosti na rfimsy
(jedna vyskova hladina kampusu), pravidelném okennim rytmu, v tézkém obvodovém plasti a ve
vnitFnich atriich (pfirozené vétrani, dostatek vzduchu a vyvézené vnitrni klima).

Soudobé budou diky parteru propojenému s uli¢nim prostorem, oziveni kampusu i ve verej-
ném prostoru, stfednim zénam budov slouzicim pro setkdvani a zelenym stfecham.

Univerzitni soubor, exaktné usporadany v pravouhlé uliéni mrizce, byl zalozen koncem
19. stoleti na plochém dnu terénniho ,kotle®. Univerzitni enklava se svou ortogonalni urbanistic-
kou presnosti vyrazné odliSuje od stiredovéké topografie ulic blize k Vitavé. Jednotlivé univerzitni
budovy se sice lisi stylovymi detaily obdobi tri dekad, presto tvori vyrazové kompaktni a homo-
genni soubor. VSechny clanky pravouhlé mrizky vyzaruji soulad. Charakterizuje je stejna vyska
fimsy, pravidelny rytmus vysokych oken a typologické usporadani okolo vnitfnich atrii. Budovy
plsobi presné a geometricky. | po stu letech diky stavitelské kvalité stale velmi dobre funguiji.
Charakteristickd je kombinace dvojtraktového a trojtraktového usporadani, diky niz je podstatna
¢ast chodeb prirozené osvétlena a vétrana. Budovy jsou inspirativni svou energetickou pasiv-
ni koncepci. Stavby se diky masivnimu plasti a optimalni proporci vysokych Spaletovych oken
neprehrivaji. VSechny mistnosti maji prirozené vétrani okny, poslucharny byly stavény s vétracimi
kominy. Diky vnitfnim atriim jsou chodby prirozené osvétlené a vétrané a budovy se provétravaji
pricné.

Pokud je v kampusu néco nedostatecné, neni to kvalita budov, ale kvalita verejného prostoru.
Cely aredl je tvoreny siti ulic rigidné rozdélenych na asfaltové vozovky a chodniky okolo budov.
Ulice kampusu, jez by mély byt mistem pobytu a setkavani studentd, nemaji takrka jedinou
lavicku. Ulicnimu mrizkovému systému chybi namésti. Nedostatkem vnitiniho prostredi Skolnich

U AT P LY '

Biocentrum, vychodni pohled. Fasadu charakterizuje stret vertikalnich pilastrd a horizontéalnich pasud s rytmicky se opakujicimi
dérovymi dvoukridlymi okny s parapetem. / Biocenter, eastern elevation. The fagade features intersections of vertical pilas-
ters and horizontal bands with the rhythmic repetition of two-wing windows with aprons.

(59)



Globcentrum, pohled z Hlavovy ulice. / Globcenter, view from Hlavova Street.

budov je absence komunika¢niho stfedu. Do stfedu objektd je vétSinou umisténa poslucharna,
takze se stavby nedaji prochazet napfi¢, ale museji se obchéazet okolo dvora.

Sympaticka na kampusu Albertov je praveé ona vyrazova jednota jednotlivych staveb, tvore-
nych rlznymi architekty a staviteli. V dnesni dobé je vSudypritomna snaha o architektonickou
exhibici a odliSnost; fenoménem je ,,Starchitecture®. O to vice ocenujeme klidnou silu stavajiciho
souboru staveb a nepovazujeme za potrebné z néj vycnivat designovymi kreacemi.

Nas navrh usiluje soudobymi prostredky o harmonické zapojeni dvou novych budov do ho-
mogenni rodiny stavajicich staveb. Kromé toho bychom diky vystavbé chtéli vylepsit pobytovou
kvalitu priléhajicich ulic — vytvorit pred stavbami i podél nich riizné typy verejnych prostord, kde
by se studenti mohli setkavat, posadit, diskutovat.

(60)
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Globcentrum, pldorys vstupniho podlazi. V prizemi Globcentra jsou umistény hlavni spole¢enské funkce — menza, klub,
kavarna, fitness centrum a détska skupina. / Globcenter, layout of the ground floor. The main social functions are all located
on the Globcenter’s ground floor — university cafeteria, club, café, fitness club and a facility for children

(61)
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Na zapadni strané Globcentra je navrzena parkova plocha se socialnimi aktivitami pro studenty v kampusu. / A park
facilitating social activities for the students on campus is designed to the west of the Globcenter.
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Globcentrum, podélny rez. / Globcenter, longitudinal section.



The Albertov Campus is characterized by homogeneity and order. Two new items shall be
added to the family of architecturally sound and quality buildings. They should resemble the
existing ones in the following features: respect existing cornices (a single height of the campus),
regular pattern of windows, massive enclosing shell and inner atriums (natural ventilation,
sufficient amount of air and balanced interior climate).

The ground floor interlinked with streets, enlivening the campus and public spaces, central
zones designed for people to meet and the green roofs all represent contemporary features.

The university complex, arranged in an orthogonal grid of streets, was established in the late
19 century on the flat bottom of a hollow. The orthogonal precision of this university enclave
sets it off against the medieval topography of the streets closer to the Vitava River. Although
the buildings differ in stylistic details of three decades, in appearance they form a compact
and homogeneous complex. All elements in the orthogonal grid exude harmony. They are
characterized by the same cornice height, regular pattern of high windows and typological layout
around the central atriums. The buildings boast a precise and geometrical appearance. Thanks
to the high-quality architectural and civil engineering work they continue to function well even
one hundred years after their construction. Typically, they share a combination of a two-wing
and three-wing ground plan, which allows for natural lighting and ventilation of most corridors.
The buildings are inspirational mainly thanks to their energetically passive construction. They
are not prone to overheating thanks to the robust outer shell and optimum proportions of the
high double windows. All rooms have natural ventilation through windows, with lecture halls
designed to have ventilation shafts. The inner atriums facilitate natural lighting and ventilation for
the corridors, which also allow for transverse ventilation of the buildings.

If we should pinpoint something about the university complex that is insufficient, it would
not be the quality of buildings, but the quality of public areas. The entire complex consists of
a street network rigidly segmented into blacktop roads and sidewalks stretching around the
buildings. The campus streets, which were to serve as places for students to meet, lack benches.
The street grid has no central square. An absence of a central place where corridors would
intersect seems to be the main problem of the interior layout of the school buildings. The center
of the building is typically filled with a lecture hall, which precludes walking across the building
and forces people to walk around the inner courtyard.

On the other hand, the unity of buildings’ appearance, although they were designed by
different architects and designers, is what makes this complex congenial. It contrasts with the
contemporary ubiquitous effort to stand out and differ in architecture; the “starchitecture”
phenomenon. We appreciate the quiet power of the existing complex of buildings all the more
and are not trying to stand out through design oddities.

Our design strives to include two new buildings into the homogeneous family of existing
structures using contemporary means. In addition, we would like to improve the quality of the
surrounding streets by creating different types of public areas for students to meet, sit down and
talk both in front of and alongside these buildings.

(63)
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Finalista / Finalist

VYSSi MIMORADNA ODMENA /
HIGHER HONOURABLE MENTION

NAVRH €. 1 / COMPETITION DESIGN NO. 1
V1. KOLE €. 8 / IN THE FIRST ROUND NO. 8

Ehl Koumar Architekti, Deltaplan

PRAHA, CESKA REPUBLIKA / PRAGUE, CZECH REPUBLIC
AUTORI / AUTHORS: Lukas Ehl, Tomas Koumar
SPOLUPRACE / COOPERATION: Jan Lankas, Jaroslav Malina,
Ludék Prenosil
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Biocentrum, pldorys vstupniho podlazi: otevieny a jasny vstup piimo z hlavni osy univerzitniho kampusu; zelend stfecha podzemniho podlazi
tvori parkové plochy navazujici na venkovni prostory kavarny a studovny — intimni misto pro odpocinek a relaxaci. Propojeni univerzitnich bu-
dov (imunologickych vyzkumnych pracovist) je dosazeno podzemnim tunelem v rezimu UTZ Il pfimo navazujicim na schodisté zviretniku. /
Biocenter, layout of the ground floor: open and clear entry directly from the main axis of the university campus; the underground floor’s
green roof serves as a park, directly linked to the outside areas of the café and study hall — a quiet place for rest and relaxation. The universi-
ty buildings (the immunology research labs) are interlinked by an underground tunnel, designed in compliance with the UTZ Ill regime of the
regulation issued by the Ministry of Transport, and directly connected to the staircase to the animal pen.




HODNOCENi POROTY /| THE JURY’S EVALUATION

Clenové poroty ocenili pfedevsim netradiéni pristup ke konceptu, komplexni a sou¢asné nova-
torsky zpUsob reseni projektu, stejné jako vyjimecné kvalitni a kultivovany architektonicky vyraz.
Z uvedenych divodu se usnesli, Ze navrhu bude udélena nejvyssi mimoradna odména.

Jako problematické vsak bylo vyhodnoceno reseni zazemi stézejnich provozi, zejména labo-
ratofi a zviretniku. Dal$im nedostatkem navrhu se ukazala byt mala flexibilita vnitfniho usporada-
ni budov neodpovidajici moznym budoucim pozadavkim uzivatel( a navyseni budovy Biocentra
o jedno nadzemni podlazi.

The jury appreciated mainly the non-traditional approach to the concept, the complex and
innovative method of the project’s design as well as the exceptionally fine and cultivated
architectural expression. These qualities were behind the decision to award this design the
highest special award.

What the jury found problematic, though, was the solution of the background facilities of the
main research areas, particularly of the laboratories and the animal pens. Also the low flexibility
of the buildings’ interior layout is viewed as a shortcoming as it does not meet the potential
future requirements of the building’s users to raise the Biocenter’s building by one floor.
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Biocentrum — podélny rez, ve kterém je patrna zelena stfecha pro relaxaci, odpocinek a regenerace. Mezi vézemi je vicetro-
viovy spolecensky pobytovy prostor s kuchyrikami a misty k odpocinku. / Biocenter — longitudinal section, which features a
green roof as a place for relaxation, rest and regeneration. Between the towers is a multi-level community area with kitchens

and relaxation areas.
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Véze — spolecné zazemi Biocentra. Hlavni svislé rozvody médii, mokré laboratorni mistnosti, spole¢né pristrojové
vybaveni atd. / Towers — the Biocenter’s facilities. The main vertical media wiring, wet laboratories, common instrument
facilities and others.

(68)
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AUTORI O NAVRHU /| AUTHORS ABOUT THE DESIGN

Moderni instituci vyzkumného a vzdélavaciho centra 21. stoleti chapeme jako oteviené prostredi
vybizejici k setkavani a spolecné praci vyzkumnych pracovnikd univerzity, pedagogl a studentd.
Na ptdorysu velkorysého urbanismu kampusu Albertov navrhujeme dva svébytné domy, které
doplni a obohati historickou zastavbu kampusu o soudobou vrstvu. Racionalni charakter domd
tvori pevny ramec vnitfniho Zivého organismu vyzkumného centra reagujiciho na promény védy
a spolecnosti.

