
MINUTES NO. I

of the meetings ofthejury, appointed by Order No. PC36-827l 16.05.2019, amcnded by Order No. PC36-
917103.06.2019 of the Rector of the University of Medicine - Sofia for reviewin& evaluation and ranking
of the competition designs in the public competition for concept architectural design of a six-storey
academic and administrative BuildinS and Rector's Office ofthe University ofMedicine - Sofi4 as well as

Dean's Office of the Faculty of Medicine at the University of Medicine, Faculty of Public Health at the
University of Medicine - Sofia" ConSress Cente and Underground GaraSe, number in the Public
Procuements Register: 0039E-2019-0002 and Buyer's profile 6ddress: h!@sfbllly2xguylB

I. On 03.06.2019, at 10:00 in Room No.6 on the 12 /twelfth,/ floor of the administrative
building ofthe National Centre of Public H€alth alld Analyses, us€d by the University of Medicine - sofia

- Rector's Office, thejury commenced its work, pursuant to Order No. PC36-t27l16.05.2019, amended by
Order No. PC36-917/03.06.2019 for reviewinS and evaluation of the designs, submitted within the
comPetition.

IL The session was attended by all members of the jury, appointed by Order No. PC36-
827116.05.2019, amended by Order No. PC36-917/03.06.2019 ofthe Rector ofthe UniveBity of Medicine
- Sofia with respect to the aforesaid comp€tition, as follows:

l. CIIAIRMAN: Arch. Lino Bianco (Malt!) - architect
AND MEMBERS:
2. Arch. lvsylo Petkov (BulSaria) - architect - r€prcsentttive ofthe Chahber ofArchitects in
Bulgariq
3, Arch. Nadezhda Futekova (Bulgaria) - architect - representative ofthe Union ofArchitects in
Bulgaria;
4. Eng. Dobrin Neshev - sEuctural ensineer "lndustrial and Civil Enginecring" - Head ofthe
"Capital Construction" Depaltfient at the University ofMedicine - SoIia - Rector's Office;
5. Corresponding Member Prof. Dr. lvan Mitov, MD - Dean ofthe Faculty ofMedicine at tIrc
University ofMedicine - Sofia;
6. Prof. Magdalena Aleksandrova, MD - Deputy Deon of the Faculty of Public Health at the
University of Medicine - Sofia;
7. Mariela cinzerova - Chief t*gal Adviser ofthe University of Medicine - Sofia-Rector's Office;
t. Violina Stefanova - trwyer;
9, Assoc. Prof. Dimitar Bulanov - Deputy Dean ofthe Faculty ofMedicine at the University of
Medicine - Sofia

According to art. 90 para. 6 of the lmplementing Rules to the Public Procurement Act,{RPP, the
Chairman and all memb€$ ofthejury, by means ofa bilaterally signed report ofacceptance, rcceived iiom
the officials, ensuring anonymity of the participanb, l0 /!erv competitive designs randomly cwhered for
anonymity with numbe$ ranging fiom No. I to No. 10. The jury slso received fiom the officials the sealed
non-transparent envelope, containing the list, as per an. 90, pam. 5 Implementing Rules to the Public
Procurement Act /[RPPA./.

Each of the memberc of the jury, appointed by Order No. PC36-827l16.05.2019, amended by Order
No. PC36-917l03.06.2019 of the Rector of the Univercity of Medicine - Sofi4 was provided with the
competition documentation of the Public Competition for concept architectural design for a six-storey
academic and administrative Building and Rector's Office ofthe University of Medicine Sofia, as well as
Dean's Omce of the Faculty of Medicine at the University of M€dicine, Faculty of Public Health at the
University of Medicine - Sofia, Con$ess Centre snd UndergrouDd Garage.

The Chairman of the jury received the competition documentation for the aforesaid projecr, in
English.

The Chairman and each and ev€ry membcr of the jury completed and signed declarations for
compliance with the requircments of ai. E0, para. 7, sentence two ofthe PPA and art. 88, para. 3 of the
IRPPA,



The jury commenced the revie*in8 and evaluation oflhe submitted designs.

The Chairman and the members of the jury discussed the matteE and issues, rcgarding the procedurc
and the method ofevaluation, compilation and pres€ntation, as well as the final Enking ofthe competition
designs. It was decided that all members ofthe jury would independenfly review the competition designs,
and then these would be discuss€d. All designs were reviewed ard discussed by the members of the jury,
and thus the work for the day was completed and The Chairma, ofthejury scheduled the next session to
Iale place on 04.06.2019 at l0:00 a.m.

On (H.06.2019 rt 10:00 r"e. the jury commenced the reviewiDg of the designs snd completed the
verification oftheir conformity with lhe pre-announced terms and conditions, as set out in the competition
documentation, including, technical terms of reference - Schedule No. 6 in SECTION Vll. GUIDELINES
FOR THE SUBMISSION OF THE COMPETITION DESlcN, startinS work on the competition desiSns
ftom No. I to No. 10.