Spoleéné Usili tfi vyznamnych fakult Univerzity Karlovy vybudovat nova védecka pracovisté
chapeme jako zavazek moderni vyzkumné a vzdélavaci instituce, ktera chce rozvijet a podné-
covat mezioborovou spolupraci na poli soucasné védy a zaroven navazat na architektonickou
kvalitu univerzitniho kampusu Albertov.

Vyzkumné pracovisté ¢asto podléha ménicim se narokdm vyvijejicich se védnich obor.
Navrhujeme proto diim, ktery nabizi univerzalni, snadno délitelné prostory v modulové siti
7,2 X 7,2 m po svém obvodu. Mensi rozpony sloupl nekladou vysoké naroky na vodorovné
konstrukce a umoziuji snadné vedeni instalaci. Nasi snahou je co nejvice zkratit cestu médii na
pracovisté pri fasddé domu. Volny pas laboratofi a pracoven je z vnitfni strany doplnén provozy,
ve kterych jsou soustiredény cesty svislych instalaci a spole¢né vybaveni.

Prostor atria Biocentra je ramovan zlatavé zbarvenymi vézemi vyrlstajicimi z nékolikadrovio-
vé desky podlahy. Horni podlazi jsou propojena Sirokymi pobytovymi galeriemi. Tri véze slouzi
jako komunikaéni jadra, ostatni véze soustreduji prostory uceben a jinych specifickych provozd.
Véze vystupuji nad stfechu a obohacuji dalkové pohledy.

;

1]

[T,

T
N - - -

=

T
=

| O

-

=i

] 7]
o

i
i [_l ={
i

i e

g
=
-
]

|
|

|

nl
|
S
|
i

i e g
o | o

i

T

[10
-

[y

Biocentrum, zapadni pohled. Fasada je uvazovana z zelezobetonovych paneld usazenych na konzolku skeletu objektu
a stabilitné kotvena v kazdém podlazi. / Biocenter, western elevation. The fagade is to be made of ferroconcrete panels
firmly set on the brackets of the building’s frame and anchored on each floor.
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Vnitini spolecny prostor Globcentra je vymezen transparentni hmotou spolecnych prednas-
kovych salli, seminarnich mistnosti a sportovné relaxa¢niho centra. Velkorysé méritko jednotli-
vych prostor a jejich vzajemné prolinani vytvari vnitfni proménlivou krajinu domu. Prizemi domu
se otevira pres Sirokou nastupni plochu do parku se vzrostlou zeleni a vodni plochou.

Fasady obou domU navrhujeme z umélého kamene, ktery odkazuje na palacovy charakter
okolnich budov. Pravidelny rad fasad je v detailu zmékcen tvarovanim jednotlivych prvkd. Pro
Biocentrum navrhujeme témér bily prirodni odstin kamene s piskovanym povrchem. U Globcen-
tra je kimen tmavy s vétsi zrnitosti. Pilite fasady se smérem nahoru nepatrné zuzuji a dim odleh-

Cuji. Vstupy do dom jsou zddraznény prevysenym portalem, ktery odhaluje méfitko vnitfniho
prostoru.

For us, a 21° century modern research and educational center creates an open environment
inviting the university’s researchers, teachers and students to meet and work together. We have
designed two distinctive buildings that will fit in the generous Albertov Campus design, while
completing and enriching the historical development with a contemporary layer. The rational
nature of the buildings acts as a framework for the inner living organism of the research centers
responding to the changes in science and society.

We understand the joint effort of the three important faculties of Charles University to build
new research facilities as a pledge to the modern research and educational institution which
strives to develop and initiate interdisciplinary cooperation in science as well as to follow up the
architectural quality of the Albertov Campus.

Research centers often have to handle the changing demands of developing disciplines. We
have therefore designed a building that offers universal halls which can easily be divided into
smaller ones within the module network of 7.2 x 7.2 m along its circumference. The relatively
small pillar spans do not place high demands on horizontal structures and allow for easy wiring.
We strove to make the path for media to the offices and laboratories as short as possible along
the building’s fagade. A band of laboratories and offices is supplemented on the inside by service
facilities, which contain common equipment and through which the vertical installations lead.

The Biocenter’s atrium is bordered by golden towers rising from a multi-level floor plate. The
top floors are interconnected by wide lounge-style galleries. Three towers are used as access
paths, while the other towers contain classrooms and other specific rooms. The towers extend
beyond the roof, enhancing the view of the area from a distance.

The common area of the Globcenter is delimited by a transparent volume of lecture halls,
classrooms and a sports and relaxation center. The generous size of the halls and their mutual
intersecting creates a changeable inner landscape of the building. The ground floor opens out
into the park with greenery and a body of water.

The fagade of both buildings is to be made of artificial stone, which refers to the palatial style
of the surrounding buildings. The regular fagade order is softened through individual elements.
For the Biocenter, we propose an almost white natural shade of stone with sandstone surface.
The pillars on the fagade taper upwards, which reduces the robustness of the building. Entrances
are enhanced by elevated doorways, which reveal the size of the interior space.

(70)



Bocni vstup do Biocentra navazujici na ulici Studni¢kova. Dokonceni urbanistické struktury Kampusu Albertov. / A side entry
to the Biocenter from Studnickova Street. The completion of the Albertov Campus design structure.
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Globcentrum, pohled z Hlavovy ulice. / Globcenter, view from Hlavova Street.
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Velkorysé spolecenské prostory Globcentra pro expozice, prezentace a prednasky, komunikaci univerzity s verejnosti.
Nové reprezentativni centrum Kampusu Albertov. / The Globcenter’s generous community area for exhibitions,
presentations and lectures, as well as the university’s communication with the public. A new ceremonial center

of the Albertov Campus.

(74)



Globcentrum, ptidorys vstupniho podlaZi. Spoletenska nastupni plocha propojuije interiér domu s exteriérem. Zivé prostory
s moznosti verejnych expozic, prednasek a prezentaci. Reprezentativni prostor jako nové mimo-studijni centrum univerzitni-
ho kampusu. / Globcenter, layout of the ground floor. The entry lounge links the building’s interior to the exterior. An area
for lively activities, including public exhibitions, lectures and presentations. A ceremonial area representing a non-academic
center of the university campus.

(75)
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Globcentrum, podélny fez s prostornym reprezentativnim atriem. / Globcenter, longitudinal section, featuring the spacious
ceremonial atrium.

Globcentrum, vychodni pohled. Fasada je uvazovana z zelezobetonovych panelll usazenych na konzolku skeletu objektu
a stabilitné kotvena v kazdém podlazi. / Globcenter, eastern elevation. The fagade is to be made of ferroconcrete panels
firmly set on the brackets of the building’s frame and anchored on each floor.

(76)



Otevrena menza s kavarnou v Globcentru, budové oteviené Siroké verejnosti. / An open university cafeteria and café in the
Globcenter, a building open to the general public.

(77)



Biocentrum, hlavni vstup. / Biocenter, the main entrance.

(78)



Finalista / Finalist

NI1ZSi MIMORADNA ODMENA /
LOWER HONOURABLE MENTION

NAVRH C. 3 / COMPETITION DESIGN NO. 3

V1. KOLE C. 2/ IN THE FIRST ROUND NO. 2

AiD team

BRNO, CESKA REPUBLIKA / BRNO, CZECH REPUBLIC
AUTORI / AUTHORS: Jifi Babanek, Pavel Bainar,
Marek Focher, Pavlina Klubalova, Marian Kolarik,
Radek Konecny, Pavel Ondracek, Jitka Novakova
SPOLUPRACE / COOPERATION: Jaromir Cerny,

Pavel Marek, Jan Tywoniak, Tomas Matuska, Milo$ Lain

(79)
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HODNOCENIi POROTY /| THE JURY’S EVALUATION

Autori navrhu prokazali detailni obeznamenost s naroky stavebniho programu, které se jim
podarilo v maximalni mife naplnit. Porota zaroven ocenila objem prace, ktery odvedli v druhém
kole. Kvalitativni rozdil mezi projektem predlozenym v prvnim a druhém kole byl v konkurenci
ostatnich navrh(i nejmarkantnéjsi.

Dusledného dodrzeni stavebniho programu vsak bylo dosazeno na ukor dispozicnich kvalit
a petrifikace dosavadniho laboratorniho provozu vyustila dle ¢lend poroty v architektonicky
konvenéni a neinovativni FeSeni.

The authors demonstrated detailed knowledge of the demands imposed by the construction
plan, which they fulfilled to the maximum possible extent. The jury also appreciated the amount
of work invested in the project in the second round. The difference in the quality of the design
submitted in the first and second rounds was most noticeable among all submitted designs.

The strict adherence to the construction plan was, however, achieved at the expense of the
quality of the layout and according to the jury, the lack of flexibility of the existing laboratory
facilities led to an architecturally conventional and non-innovative solution.

Biocentrum, podélny rez. / Biocenter, longitudinal section.

«—Biocentrum, padorys vstupniho podlazi. / Biocenter, layout of the ground floor.

(81)






AUTORI O NAVRHU / AUTHORS ABOUT THE DESIGN

Pro nas projekt jsme si vytycili tyto cile: vytvoreni dvou novych ohnisek vyzkumu, védy a vyuky,
ale i socialni, kulturni a mezioborové integrace; rozsireni naplné kampusu o plochy spolecen-
skych interakdi, jejichz odezvou bude vznik novych a prekvapivych ideji, nazor( a formaci; vytvo-
reni prostredi podporuijici tvorivého ducha, zabavu i kontemplaci, prostredi vyzarujici pozitivni
energii do celého aredlu; stimulovani synergie fungujici mezi jednotlivymi obory, védci, vyucujicimi
i studenty, mezi stavajicim kampusem a novymi budovami; doplnéni aredlu o novou atmosféru
tvirdi radosti a objevd.

K dosazeni téchto cili potrebujeme logicky i duchovni ¢i energeticky vzorec ¢i kli¢. V nasem
pripadé je jim mrizka, chcete-li sit nebo osnova. Tato mnohovrstevna idea prostupuje méstem,
ulicemi, domy i fasadami. Vytvari rad, je dodrzovana i porusovana, cténa i proklinana. Mrizka i
ve vyznamu libreta, které jasné definuje soubor pravidel, zdUraznuje odchylky i drobné nuance —
osnova, na jejimz pevném zakladé Ize pristupy proménovat a modifikovat.

Biocentrum, pohled z ulice Albertov. / Biocenter, view from Albertov Street.

« Atrium Biocentra. / Biocenter’s atrium.






Atrium Globcentra. / Globcenter’s atrium.