A. RegrrdiDg DESIGN No. I
Witb rcap€ct to the docuDeots submitled:

The following docuhents were submitted:
1. Album with graphical and toxt appendixes, pap€r format A3 coDtaining the following:

. Concept description;

. DesiSn explanation also including explanatory notes on the following pans ofthe desigr:
sttuctures,

electricity systems,

HVAC,
Water-Supply and Sewerage,

park design
. graphical appendixes in suitable scales:

/ Situation, scale 1:1000, showing the location ofthe building the contact areas and appro.ches
ard rhe roofplan;

r' Premises distribution at level +0.00, scale t:200;
r' Two fiagments ofthe facade;
/ Two layouts, clarifuing the c.ncept;
r' Two 3D visualizations ofth€ main entance space exterio.s;
r' Premises distibution at level-3.60 and at level +2t.00;
/ facades ofthe building - South and North, scale 1:200;
7 Premises distribution at level +3.50 aDd +7.00, scale l:200
/ Cross sections: C-C and D-D, scsle l:200
r' Prcmises disribution at level +14.00 aDd lev€l +10.50 level +17.00, scsle l:200,
r' Cross scctions: A-A aDd B-B, scale l:200
/ lnterior perspectives - 5 pcs.
/ Premises distribution: at level+21.00 atrd level +24.50, scale l:200
/ facades of the building - Easr and west 1:200

. Other aooendixes: Situation plan, Layouts, clarirying the concept in the following parts: light,
stsuctual plan ofthe building, partial cross section ofa hall, general structural solutions,
layouts for the "HVAC" pan, additional exterior and interior visualizations

Table ofthe floor areas ofall interior prcmises and exterior *eas (including greenery), total floor area
of the project and estimated consbuction cost. (Schedule TZ-5). The specified total floor ares falls
within the limits, set by the Contncting Authority.

Specified estimated construction cost BGN 35 322 600

2. 5 desigr prBeotrtioo bo.ds dicplsyitrg tbe followiDg grsphic.l sppeDdites:
Board No. I i

. Situation, sc6le I : I 000 showinS the location of the building, the contact areas and approsches
and the roof plan

. Premises distribution at levela0.00, scsle l:200



Board No.

Board No.

Board No.

Board No.

Two fragments ofthe facade
Two layouts, clarirying lhe concept
Two 3D visualizations ofthe main entxance space - €xteriors
2l
Premises distribution at level -3.60 and at level +2E.00
facades ofthe building South and North, scale l:200

3l
Premises dishibution at level +3.50 and +7.00, scale 1:200
Cross sections: C-C and D-D, scale l:200
4'.

Premises distribution at level +14.00 and level +10.50 level +17.00, scale 1:200,
Cross sectioDs: A-A and B-B, scale l:200
Interior perspectives - 5 pcs.
5:
Premises distribution: at level +21.00 and level+24.50, scale 1:200

facades ofthe building East and West 1:200

Any and all documents, requested by the Contracting Authority as part of the competition design

were properly submifted. The jury decided that the submitted competiion design is in conformity with the

terms and conditions, specified by the ContractinS Authority with respect to the availability of the

requested documents and admits the competition design to evaluation.

B. RegardiDg DESIGN No. 2.
With resp€ct to the docuD€nts submitrted:

The following documents were submitted:
l. Album wilh graphical and text appendixes, paper format A3 contarning the following:

. graphical appendixes in suitable scales:
/ SituatioD, scale 1:500 showing the location ofthe building, the contact areas and approaches.
/ Layout of building's structure
r' 3D visualization 2 pcs. exterior
/ 3D visualization t Fragment facade
/ Premises distribution at the gound floor itr scale I :200
/ Facades ofthe building - 4 pcs., scsle 1:200
/ Facade visualizations - 4 pcs.
r' Premises distribution: Second floor, scale I :200, Roof plan , Plan - level minus two , plan -

level minus one, scale l:250
/ Premises disfibutioD: Plan - third floor, plan fourth floor, fifth floor and sixth floor, scale t:250
r' Crcss sections: 4 pcs., scale 1:200 and 4 exterior perspectives
/ Other appendixes: none

. Table ofthe floor areas ofall interior premises and €xterior areas (including geenery), total floor area
of the project and estimated constuction cost. (Schedule TZ5) The specified total floor area falls
within the limits, set by the Contracting Authority.

Specified estimated construction cost BGN 3E 000000

1. 5 d6ign presenlrtioD borrds displaying the folowiDg graphicrl appendixes:
Board No. 1:

' Situation, scale 1:500 showing the location ofthe building, the contact areas and approaches
. Layout ofbuilding's shuctule
. 3D visualization - 2 pcs. extedor
. 3D visualization - 1 Fragment facade

Boad No. 2:
. Premises distribution at the ground floor in scale 1:200
. Facades ofthe building - 4 pcs., scale l:200
' Facade visualizations - 4 pcs.

Board No. 3:
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. Premises distribution: Second floor, scale l:200, Roofplan, Plan - level minus two, plan -
levelminus one, scale 1:250

Board No. 4:
. Premises distribution: Plan - third floor, plar fourth floor, fifth floor and sixd floot scale

1i250
Board No. 5:

' Cross sections: 4 pcs., scale 1:200 and 4 exlerior perspectives
. Other appendixes: none

The jury determined lhat Design No. 2 was not accompanied by the following documeDts
Concept,
Explanatory notes on all parts
Visualization of the foyer
visualization ofthe Aula Maxima.