«— Globcentrum, pohled z Hlavovy ulice. / Globcenter, view from Hlavova Street.
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Pro kompozi¢ni ukotveni Biocentra v Sirsich urbanistickych souvislostech jsme strukturu
objektu rozdélili do dvou hlavnich ¢asti propojenych spojovacim elementem. Pidorysna stopa
vychazi z tvaru pozemku a reaguje na stavajici okolni zastavbu, kde se klasické uzaviené domy
s dvorem pretransformovaly — v naSem pojeti do dvou blok{ spojenych atrii krckem. Vytvorili
jsme ¢lenitou strukturu reflektujici své okoli a zaroven ideové i obrazné vychézejici z bunéénych
struktur. PravoUhlou mrizku fasady jizni ¢asti dopliuje vodorovné clenény severni blok. Jizni ¢ast
je volnéjsi, natodena a otevrenad k ulici, obsahuje poslucharny a studovny; severni blok s pracov-
nami, laboratofemi a zvifetnikem je vyrazové uzavienéjsi.

Rozsahly program Globcentra je soustiedén do tradicni formy — bloku s velkym atriem. Prin-
cip, ktery nalezneme nejen u stavajicich objektd v arealu, ale také v jeho bezprostredni blizkosti,
napr. klaster( alzbétinek a servitd. Pro distojnou reprezentaci a vhodné zadlenéni objektu do
arealu kampusu byl zvolen jednoduchy a stfidmy vyraz domu. Utilitarné ¢lenéna tmava fasada
narusena vjezdy a nikami vertikalnich komunikaci je doplnéna svétlym traktem s ustoupenym
vstupem a centralni halou navazujici na atrium.

We set the following goals for the project: to create two new centers for research, science and
learning, as well as a social, cultural and interdisciplinary integration; to supply areas of social
interaction to the campus, which will give rise to new, surprising ideas, views and formations;

to create an environment that would support creativity, amusement and contemplation, an
environment that would spread positive energy throughout the entire campus; to stimulate
synergies between individual disciplines, scientists, professors and students, between the existing
campus and the new buildings; to imbue the complex with a new atmosphere of creative joy and
discoveries.
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Globcentrum, zapadni pohled. / Globcenter, western elevation.

«— Globcentrum, hlavni vstup. / Globcenter, the main entrance.

(87)
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Globcentrum, plidorys vstupniho podlazi. / Globcenter, layout of the ground floor.

(88)




To achieve these goals, we needed a logical and at the same time spiritual, or energetic,
formula or key. In our case, this is a grid, or an outline, if you wish. This multi-layer idea
permeates the city, streets, buildings and fagades. It creates order, it is adhered to and breached,
honored and cursed at the same time. A grid also in the sense of a libretto, which clearly defines
a set of rules, emphasizes deviations and nuances, an outline with a firm basis which allows for
changes and modifications of approaches.

To anchor the Biocenter in the context of the building development in the area, we divided
its structure into two main parts, interconnected by a linking element. The layout respects
the shape of the lot and responds to the surrounding buildings, where the classical buildings
enclosing a courtyard were in our concept transformed into two wings linked through the
“neck” of the atriums. We created an indented structure which reflects its surroundings, while
being both ideologically and metaphorically based on cell structures. The orthogonal grid of the
southern fagade is complemented by a horizontally segmented northern wing. The southern
wing, which is more relaxed, turned towards and open to the street, contains lecture halls and
classrooms, while the northern wing, with offices, laboratories and animal pens, is closed in
expression.

The extensive program of the Globcenter is concentrated into a traditional form — a block
with a large atrium. This principle can be found not only in the existing buildings on the campus
but also in its immediate surroundings, such as the Convent of Saint Elizabeth and the Servite
Monastery. To ensure dignity and suitable incorporation of the building within the campus area,
we chose a simple, sober expression. The dark facade, with utilitarian segmentation, is broken
up by entrances and niches that communicate vertically and are completed with a light wing with
a recessed entryway and central hall, linked to the atrium.
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Biocentrum, vychodni pohled. / Biocenter, eastern elevation.

(89)



Biocentrum pri zapadni hrané pozemku. / Biocenter along the western edge of the lot.

(90)



Finalista / Finalist

NI1ZSi MIMORADNA ODMENA /
LOWER HONOURABLE MENTION

NAVRH C. 5 / COMPETITION DESIGN NO. 5

V1. KOLE C. 15 7/ IN THE FIRST ROUND NO. 15

MS plan

PRAHA, CESKA REPUBLIKA / PRAGUE, CZECH REPUBLIC
AUTORI / AUTHORS: Michal Sourek, Pavel Hrebecky,
Martin Studnicka, Alexandr Verner, Tomas Filgas,

Duc Pham Ngoc

(°1)
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HODNOCENi POROTY /| THE JURY’S EVALUATION

V porovnani s ostatnimi projekty se autori dobre vyporadali s vyskovou hladinou okolni zastavby.
Clenové poroty se viak shodli na tom, Ze navrh piedlozeny v druhém kole charakterizuje vyraz-
ny pokles v architektonické kvalité.

Vedle nelogickych dispozic¢nich detaild a ¢lenéni fasady, které nereflektuje vnitini usporadani,
porotu nepresvédcil ani indiferentni architektonicky vyraz obou budov. Jako problematicky byl
vyhodnocen rovnéz energeticky koncept.

Compared to the other projects, the architects succeeded in respecting the height of the
surrounding development. On the other hand, the jury members came to the conclusion that
the design presented in the second round exhibits a significant drop in architectural quality.

In addition to the illogical layout details and fagade segmentation, which does not reflect the
interior layout, the jury did not find the indifferent architectural expression of both buildings
convincing. The energy concept was also considered problematic.

Biocentrum, podélny rez. / Biocenter, longitudinal section.

« Biocentrum, pldorys vstupniho podlazi. / Biocenter, layout of the ground floor.

(93)
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Biocentrum, pohled z ulice Albertov. / Biocenter, view from Albertov Street.

Atrium Biocentra. / Biocenter’s atrium.




AUTORI O NAVRHU / AUTHORS ABOUT THE DESIGN

Soutézni navrh zavrsuje plvodni urbanistickou koncepci univerzitniho kampusu Albertova: obé
novostavby prirozené, se samoziejmou suverenitou zaujimaji sva mista v historicky dané struktu-
fe. Budovy obou novych védeckovyzkumnych center Univerzity Karlovy jsou obrazné i fakticky
nabité obsahem a funkci: kompaktni a velmi hutné objemy charakterem, fazenim hmot i vysko-
vou hladinou navazuji na zastavbu kampusu a zapojuji se do jeho prostredi. Odlehceni objem(
atrii a vstupnimi loubimi i primarni tektonika fasad jsou odezvou na architekturu a typologii
historickych budov kampusu. Odsazeni a modelace hornich podlazi sblizuje novostavby s okolni
stFe§n|' krajinou OtevFenost a vstﬁ'cnost parteru vnasi do veFejného prostoru kampusu kvalitativ—
duchy a zaroven vrstevnaty. Zahrnuje polohy primocaré raC|onaI|ty kazdodenniho Zivota, polohy
abstraktni a symbolické, odkazujici k hodnotam vzdélani, a také polohy dustojnosti, vyznamu a
prestize nejstarsi stfedoevropské univerzity.

Kromé urbanistickych vazeb jsou vychodiskem navrhu prostorové a provozni pozadavky jed-
notlivych pracovist obou center, formulované v zadani, a také potfeba vyznamné pridat kvalitu a
atraktivitu verejného prostoru a zaroven snaha potlacit vySe zminéné nedostatky. Navrh pracuje
s vizi vzajemné rezonance novostaveb a historickych budov; ma za cil definovat jiskrivy, sveézi
a moderni vyraz, dostatec¢né kontrastni a pfimérené dominantni svou aktualnosti v prostredi
témér vylucné historickych a velmi tradi¢nich staveb.

Respektujeme uli¢ni ¢ary i vySkovou hladinu stfedni krajiny, v podstatné mife i vySky hlavnich
rims. Novostavby se nevymezuji proti pdvodni zastavbé, jednoduché pravouhlé hmoty nevytvari
drama ani konflikt, ale dotvareji rad. U obou staveb je shodné uplatnén princip atria, respektive
atrii v kvadrové hmoté, ktery odkazuje k typologii okolnich univerzitnich budov s vnitfnimi dvory.
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Biocentrum, zapadni pohled. / Biocenter, western elevation.
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Globcentrum, pohled z Hlavovy ulice. / Globcenter, view from Hlavova Street.

(96)
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Atrium Globcentra. / Globcenter’s atrium.

Tento princip je zaroven funkéné vyhodny, protoze umoznuje dosahnout vysoké miry pfiroze-
ného prosvétlent; je také provozné univerzalni, nebot’ nabizi vice volnosti a variability v Fazeni

funkénich provozl a dispozic do prstence okolo atria, s moznosti komunikacniho napojeni ze

dvou stran.

The competition design completes the original concept of the Albertov University Campus: both
new buildings have confidently assumed their places in the historically determined structure.

The buildings of Charles University’s two new research centers are metaphorically and

actually charged with content and role: solid and very compact volumes follow up the existing
development of the campus in their nature, succession of volumes and height level, fitting in it
very well. The lightening of the atriums’ volumes, the entrance arcades as well as the primary
facade tectonics reflect the architecture and typology of the historical buildings on the campus.

(97)



Globcentrum, pidorys vstupniho podlazi. / Globcenter, layout of the ground floor.

(98)



The indentation and shapes of the top floors bring the new buildings closer to the surrounding
roof landscape. The open and welcoming nature of the ground floor introduces an element
of a new quality into the public areas of the campus, making it more communicative, lively
and attractive. The new buildings’ expression is purposefully simple, while being multi-layered.
It includes aspects of the straightforward rationality of everyday life, abstract and symbolic
elements referring to educational values as well as aspects related to dignity, significance and
prestige of the oldest Central-European University.

In addition to the ties to the surrounding development, the design also builds on the space
and operational requirements for the different departments of both centers, contained in the
competition brief, as well as the need to significantly improve the quality and attractiveness of
the public areas and an effort to cultivate the above specified shortcomings. The design works
with the vision of a mutual resonance of the new and historical buildings; it strives to define a
radiant, fresh and modern expression that would be sufficiently contrasting as well as adequately
dominating through its contemporary design in the environment almost exclusively consisting of
historical and very traditional buildings.

We respect the street grid and the height of the roof level, and to a considerable extent also
the height of the main cornices. The new buildings are not defined in opposition to the existing
ones; the simple, orthogonal volumes do not induce drama or conflict, but complete the order.
Both buildings feature the atrium element in cube-shaped volume, which refers to the typology
of the surrounding university buildings with inner courtyards. This principle is also functional
as it allows for a high extent of natural lighting, while at the same time being universal from the
perspective of operations. It lends itself to more freedom and variability in the arrangement of
the offices and other facilities, which can be laid out into a ring around the atrium, and thus can
be entered from two sides.
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Globcentrum, zapadni pohled. / Globcenter, western elevation.
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Pristup ke Globcentru pres park. / Access to the Globcenter through the park.

(100)



Finalista / Finalist

NAVRH C. 2 / COMPETITION DESIGN NO. 2

V1. KOLE C. 23 7/ IN THE FIRST ROUND NO. 23

SIEBERT + TALAS,

Mangado y asociados

BRATISLAVA, SLOVENSKO, PAMPLONA, SPANELSKO /
BRATISLAVA, SLOVAKIA, PAMPLONA, SPAIN

AUTOR / AUTHOR: Francisco Mangado Beloqui
SPOLUPRACE / COOPERATION: Geronimo Bolzan,
Juliana Damonte, Richard Kralovi¢, Javier Perez Torrejon,
Fernando Royo Naranjo, Nicola Cani, Juan Santorio,
Roman Talas, Jose Luis Leon Lora

(101)
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HODNOCENIi POROTY /| THE JURY’S EVALUATION

Vzhledem k charakteru urbanistického konceptu, ve kterém clenové poroty spatrovali vyjimecny
potencial, byl tento navrh vybran do druhého kola. Porotu oslovila predevsim prace s verejnymi
prostranstvimi a jejich usouvztaznéni k SirSimu kontextu.

Rozpaky vsak vyvolalo architektonické ztvarnéni jednotlivych budov a zejména nepropracova-
nost klicovych provozl vyzkumnych center. Za nejvétsi nedostatek navrhu byl ozna¢en minimalni
posun ve zpracovani projektu mezi prvnim a druhym kolem, ktery nereflektoval doporuceni
poroty.

Due to the nature of the city planning concept, which exhibited an exceptional potential, the jury
selected this design for the second round. The jury particularly appreciated the work with public
areas and their relation to the wider context.

On the other hand, the architectural rendition of both buildings and especially the lack
of elaboration of the research centers’ key facilities was rather disappointing. The minimum
progress in the elaboration of the project between the first and second rounds, which failed to
take into account the jury’s recommendations, was the main shortcoming of the design.

Biocentrum, podélny rez. / Biocenter, longitudinal section.

« Biocentrum, plidorys vstupniho podlazi. / Biocenter, layout of the ground floor.
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Biocentrum, pohled z ulice Albertov. / Biocenter, view from Albertov Street.
Atrium Biocentra. / Biocenter’s atrium.

sl -.‘-.,—'" P

|}”|, i __I':' '\;h.f.

Ry T TE CFTAPRL o R



AUTORI O NAVRHU /| AUTHORS ABOUT THE DESIGN

Dvé samostatné budovy v ramci jednoho univerzitniho arealu unikatni formalni a strukturalni
jednoty. Prvnim zakladnim cilem je vytvorit — a to navzdory vzajemné vzdalenosti obou budov —
jednotny kreativni vstup do Uzemi ve formé dvou vzijemné souvisejicich staveb, které se budou
Cist jako celek. Respektujeme zaroven povahu stavajiciho Kampusu Albertov jako zékladni urban-
ni jednotky, kterd je a zGstava nad kazdou individudlni budovou. Urbanisticky a formalni kontext
stavajiciho aredlu kampusu je takto definovan jako vyraz jednoty, stojici formalné i vyznamové
nad pripadnym pokusenim navrhnout dva objekty odtazité od mista.

Obé budovy jsou propojeny parkem, ktery svou formou tvaru pismene ,.L* spojuje hlavni
vchody do obou objektll a soucasné se stava i nejdilezitéjsim verejnym prostorem. Méjme na
pameéti, ze tento park bude fungovat jako pfijimaci vstupni prostor pro verejnost. Nové budovy
sdileji spolecnou strategii definice navrhovaného reseni prizemnich ploch a prostor(, odkazuji
zaroven i na vztah mezi verejnym a soukromym, mezi univerzitnim arealem a interiérem, ktery
definuji. Snazili jsme se, aby se tyto plochy staly jedinecnymi autentickymi prostory.

Biocentrum, zapadni pohled. / Biocenter, western elevation.

(105)
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Globcentrum, pohled z Hlavovy ulice. / Globcenter, view from Hlavova Street.

Interiér Globcentra. / Globcenter’s interior. —

(106)
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Forma pddorysného tvaru budov je koncipovana tak, ze respektuje uli¢ni ¢ary fasad stavajicich
objektd. Jinymi slovy, nové budovy, bohaté na své vnéjsi formalni vyjadreni, prijimaji urbanismus
stavajiciho univerzitniho komplexu. Objemy nového Globcentra i Biocentra jsou svou hmotou
proménlivé — stupnujici se, hledajici kontinuitu na vysky rims nebo dllezité vztazné ¢ary budov,
které jsou okolo. Jak v plidorysném reseni, tak i v tomto pripadé jde o uznani dilezitosti kon-
textu Kampusu Albertov. Pfesto se viak obé budovy snazi ,divat” na sebe. Urcité Urovné obou
objektll jsou dostatecné vysoké na to, aby se po prekonani vyskového profilu mezi nimi stojicich
budov kampusu, staly vzajemnou vizudlni referenci. Vytvarené terasy ve vrchnich polohéach navic
umoznuji i neruseny vyhled na mésto s aredlem Prazského hradu v pozadi.

Two independent buildings within one university complex featuring a unique formal and
structural unity. The first goal is the design of a unified creative entry to the area in the form

of two mutually related buildings that will be viewed as a single entity despite the distance
between them. We also respect the nature of the existing Albertov Campus as a basic structural
unit, which is and remains superior to each individual building. The area ground plan and the
formal context of the existing campus is defined as an expression of unity, being formally and

semantically superior to any potential temptation to design both buildings as foreign to the area.
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Globcentrum, podélny fez. / Globcenter, longitudinal section.
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Globcentrum, vychodni pohled. / Globcenter, eastern elevation.
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Both buildings are linked by an L-shaped park which connects the main entrances to the
buildings while at the same time being the most important public space. Let us bear in mind that
this park will function as the “reception” entrance area for the public. The new buildings share
the strategy of defining the proposed solution of the ground-floor areas and spaces, referring
at the same time to the relation between the public and the private, between the university
complex and the interior they define. We strove to ensure that these areas become unique,
authentic spaces.

The buildings’ layout shape has been designed to respect the street alignment of the
facades of the existing buildings. In other words, the new buildings, rich in their exterior formal
expression, accept the city style of the existing university complex. The volumes of the new
Globcenter and Biocenter are variable — escalating, seeking the continuity to the cornice height
and important referential lines of surrounding buildings. This, along with the ground plan,
represents the recognition of the importance of the Albertov Campus. Nevertheless, both
buildings are trying to “look” at each other. Some of the levels of both buildings are high enough
to become a mutual visual reference over the campus buildings situated between them. The
terraces on the top levels also facilitate an undisturbed view of the city with the Prague Castle
area in the background.
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NAVRH €. 22 / COMPETITION DESIGN NO. 22

rala, mackovi¢ architecture

Radek Lampa, Jan Mackovi¢, Tomas Krouzil, Tomas Cirmaciu, Tomas Vorisek
Praha, CZ

NAVRH €. 23 / COMPETITION DESIGN NO. 23
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Francisco Mangado Beloqui, Geronimo Bolzan, Juliana Damonte, Richard Kralovic,
Javier Perez Torrejon, Fernando Royo Naranjo, Nicola Cani, Juan Santorio
Bratislava, SK, Pamplona, ES

NAVRH C. 24 / COMPETITION DESIGN NO. 24

A B.K.PS.

Robert Bakyta, Martin Il. Kusy, Martin lll. Kusy, Maria Michali¢-Kusa,
Pavol Panak, Andrea Dilhoffova, Richard Kereskényi, Beata Panakova,
Lukas RadoSovsky, Martin Simonides, Julius Vass

Bratislava, SK

NAVRH €. 25 / COMPETITION DESIGN NO. 25

ARCHITEKTI mikulaj & mikulajova

Juraj Mikulaj, Andrea Ambrovicova, Jana Matlovi¢ova, Radoslav Kurucz,
Jakub Zelenak, Veronika Palova

Bratislava, SK

NAVRH C. 26 / COMPETITION DESIGN NO. 26

Tomas Beranek, Michal Gabas, Jan Jirsak, Eva Smazilova
Praha, CZ

NAVRH €. 27 / COMPETITION DESIGN NO. 27
Vladimir Pacek, EliSka Havlikova, Katefina Fajkusova, Jan Lacina, Pavel Stfitesky
Brno, CZ

NAVRH C. 28 / COMPETITION DESIGN NO. 28

Zdenék Zavrel, Hana Seho, Petr Ulrich, Martina Urbanova,
Marek Vilasek, Krystof Vicherek

Praha, CZ

NAVRH €. 29 / COMPETITION DESIGN NO. 29
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Petr Pelcak, Michaela Brychtova, Pavel Dvorak, Jan Foltynek, Jan Pech, Petr Uhrin,
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Vaclav Malina, Jiri Sklenar, Pavel Vdovec
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NAVRH €. 30 / COMPETITION DESIGN NO.30
=ER=, CENTROPROJEKT GROUP

Radek Martisek

Praha, Zlin, CZ

NAVRH €. 31 / COMPETITION DESIGN NO. 31

ATELIER RAW

Tomas Rusin, lvan Wahla, Borivoj Cv:apék, Tereza Hatlova, Nina Li¢kova,
Richard Suka¢, Vladimir Sobich

Brno, CZ

NAVRH C. 32 / COMPETITION DESIGN NO. 32

SIAL architekti a inzenyfi

Jiri Bucek, Iva Matéjovska, Helena Hlavkova, Vit Sramek, Josef Franc, Daniel Rick
Liberec, CZ

NAVRH C. 33 / COMPETITION DESIGN NO. 33

Grido, architektura a design

Peter Sticzay-Gromski, Juraj Kovac, Jan Majersky, Miroslav Marendiak, Peter Bohus
Praha, CZ
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Navrh ¢. 1 / Competition design no. 1
InZeniring 4M
Bostjan Kolenc, Dragica Radi¢ Damjani¢, Tone KiSek, Marja Konecnik,

Mojca Debevec, Mitja Drasler, Viktor Drasler
Ljubljana, SI

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Vychazeli jsme z existujiciho Uzemniho principu planovani Kampusu Albertov a vytvareli jsme
budovy Biocentra a Globcentra ve formé téles ¢tvercového plidorysu, kterd zapliuji cely prostor
predpokladany pro vystavbu uvnit# hranic maximalnich ptdorysl a vertikalnich profild. Metodou
substrakce jsou témto télestim vyrazeny kubatury vstupu do budov, pristupu a manipulace na
zahradni strané i atria-svétliku uprostred objektl. Metodou adice jsou budovam na strese doda-
na technicka podlazi se strojovnami pro vzduchotechniku.

We based our design on the existing territorial planning principle of the Albertov Campus and
created the Biocenter and Globcenter buildings in the form of a solid figure on a square ground
plan, which fill the entire area delimited for the construction within the maximum size ground
plans and vertical line. Using the subtraction method, we have removed the cubage of the
buildings’ entrances, access and handling space on the garden side as well as the atrium-skylight
in the buildings’ centers. Using the addition method, we expanded the roof through technical
floors containing the air-conditioning engine room.







Navrh ¢. 2 / Competition design no. 2
AiD team

Jiri Babanek, Pavel Bainar, Marek Focher, Pavlina Klubalova, Marian Kolarik,
Radek Koneény, Pavel Ondracek, Jitka Novékova, Jaromir Cerny, Pavel Marek
Brno, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Navrh nabizi vytvoreni dvou novych ohnisek vyzkumu — védy a vyuky, ale také socidlni, kulturni
a mezioborové integrace. Toto reseni rozsiruje napiné kampusu o plochy spolecenskych interak-
ci, na jejichz zakladé vzniknou nové prekvapivé ideje, nazory a formace. Vysledkem bude pro-
stfedi podporuijici tvorivého ducha, zabavu i kontemplaci, prostredi vyzaruijici pozitivni energii do
celého arealu. Synergie fungujici mezi jednotlivymi obory, mezi védci, vyucujicimi i studenty, mezi
stavajicim kampusem a novymi budovami je pojitkem celého navrhu.

This design offers the construction of two research centers — for science and instruction, but
also social, cultural and interdisciplinary integration. This solution expands the campus content
through areas earmarked for social interaction, which may give rise to new, surprising ideas,
views and formations. It will result in an environment that will support the creative spirit,
amusement and contemplation, an environment exuding positive energy into the entire campus.

The synergy between individual disciplines, scientists, professors and students, between the
existing campus and the new buildings is the connecting link of the entire design.







Navrh ¢. 3 / Competition design no. 3
Atelier 99, YUAR, Jiran a partner architekti, INTAR

Zdenék Jiran, Lukas Janag, Jan Dvorak, Petr Masa, Marco Maio, Jifi Miller, Pavel Gregor,
Josef Pirochta, Jan Homolka, Zdenék Hromadka, Greg Speck, Eliska Hurnikova, Lucie Eisova,
Tereza Soubustova, Milos Kalousek

Praha, Brno, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

V prazském kontextu ojedinéld, ,vidensky“ noblesni palacova architektura Albertova je doplnéna
dvéma stfizlivé tvarovanymi objemy vyzkumnych a vzdélavacich instituci — Biocentra a Globcent-
ra. Budovy mezi sebou symbolicky vytvareji bipolarni vztah a komponuji tak akademické namésti
kolem auly Purkynova Ustavu. Velkoryse a zaroven ekonomicky navrzené laboratorni provozy
vymezuji pfes shora prosklena pétipatrova atria prostory pro vyuku, setkavani, studentsky kvas

i relaxaéni zazemi univerzity.

The Viennese-style refined palatial architecture of Albertov, unique in the context of Prague,

is completed with two sober volumes of research and educational institutions — the Biocenter
and the Globcenter. The buildings are symbolically linked through a bipolar relation, creating

an academic square around the lecture hall of the Purkyné Institute. Through the glass-roofed
five-storey atriums, the generously and yet economically designed laboratories delimit areas for
instruction, meeting people, students’ parties and the university’s relaxation facilities.
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Navrh é¢. 4 / Competition design no. 4

Tereza Brezovska, Ondrej Cisler, Josef Choc, Alexandra
Jamnicka, Filip Rasek, Jakub Hoffmann, Martin Kraténa,
Markéta Polackova, Richard Pozdnic¢ek

Praha, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Budovy Biocentra a Globcentra stavime jako reprezentativni palace védy — jako pratelské in-
strumenty, v nichz je prijemné dlouho pobyvat. Efektivni a Usporné domy s trvanlivou kostrou

i schrankou, elegantni, nad¢asové a nevystfedni. Jedna se o lehké labyrinty pIné svétla a nabité
lidskym i technologickym potencidlem. Prostorové a provozni feSeni vymezujeme polaritou
»prazdna nadoba umoznujici bohatou varietu® vs. ,jedinecny stroj se vSemi potfebnymi funkce-
mi“. Zamérem je vytvorit domy, kde je radost pracovat i odpocivat.

We are constructing the Biocenter and Globcenter buildings as prestigious palaces for science —
as friendly instruments pleasant to spend time in. Efficient and economical buildings with

a durable skeleton and outer shell that is elegant, timeless and non-eccentric. They are airy
labyrinths filled with light and charged with human and technological potential. The spatial and
operational solution is defined by the polarity of “an empty vessel allowing for a broad variety”
versus “a uniqgue machine with all the necessary functions.” We intend to construct buildings
which make work and leisure joyful.







Navrh ¢. 5 / Competition design no. 5
A.D.N.S. PRODUCTION

Martin Némec, Petr Dvorak, Radka Dosedlova, Barbora Bacova, Lukas Hes,

Bohuslav Senky¥ Alexandra Pinaeva, David Zelenka, Hana Lidkutinova, Tomas Zahora,
Roman Machacek, Pavel Némec

Praha, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Tézistém navrhu je soucasna, a presto uvazliva architektura doplnéna do Zivouciho prostredi.
Zakladem navrhu je respekt k zadani, Umérnost plidorysného osazeni staveb a dlraz na parter.
V organizaci pddorysu domu odkazujeme ke klasicistni tradici. DuleZita je rovnéz plidorysna
souvislost s pricelimi domu a s okolim. Ddm je prostredkem k vytvoreni inspirativni pracov-

ni nalady. Hlavnim principem navrhu je rovnost v usporadani jednotlivych pater, spravedinost

v podminkach a otevrenost a prehlednost ve studijnim prostredi, které ma v prvni radé slouzit
svym uzivateldm, nepoucovat je a nenutit je k ni¢emu, a které ma byt zaroven prostorem, jenz
podporuje soustfedéni a posiluje moralku a zodpovédnost.

The design presents contemporary, yet prudent architecture fitted in a living environment. The
design respects the project specifications, the proportionality of the buildings’ ground plans

and an emphasis on the ground-floor exteriors. The organization of the buildings’ ground plans
refers to the classical tradition. The building is a means for the creation of inspirational working
atmosphere. The main principle of the design lies in the equality of the arrangement of individual
floors, fairness in conditions, and openness and clear arrangement in the academic environment,
which should primarily serve its users, not impose “truths on them,” not force them to anything,
but which should at the same time represent space that supports concentration and boosts
morals and responsibility.
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Navrh ¢. 6 / Competition design no. 6

Eric Mesman, Ivo Jelinek
Amsterdam, NL

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Budova Biocentra je kompozici dvou podélnych hmot se dvéma na sebe kolmymi atrii, ktera maji
charakter verejného prostoru — ulice. Tyto ulice jsou pokracovanim systému komunikaci kam-
pusu. Jsou Zivoucim mistem, soucasti spole¢enského déni kampusu, mistem vzbuzujicim zajem

i inspiraci. Védecké prostory jsou navrzeny v podzemi a ve vyssich podlazich obou budov. Jejich
trojtraktova dispozice je ve strategickych bodech prerusena mustky propojujicimi obé hmoty.
Tyto mistky slouzi jako mista pro dialog a spolupraci.

Globcentrum je situovano ve svazitém terénu, ktery prechazi v park se vzrostlymi stromy.
Navrzenim nevédeckych prostor do prvnich dvou podlazi a otevienim jejich dispozic se budova
obraci smérem k parku. Srdcem budovy Globcentra je eliptické atrium. Jednotliva podlazi jsou
propojena schodistém, které je diky své velkorysé Sifce nejen komunikacni tepnou, ale i mistem
potkavani a konverzaci.

The Biocenter building consists of two longitudinal volumes with two perpendicular atriums in
the form of public space — a street. These streets follow up the system of roads on campus.
They are a living space, a part of social activities on campus, a place that awakens interest and
inspires. Research areas are placed in the basement and on the top floors of both buildings.
Their three-wing layout is broken up by bridges located in strategic spots which link both
volumes. These bridges serve as places for dialogue and cooperation.

The Globcenter is located on a sloping terrain that gradually turns into a park with full-grown
trees. Situating the non-research areas on the two first floors and opening up their layout allows

the building to face the park. An elliptical atrium is the heart of the Globcenter. Its floors are
linked through a staircase, whose generous width makes it not only a point of access but also
a place for people to meet and talk.




(130)



Navrh ¢. 7 / Competition design no. 7

Vit Kandl, Ludék Pienosil, Ivan Srom, Pavel Stépén,
Lubomir Benysek, Jifi Petlach, Miroslav Praxl

Praha, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Forma obou budov, tvorena Sestipodlazni vzhliru se stupnovité rozsifujici valcovou hmotou,
symbolizuje nejen soustfedéni védeckého vyzkumu, ale zaroven odrazi i zaméreni obou center.
Vnitini dvorany prostupujici celou budovou propojuji spolecensko-vyukové prostory s prosto-
rami pro védecky vyzkum. Vyrazné horizontalni pasy fasad jsou ze zrcadlového a fotovoltaické-
ho skla. Navrh garantuje racionalni a hospodarny provoz s maximalnim vyuzitim alternativnich
zdrojl energie.

The form of the two buildings, a six-story cylindrical volume widening upwards in tiers,
symbolizes the concentration of scientific research and reflects the specialization of both
centers. Inner halls which stretch through the buildings interconnect the social and educational
areas with those devoted to research. Distinctive horizontal bands on the fagades are made
from mirror and photovoltaic glass. This design guarantees rational and economical operation

with a maximum use of alternative energy resources.







Navrh ¢. 8 / Competition design no. 8
EHL & KOUMAR ARCHITEKTI

Lukas Ehl, Tomas Koumar, Jan Lankas, Jaroslav Malina, Ondrej Hlavaéek
Praha, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Moderni instituci vyzkumného a vzdélavaciho centra 21. stoleti chdpeme jako oteviené
prostredi vybizejici k setkavani a spolecné praci studentd, pedagogd a vyzkumnych pracovnikd
univerzity. Na ptdorysu velkorysého urbanismu kampusu Albertov navrhujeme dva svébytné
domy, které doplni a obohati stavajici strukturu o soudobou vrstvu. Racionalni charakter dom
tvori pevny ramec vnitfniho zivého organismu vyzkumného centra, reagujiciho na promény védy
a spolecnosti.

For us, a modern 21-century research and educational center creates an open environment
inviting the university’s researchers, teachers and students to meet and work together. We have
designed two distinctive buildings that will fit in the generous Albertov campus design, while
completing and enriching the historical development with a contemporary layer. The rational

nature of the buildings acts as a framework for the inner living organism of the research centers
responding to the changes in science and society.
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Navrh ¢. 9 / Competition design no. 9

re:architekti

Michal Kuzemensky, David Pavli$ta, Ondrej Synek, Jan Vlach, Ji¥ Zid,
Tomas Feistner, Zbynék Ransdorf
Praha, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Pro navrh je urcujici dispozi¢ni reSeni domd, které bude dostatecné flexibilni, bude se umét mé-
nit podle budoucich potreb, vnese do pozadavki skol rad a vytvori prehledny, dobre obyvatelny
ddm. Uvedené reSeni vychazi ze standardnich laboratornich usporadani, kdy pracovny védcd
priléhaji na fasadu a laboratore se zdzemim jsou ,,posunuty hloubéji do dispozice. Tento princip
umoznuje zmensit plochu fasad a vytvorit dispozici hlubokou az 45 m, ktera zaroven dosahuje
vysoké vnitrni flexibility.

The buildings’ layout is the design’s strong point as its flexibility will facilitate the layout’s changes
to reflect future needs, contribute order to the schools’ demands and create a clearly arranged,
easy to use building. This solution is based on a standard laboratory arrangement, in which the
researchers’ offices are situated alongside the buildings perimeter, while the laboratories and
their facilities are “pushed” further back into the layout. This principle allows for a smaller fagade
area and the layout of 45 m in depth, which at the same time offers high inner flexibility.
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Navrh ¢. 10 / Competition design no. 10

ATELIER 6

Radek Sima, Libor Cizek, Ondrej Moravec, Michal Nekola, St&pan Bratka,
Marek Blaha, Zdenék Svanda, Michal Cermék, Jifi Weiser, Petr Bures,

Jan Chalupa, Petr Baxa, Lubomir Uhlik

Praha, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Pri Uvaze o dvojici budov v historickém prostredi Prahy, v aredlu s vyraznymi rysy, vytvarejicimi

z ného samostatnou entitu v okolni zastavbé, nelze opomenout vyraznou historii danou pUso-
benim védcl, kteri zde pracovali, a udalostmi, které se zde odehraly. Navrh je proto zalozen na
provazanosti s kontextem, na zaclenéni do mista a na snaze nadale pokracovat ve vypravéni jeho
pribéhu soudobym jazykem. Koncepty obou navrzenych hmot jsou zalozeny na kontrastu nakla-
dani s vnitinim a vnéjSim prostorem: cerna — bila, jin — jang, nula — jedna.

When thinking about two buildings in the historical environment of Prague, in a complex with
prominent features that make it stand out as an independent entity within the surrounding
development, the distinctive history of the scientists who worked here and events that took
place here cannot be neglected. The design is therefore based on the interconnectedness with
the context, on its incorporation into the place and on an effort to continue telling its story in
contemporary language. The concepts of both designed volumes are based on the contrast

in handling the interior and exterior space: black — white, yin — yang, zero — one.







Navrh ¢. 11 / Competition design no. 11

Atelier M1 architekti

Pavel Joba, Jakub Havlas, Jan Hajek, Michal Tichy, Jakub Straka, Vojt&ch Saroun
Praha, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Kampus Albertov vyznadujici se stejnorodosti a Fadem je tfeba doplnit o dva nové ¢lanky z rodi-
ny poctivych a kvalitnich staveb. Nové hmoty by se svym tvaroslovim mély priblizit stavajici za-
stavbé. Navrh dba na ndvaznost na fimsy a unifikaci vyskové hladiny kampusu, pravidelny okenni
rytmus, tézky obvodovy plast, vnitfni atria, pfirozené vétrani — a tedy dostatek vzduchu —

a vyvazené vnitrni klima. Dale klade dlraz na soudobost reseni a propojeni parteru s uli¢nim
prostorem, na oziveni kampusu jako verejného prostoru a na vytvoreni stfednich zén budov
slouzicich k setkavani.

The Albertov Campus is characterized by homogeneity and order. Two new items shall be
added to the family of architecturally sound and high-quality buildings. The new volumes’
morphology should adhere to the existing development in the area. The design focuses on
respecting the existing cornices and the unification of the height of the campus, regular pattern
of windows, massive enclosing shell, inner atriums, natural ventilation, which ensures a sufficient
amount of air, and balanced interior climate. It also stresses the contemporary nature of the
solution and linking the ground floor with the street space, enlivening the campus as a public
space, and creating central zones in the buildings intended for people to meet.
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Navrh ¢. 12 / Competition design no. 12
Bogle Architects

lan Bogle, Viktorie Souckova
Praha, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Navrh Biocentra a Globcentra ma za cil dopInéni a obohaceni stavajiciho kampusu Albertov

o moderni nadcasové budovy, které budou slouzit i nasledujicim generacim. Obé stavby jsou
charakterizovany snahou o flexibilni usporadani vyzkumnych smérd, vzajemné propojenych ote-
vienymi a prosvétlenymi spolecenskymi prostory. Pfesto ma kazda z budov osobitou architektu-
ru inspirovanou naplini védeckého vyzkumu. Velky dliraz je kladen na snizeni provoznich naklad
a vyuziti technologii Setrnych k zivotnimu prostredi.

The Biocenter and Globcenter design strives to complement and enrich the existing Albertov
Campus with modern, timeless buildings, which will also serve future generations. Both buildings
are characterized by an effort to offer a flexible layout for research specializations, mutually
interlinked through open, skylit community areas. Despite this, each of the buildings features
unique architecture, inspired by the nature of the scientific research. The design also emphasizes
the reduction of operating costs and the use of environment-friendly technologies.




(142)



Navrh é¢. 13 / Competition design no. 13
ATELIER 8000

Martin Krupauer, Pavel Kvintus, Petr Jaksik, Andrej Kacera, Tomas Zavoral,

Michael Vojtéchovsky, Zuzana Tomkova, Martin Sedmak, Dominik Pleva, Vit Hanold,
Shota Pertenava, Zdenék Sendler, Vaclav Malina

Ceské Budéjovice, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Z racionality ortogonalniho univerzitniho areélu, z modularniho zékladu pracovnich bunék,
navrhujeme lapidarni elementarni rastr: prostorovou mrizku — naplnitelnou, adaptabilni, flexibilni.
Mrizka udava ramec a sjednocuje provozy Biocentra a Globcentra spole¢nym jmenovatelem.

In line with the orthogonal university complex and with the modular basis of working cells

we have designed a succinct, elementary grid: a 3D flexible grid that can be filled and adapted.
The grid serves as a framework and common denominator for the Biocenter’s and
Globcenter’s operations.
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Navrh ¢. 14 / Competition design no. 14
Znameni ¢tyr — architekti

Juraj Matula, Richard Sidej, Martin Tycar, Katefina Sebestova, Tomas Hanus
Praha, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Navrzena budova Biocentra nabizi novy potencial pro tzemi Kampusu Albertov, a to dokon-
Ceni kfizovatky Albertov — Votockova jako mista Ctyr narozi, doplnéni alejové tfidy ulice Albertov
jako reprezentacniho mista kampusu, vymezeni ulice Votockova a stabilizaci hran univerzitniho
arealu ze zdpadniho sméru a Upati priléhajiciho k zelenému svahu — kotliné Albertova. Budova
Globcentra predstavuje dokonéeni mista zcela v souladu s danou uliéni siti — s osou Purkynova
Ustavu — a zaroven umoziuje rozvoj nejrozsahlejsi parkové plochy kampusu s dobrou
dostupnosti.

The design of the Biocenter building offers new potential for the Albertov Campus area:

a completion of the Albertov—Votockova intersection as a four-corner area, completion of

the alley-style Albertov Street as a prestigious campus site, defining Votockova Street and the
stabilization of the edges of the university complex from the west and from the foot of the
green slope — Albertov hollow. The Globcenter building completes the area in line with the
existing street grid — along the axis of the Purkyné Institute — while allowing for the development
of the largest park area on the campus with easy access.
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Navrh ¢. 15 / Competition design no. 15
MS plan

Michal Sourek, Pavel H¥ebecky, Martin Studni¢ka, Alexandr Verner, Tomés Filgas
Praha, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Stavby dvou novych védeckovyzkumnych center Univerzity Karlovy navrhujeme jako kompaktni
celistvé a hutné hmoty, které se svym charakterem, celkovym rozlozenim, razenim objema i vys-
kovou hladinou podrizuji a prizplsobuji prostredi Kampusu Albertov. Odlehceni hmot vnitrni-
mi atrii, vstupnimi nikami a vyklenky fasad jsou odezvou na architekturu, typologii a tektoniku
historickych budov arealu. Vyraz novostaveb je cilené jednoduchy, ale kultivovany a nadéasovy.
Vyrazové prvky vysokého radu odkazuji na prestiz univerzity jako instituce presahujici svym
vyznamem hranice statu.

We have designed Charles University’s new research centers with compact and succinct
volumes, whose nature, general layout, arrangement of volumes and height are subordinated

to the Albertov Campus environment. The lightening of volumes through inner atria, entrance
niches and recesses in the fagades reflect the architecture and typology of the historical buildings
on the campus. The new buildings’ expression is purposefully simple, but at the same time
refined and timeless. The top-level means of expression refer to the prestige of the university as
an institution whose significance extends beyond national boundaries.
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Navrh ¢. 16 / Competition design no. 16
STUDIO AM

Ji¥i Kogtal, Jana Chmelova, Tomas Durdis, Alena Pichlova ,Monika Bielikov4, Martin Smidl
Praha, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Dostavba Kampusu Albertov obéma navrzenymi budovami disledné respektuje objemovou

a prostorovou skladbu historickych objektd v okoli, dodrzuje plvodni uli¢ni ¢aru a navazuje na
stavajici komunikaéni systém. Hmotové reseni obou objektd je limitovano maximalné efektivnim
dispozi¢nim rozvrzenim. Koncept je zalozen na logickém rozmisténi biomedicinskych a pfirodo-
védnych vyzkumnych smérd v hornich podlazich a na umisténi prednaskovych sald, poslucharen,
studoven a veskerych komunitnich prostor do parteru. Sjednocujicim prvkem obou budov je
velkorysy verejny prostor v parteru, ktery propojuje vizualné védeckou i vyukovou cinnost a defi-
nuje vnitrni usporadani.

The completion of the Albertov Campus through the designed buildings consistently respects
the volume and spatial composition of surrounding historical buildings, adheres to the original
street line and follows the existing system of roads. The volumes of both buildings are limited
by a highly efficient layout. The concept is based on the logical distribution of the biomedical
and scientific research disciplines on the top floors while placing lecture halls, classrooms,
study rooms and all community area on the ground floor. The generous public area on the
ground floor, which visually links the research and educational activities and defines the interior
arrangement, functions as a unifying element of both buildings.







Navrh ¢. 17 / Competition design no. 17
Aulik Fiser architekti

Jan Aulik, Gabriela Kralova, Jan Holub, Martin Ptacnik, Lucie Chroustova, Leo$ Horak
Praha, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Navrh obou objektd vychazi z myslenky kontrastu vnéjsiho a vnitrniho prostredi. Jejich vnéjsi
formy i jejich obalky jsou rigidni povahy a reaguji jak na exaktni vnitfni napln, tak na autentické
a silné okoli Albertova, do néhoz se domy chtéji svym vyrazem pfirozené vclenit. Cilem je do-
sahnout kontextualniho, tradi¢niho, a pfitom soudobého architektonického vyrazu vyznamnych
instituci. Vnitini prostory budov nabizi jedinecné, Clenité a diferencované prostredi, které svym
uzivatellm skyta prijemnou atmosféru pro praci, stfetavani i relaxaci.

The design of both buildings is based on the idea of contrasting the interior and exterior
environments. Their external forms and their shells are quite rigid in reaction to both the

exact inner content and the authentic and powerful surroundings of Albertova into which the
buildings’ expressions want to be naturally incorporated. The main goal is achieving a contextual,
traditional, yet contemporary architectural expression of the prominent institutions. The
interior areas offer a unique, segmented and differentiated environment, which affords its users

a positive atmosphere for work, social encounters and relaxation.
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Navrh ¢. 18 / Competition design no. 18
JIKA-CZ

Radek Polivka, Jakub Novotny, Jifi Slansky, Katefina Hon, Tomas Medek,
Jiri Vik, Jan Lemfeld, Jifi Kaplan, Roman Zahora, Jaroslav Pistora
Hradec Kralové, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Navrh novostaveb Globcentra a Biocentra vychazi z ortogonalni struktury reSeného Uzemi,
doplfuje historicky aredl hmotou ve shodné vyskové hladiné a navazuje na uli¢ni ¢aru. Hmotové
reSeni obou objektl pri tom vychazi primarné z jejich umisténi v uli¢ni siti. Architektura je zalo-
Zena na jasném konceptu objem( atriovych staveb s Zivou fasadou reaguijicich na okolni zastavbu.
Principem navrhu je soustfedovat plochy laboratofi do centra a plochy pracoven vné objekt(.

The design of the new buildings for the Globcenter and the Biocenter is based on the
orthogonal structure of the area, complements the historical complex with volumes of the
same height and follows the street line. The volume solution of both buildings is primarily
based on their position within the street grid. The architecture is based on a clear concept of
atrium-building volumes with lively fagades corresponding with the surrounding development.
The design strives to concentrate the laboratory areas in the center and the offices along the
buildings’ circumference.
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Navrh ¢. 19 / Competition design no. 19
ABM architekti

Petr Bouril, Tomas Vlasak, Vaclav Petrus, Barbora Blagoevova, Martin Burian,
Andrej Dvorak, Lukas Mrazik, Michal Pavlik, Pavel Suchy, Michaela Turkova
Praha, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Navrh dotvari dominantni urbanistickou strukturu Albertova. Do protikladu k dekorativismu
19. stoleti stavi ¢istotu a pravdivost formy. Sevrenost vnéjsi formy pri tom kontrastuje s tvaro-
vou bohatosti a transparentnosti vnitinich atrii. Jednoduchy vnéjsi tvar objektu clenény vysokym
radem okennich otvord dotvareji okenice z perforovaného plechu, které se skladaji v osténich

v témze materiadlovém provedeni.

The design completes the dominant structure of Albertov within the city. It contrasts the purity
and veracity of form with 19"-century decorativeness. The compactness of the exterior form
contrasts with the richness of forms and the transparency of the inner atriums. The simple
exterior shape of the building segmented through a high order of windows is complemented
with shutters made of perforated metal, which fold into the jamb of the same material.
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Navrh ¢. 20 / Competition design no. 20
Kuba & Pilar architekti

Ladislav Kuba, Tomas Pilar, Martin Klimecky, Tereza Novotna,
Dalibor Dvorak, Patrik Obr, Martina Pitakova
Brno, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Areal univerzitniho kampusu Albertov je vyjimecny méstskou blokovou strukturou své zastavby.
Tato pevna pravouhla osnova se stala vychodiskem navrhu hmotového reseni objektd Biocentra
a Globcentra — oba jsou zalozeny na racionalnim ptdorysu, linie jejich fasad presné navazuji na
uli¢ni fronty okolnich budov, a struktura zastavby se tak stava kompaktni a zahusténou. Biocent-
rum je tésnym shlukem téles rdznych vysek, Globcentrum je kompaktnim navrstvenim funkci.

The Albertov University Campus is exceptional for the structure of its development, built in
blocks. This firm orthogonal grid was the point of departure for the design of the volumes of
the Biocenter and Globcenter buildings. They are both based on a rational ground plan and their
fagades are accurately linked to the street line of the surrounding buildings, which makes the
structure of the development compact and dense. The Biocenter represents a tight cluster of
different-height solids, while the Globcenter symbolizes a compact layering of functions.
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Navrh é¢. 21 / Competition design no. 21

Ivan Ruller, Michal Sedlacek, Miroslav Korbicka, Petr Vrba
Brno, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Navrh vychazi z koncepce usporadani budov kolem vzdusnych atrii. Ta jsou jejich spolec¢nym
znakem, avSak svou rozdilnou barevnosti zaroven vyjadruji vnitfni odliSnost obou objektl. Dané
feSeni umoznilo vystacit s vySkou péti nadzemnich podlazi s ¢astecnym vyuzitim Sestého podlazi
na stfeSni zelené krajin€. Velkd pozornost je vénovana energeticky Uspornému Feseni, vytvoreni
kulturniho pracovniho prostfedi v interiérech budovy a vytvarnému pojeti exteriéru.

This design is based on the concept of buildings arranged around airy atriums. Atriums represent
a shared feature, however, thanks to the different color scheme, they are also the bearers of

the internal difference between the two buildings. The presented solution made do with five
above-ground stories, with a partial use of the sixth one on the green area of the roof. Great
attention was paid to the energy-saving solution of creating a cultivated working environment in
the buildings’ interiors and to the artistic rendition of exteriors.
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Navrh é¢. 22 / Competition design no. 22
rala, mackovi¢ architecture

Radek Lampa, Jan Mackovi¢, Tomas Krouzil, Toma$ Cirmaciu, Tomas Vorisek
Praha, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Zékladem navrhu je pevné urbanistické struktura Albertova s racionalni pravo(JhIou sitl' Dvé
bytova plocha, druha pak univerzitni park — oddychova a klidova plocha. Vstupm haly navrzenych
budov predstavuiji zivy verejny pobytovy prostor. Jsou vizudlné propojeny s exteriérem — tedy

s korzem a parkem — a skytaji vyhled na mytické navrsi VySehradu. Budovy jsou rozélenény do
dvou oddélenych svétd — védeckého, badatelského, Cistého, svétlého a neruseného, ktery je blize
k nebi, a verejného — studentského, Zivého a spolecensky otevrreného, ktery je blize k zemi.

The design is based on the solid structure of the Albertov complex, which forms a rational
orthogonal grid. The two main axes form the cross of the complex’s composition: the first being
the Albertov promenade, an area of access and residential space, while the other, the university
park, represents an area for relaxation. The entry halls of the buildings are lively, public spaces.
They are visually linked to the exterior, the promenade and park, and offer a view of the
mythical VySehrad hill. The buildings are divided into two separate worlds — the pure, light and
undisturbed world of research and science, which is closer to the sky, and the public — lively and
socially open environment for students, which is closer to the ground.
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Navrh é¢. 23 / Competition design no. 23
SIEBERT+TALAS, Mangado y asociados

Francisco Mangado Beloqui, Geronimo Bolzan, Juliana Damonte, Richard Kralovic,
Javier Perez Torrejon, Fernando Royo Naranjo, Nicola Cani, Juan Santorio
Bratislava, SK, Pamplona, ES

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

V ramci jednoho navrhu vznikly dvé samostatné budovy, které v kampusu funguiji jako unikatni
formalni a strukturalni jednoty. Zakladnim cilem bylo vytvofit jeden autenticky vstup do Uzemi
a dvé vzajemné souvisejici stavby, které se maji Cist jako celek respektujici povahu stavajiciho
kampusu. Ten je zakladni urbanni jednotkou a z{stava nadrazen kazdé individualni budové i pri-
padnému pokuseni navrhnout objekty odtazité od mista.

Two independent buildings were designed as part of a single design, which function as unique
formal and structural units within the campus. The architects strove to create one authentic
entrance to the area and two mutually related buildings which should be understood as a whole,
respecting the nature of the existing campus. The campus represents the basic urban unit that is
superordinate to each individual building as well as any temptation to design buildings that would
be foreign to the area.
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Navrh ¢. 24 / Competition design no. 24
A B.K.P.S.

Robert Bakyta, Martin Il. Kusy, Martin lll. Kusy, Maria Michali¢-Kusa, Pavol Panak,
Andrea Dilhoffova, Richard Kereskényi, Beata Panakova, Lukas RadoSovsky,
Martin Simonides, Jdlius Vass

Bratislava, SK

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Nové budovy jsou organizovany tak, aby kromé kvality jejich vnitFnich vazeb pfidaly k typu
prevazujicich uli¢nich prostord absentujici urbanni hodnotu prostranstvi ur¢eného pro pési.

Obé tematizuji charakteristické rysy pritomné v existujicim hodnotném souboru — uli¢ni hrany,
symetrickou osnovu a jeji naruseni, nadvori a jiné. Biocentrum nabizi spolecné centralni prostran-
stvi s menzou. Globcentrum zavrsuje kompaktni obrys souboru a reaguje na urcujici sousedstvi.
Dim takovéhoto poslani by mél byt vazny i vlidny zaroven.

The design of the new buildings, focusing on the quality of their mutual inner ties, also strives
to supplement the existing prevalent street space with the missing urban value of areas for
pedestrians. They both highlight the typical features of the existing valuable complex — street
lines, symmetrical grid and its disruption, inner courtyard and more. The Biocenter offers

a common central area with the university cafeteria. The Globcenter completes the compact
outline of the complex, responding to the determining surrounding area. A building playing this
role should be serious and welcoming at the same time.
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Navrh ¢. 25 / Competition design no. 25
ARCHITEKTI mikulaj & mikulajova

Juraj Mikulaj, Andrea Ambrovicova, Jana Matlovi¢ova, Radoslav Kurucz,
Jakub Zelenak, Veronika Palova
Bratislava, SK

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Zakladni principy fungovani védecko-vzdélavacich staveb, jako jsou flexibilita, samostatnost

a adaptabilita, plati od pocatku historie vystavby univerzit az do souéasnosti. Navrhovani stav-

by pro védecko-vzdélavaci instituci slouzi dvéma primarnim lidskym potiebam: prvni z nich je
touha po novych poznatcich — idealné presahujicich mezioborové hranice—, druhou pak vytvoreni
domovského zazemi a pocitu sounalezitosti pro védce. Architektura aktivné vstupuje do procesu
védeckého badani a vytvari pro né optimalni podminky.

The basic principles for the functioning of scientific and research buildings, such as flexibility,
independence and adaptability, have held true since the beginnings of university buildings’
construction to the present day. Designing a building for a scientific and research institution
serves two primary human needs: the first being the longing for new knowledge, ideally
surpassing the borders separating individual disciplines, and the other representing the creation
of facilities where scientists would feel at home and experience the sense of togetherness.

Architecture thus actively joins the process of scientific research, creating optimum conditions.
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Navrh ¢. 26 / Competition design no. 26

Tomas Beranek, Michal Gabas, Jan Jirsak, Eva Smazilova
Praha, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION
Urbanisticka koncepce navrhu je zaloZena na strukture stavajici zastavby univerzitniho kampusu,
ktery je tvoren honosnymi palacovymi objekty. Jedna se o domy velkorysého méfitka, které jsou
zcela jasné a precizné usazeny do pldorysu Uzemi a tvori kompaktni celek.

Tuto charakteristiku prebiraji i navrzené ,palace” Biocentra a Globcentra, které typologicky
odkazuji k okolni zastavbé a dopliuiji jiz témér sto let nedokonceny univerzitni kampus.

Budovy Biocentra a Globcentra jsou navrzeny jako dva velkorysé atriové domy navazuijici
svou velikosti a vySkou na stavajici strukturu mista.

The concept of the design is based on the structure of the existing university campus
development, which consists of splendid palatial buildings. These buildings, generous in size,
form a compact whole, being clearly and precisely set in the area’s ground plan.

This feature has also been adopted for the “palaces” of the Biocenter and the Globcenter,
whose typology refers to the surrounding development and completes this university campus
after almost one hundred years.

The Biocenter and Globcenter buildings have been designed as two generous buildings with
atriums, whose size and height respect the existing structure of the place.
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Navrh ¢. 27 / Competition design no. 27
Vladimir Pacek, Eliska Havlikova,

Katerina Fajkusova, Jan Lacina, Pavel Stritesky
Brno, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Biocentrum a Globcentrum jsou moderni univerzitni budovy navrzené v kontextu unikatniho
univerzitniho Kampusu Albertov jako centra multioborové, tvirdi a inspirativni synergie. Obé
budovy jsou koncipovany v duchu filozofie energeticky, investi¢né a provozné Setrnych domd

s dlirazem na kvalitu vnitfniho i vnéjsiho prostredi. Navrzené reseni je vysledkem procesu opti-
malizace provedeného na zakladé urbanistickych, architektonickych, provoznich, spolecenskych,
ekologickych a ekonomickych pozadavkd.

The Biocenter and the Globcenter are modern university buildings designed in the context

of the unique Albertov Campus as centers of interdisciplinary, creative and inspirational
synergy. Both buildings were designed in line with the philosophy of energy, cost and operations
efficient buildings with an emphasis on the quality of both the inner and exterior environment.
The proposed solution is the result of an optimization based on city-planning, architectural,
operations, social, environmental and economic demands.
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Navrh ¢. 28 / Competition design no. 28

Zdenék Zavrel, Hana Seho, Petr Ulrich,
Martina Urbanova, Marek Vilasek, Krystof Vicherek
Praha, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Vychodiskem navrhu je transparence a optimalni atmosféra pro soustiedéni i setkavani. Citel-
nost, jasna orientace a propojeni interiéru a exteriéru jsou zakladni vyrazové prostiedky, jimiz
dosahujeme zminénych kvalit. Z hlediska urbanismu cti navrh uli¢ni a blokovou koncepci Alber-
tova. Vstupy jsou vedeny z korza prfed Hlavovym Ustavem. GaradZze jsou umistény pod piazzettu
objektll. Kompaktni blok Biocentra je koncipovan jako maximalné prehledny ,,ddim v domé*.
Globcentrum je srdcem celého kampusu tvorenym sestavou Sesti vézi, vertikalnich prostor

a centralni haly. Energetické reseni je zalozeno na kompaktnich hmotach, maximalnim vyuziti
denniho svétla na pracovistich, prirozeného vétrani, sklenikového efektu a alternativnich zdrojd
energil.

The key concept is transparency and optimum atmosphere for concentration and

people’s meeting. Transparency, clear orientation and the interlinking of the interior and
exterior are the main means of expression that help us achieve these qualities. The design
respects the street and block concept of Albertov. Entrances are oriented towards the
promenade outside the Hlava Institute. Parking lots are located under the building’s “square.”

The Biocenter’s compact block was designed as a clearly arranged “house within a house.” The
Globcenter, representing the heart of the campus, consists of six towers, vertical areas and

a central hall. The energy solution is based on compact volumes, maximum use of daylight in
offices and facilities, natural ventilation, the greenhouse effect and alternative energy sources.
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Navrh ¢. 29 / Competition design no. 29

Pel¢ak a partner

Petr Pelcak, Michaela Brychtova, Pavel Dvorak, Jan Foltynek, Jan Pech, Petr Uhrin,
David Vahala, Miroslava Zadrazilova, Josef Filipéik, Martin Gluckselig, Ondrej KoSina,
Vaclav Malina, Jifi Sklenar, Pavel Vdovec

Brno, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Charakter Kampusu urcuje velikost a podoba budov. Progresivni jadrova typologie s atriem,
uskupeni mistnosti do celkl dle funkci, zonovani podlazi a jejich vertikalni skladba prinasi flexibili-
tu a Usporu ploch. Kompaktni objem, malé proskleni, hmotné fasady a alternativni zdroje energii
zlevnuji provoz. Shodny kontext i funkce zakladaji totozny koncept, rozdilna mista pak rdznou
podobu staveb. Formou, materialitou i detailem jde o budovy, které maji ¢as na své strané.

The nature of the Campus is determined by the buildings’ size and appearance. The progressive
typology with a centrally located atrium, the arrangement of halls into units based on their
functions, the floor zoning and their vertical content, all allow for flexibility and economical

use of space. The compact volume, limited fenestration, robust fagades and alternative energy
sources help reduce the operating costs. An identical context and function are the basis of an

identical concept, while the different locations determine the buildings’ differing form. The form,
materials and details make these buildings timeless.
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Navrh é. 30 / Competition design no. 30

=ER=, CENTROPROJEKT GROUP

Radek Martisek
Praha, Zlin, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Biocentrum je rozdéleno do dvou objemi v pidorysném tvaru dvou pismen ,,U*. Vétsi ¢ast je

v celé plose podsklepena. Globcentrum je ve vyssich podlazich v pddorysném tvaru pismene
,U". Konstrukéné se jedna o Zelezobetonovy nosny skelet s bezpravlakovymi stropnimi deskami.
Fasada je dvouplastova s regulovanym klimatem v meziprostoru a stfechy jsou ozelenéné.
Budova vyuziva obnovitelné zdroje energie a je navrzena v tfidach energetické naro¢nosti A.

The Biocenter is divided into two U-shaped volumes. The larger part includes a basement
under the entire building. The higher floors of the Globcenter feature a U-shaped layout.
The construction consists of a ferroconcrete, load-bearing skeleton with flat plate slabs. The
double-shell facade allows for regulating the climate in between them, while the roofs are

planted with greenery. The building utilizes renewable energy sources and belongs to the
A class of energy consumption.
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Navrh é¢. 31 / Competition design no. 31
ATELIER RAW

Tomés Rusin, Ivan Wahla, Bofivoj Capak, Tereza Hatlova, Nina Li¢kova,
Richard Suka¢, Viadimir Sobich
Brno, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Kompozice navrhu je zaloZzena na dvou pribuzné fesenych univerzitnich budovach. Spolecnym
motivem jsou shora prosvétlené vnitini dvorany umoziujici spolecenska a pracovni setkani. Na
fasadach se uplatiuji vyrazné plochy cerveného cihelného zdiva lemujici zavésené bilé ocelové
povrchy s velkymi okny. Robustnost a pravidelné rozvrzeni budov prispiva k jejich nad¢asovému
starnuti a zaroven k nizkym provoznim nakladim.

The project is based on two similarly designed university buildings. Inner courtyards, utilizing
natural light from above, represent a shared element and serve for social and work-related
gatherings. The facades feature distinct areas of red brick, skirting the hung white steel surfaces
with large windows. The robustness and regular layout endows the buildings with timelessness
and contributes to low operating costs.
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Navrh ¢. 32 / Competition design no. 32
SIAL architekti a inzenyri

Ji¥i Bugek, Iva Maté&jovska, Helena Hlavkova, Vit Sramek, Josef Franc, Daniel Riick
Liberec, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Unikatni charakter Albertova — bloky, aleje, vinice a vyhled na VySehrad — povazujeme za pod-
statny a dlleZity aspekt, ktery je nutné nasledovat a soucasné posilit. Zakladni koncept Biocentra
i Globcentra je tvoren pevnym domem s vysokym radem. Maximalni flexibilita pddorysu s pevny-
mi jadry ponechava prostor pro zmény v ¢ase i ve vyvoji obor(. Srdcem domu se stava kaskado-
vité stoupajici atrium s hornim dennim osvétlenim, které je mistem interakce, synergie meziobo-
rového vyzkumu i meeting pointem.

Albertov’s unique nature — blocks of buildings, alleys, a vineyard and a view of Vysehrad —
forms a significant aspect that has to be followed and enhanced. The basic concept of the
Biocenter and the Globcenter consists of a solid building with a grand order. The ground
plan’s high flexibility with firm centers allows for changes reflecting the progression of time and
the development of the disciplines. The cascaded atriums, allowing for natural lighting from up
top and serving as places of interaction, interdisciplinary research and a meeting point, are the
heart of the building.
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Navrh ¢. 33 / Competition design no. 33
Grido, architektura a design

Peter Sticzay-Gromski, Juraj Kovac, Jan Majersky, Miroslav Marendiak, Peter Bohus
Praha, CZ

ANOTACE /| ANNOTATION

Navrhované objekty zUstavaji svym charakterem vérné méstu i kampusu — nechtéji se vydélovat
ani designem, ani méritkem. Na rozdil od svych starsich sousedl se vSak svou strukturou ote-
viraji okolnim ulicim, méstu a lidem. Stavaji se doslova vykladni skfini Univerzity Karlovy. Jejich
interaktivni parter nahradil bosované piano nobile historickych budov. Jejich oteviend kompozice
laka ke vstupu. Véda se stava hrou. Otevrené atrium zalité zapadnim sluncem akumuluje energii
a prosvétluje spolecensko-akademické prostory serazené kolem néj. Ambit dynamicky traktova-
ny nosnymi konstrukcemi statickych podpér ziskava nové poslani.

The nature of the designed buildings respects the city and campus — they are not intended

to stand out in design or size. Unlike their older neighbors, however, their structure opens

up to the surrounding streets, city and people. They literally become a Charles University
showcase. Their interactive ground floor has replaced the rusticated main floor of the historical
buildings. Their open ground plan attracts people to enter. Science has become a game. The
open atrium, filled with the setting sun, accumulates energy and brightens up the surrounding
community and academic areas. The gallery, dynamically segmented by the load-bearing
structures of static supports, has acquired a new role.
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