C. RegardiDg DESIGN No. 3
The following documents were submitted:

1. Album with graphical and text appeDdixes, paper fomat A3 coDtaining the following:
. Concept description;
. Design explanation including and explanatory Dotes on the following parts ofthe design:

sfuctules,
electricity systems,
HVAC, Water-Supply and SeweEge,
park design

. graphical appendixes in suitable scales:
r' Four facades, scale 1:200;
/ Perspective--exterior:y' Concept;
/ Premises dishibution: level+30.00 , scale 1:200;
/ Cross sections: 4 pcs., scale I :400 two thrcugh staircases;
/ Interior perspective ofthe Aula Maxima and foyer 2 pcs.;
r' Detail - pavements and detail - suspended facade;
/ Situation: scale 1i2000 and scale t:500 twopcs., showing the location ofthe buildin& the

contact areas and approaches;
r' Premises distribution: level - 3.50 in scale 1:200 and level -7.00, scale l:200;
r' Premises disnibution: level +0.00, scale 1:200 and level +6.00, scale 1:200;
/ lnterior percpectives - 3 pcs. - Restauran! Rector's office and academic couDcil;
/ Premises distribution: level +12.00, sc6le l:200 level +16.50, scale l:200level +21.00, scale

1:200level +25.50, scale l:200;y' Other appendixes: Economicjustification ofthe photovoltaic facades and roof;
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The submitted competition design is incomplete, according to the pre-announced competition terms and
conditions (terms of reference in the part, as per Schedul€ No. 6, Section VlI. Guidelines for the
submission ofthe compelilion design), and therefore it is not eligible for evaluation.

With view of the determined non-conformities and missing documents, enclosed to competition
design No.2 thejury decided that competition design No. 2 is ineligible within the meaning ofitem 25, g 2
of the Additional Provisions to the PPA, and did not admit it to evaluation, by virtue of art. 107, item 2(a)
ofthe PPA, it proposed to the Contracting Authority to eliminate fiom the competition for: "SIX-STOREY
ACADEMIC AND ADMINISTRATTVE BUILDING AND RECTOR'S OFFICE OF THE UNIVERSITY
OF MEDICINE SOFIA, AS WELL AS DEAN'S OFFICE OF THE FACULTY OF MEDICINE AT
THE UNIVERSITY OF MEDICINE, FACULTY OF PUBLIC HEALTH AT THE UNIVERSITY OF
MEDICINE - SOFIA, CONGRESS CENTRE AND UNDERGROIJND GARAGE', the participant, who
has submifted competition design No. 2.



Table ofthe floor areas ofall interior premises and exterior areas (including geenery), total floor area
of the project and estimated construction cost. (Schedule TZ-5) The specified total floor area falls
within the limits, set by the Contracting Authority.

Specified estimated construction cost: BGN 36 900 000

2. 5 desigD presentation boards, displaying the following gaphical appendixes:
Board No. l:

. Four facades, scale 1:200

' Perspective exterior
. CoDcept

Board No. 2:

' Premises distribution: level+30.00, scale 1:200;
. Cross sections: 4 pcs., scale 1:400 two throuSh staircases,
. lnterior perspective ofthe Aula Maxima and foyer - 2 pcs.;
. Detail - pavements and detail - suspended facade;

Board No. 3:
. Situation: scale 1:2000 and scale 1:500 iDcluding aad roofplan - two pcs..
. Premises distribution: level -3.50 in scale 1:200 and level -7.00, scale l:200

Bo6rdNo.4:
' Premises distribution: level + 0.00, scale 1:200 and level +6.00, scale 1:200
. Interior perspectives - 3 pcs. - Restaurant , Rector's Office and Academic Council HaIl

Board No. 5:
. Premises distribution: level +12.00, scale l:200, level +16.50, scale l:200, l€vel+21.00, scale

| :200, level +25.50, scale 1:200

Any and all documents, requested by the Contracting Authority as part ofthe competition design

were properly submjtted. The jury decided that the submitted competition design is in conformity with the
tems and conditions, specified by the Contoacting Authority with respect to the availability of the
requested documents and admits the competition design to evaluation.

D. R€g.rding DESIGN No. 4
The following documents werc submitted:

1. Album with graphical and text appendixes, paper fomat A3 coDtaining the following:
. Concept description
. Desigl explanation including and explanatory notes on the following parts ofthe design:

structures,

electricity systems,

HVAC,
Water-Supply and Sewerage,
park design

. graphical appendixes iD suitable scales:
/ Roofplan, scale l:200
/ Premises distribution level -l and level -2, scale 1:200
/ Interior percpective - View towards the Aula Maximay' Layouts for plan flexibility ofthe lecturiDs halls - 4 pcs.y' Situation: scale 1:500 and scale 1:2000 contact areas and approaches.
r' Premises distribution: level 1, level 2 and level 3, scale 1:200
/ Interior perspective view towards the Aula Maxima lecturing chair
/ Premises distributionr level4, level 5 and level 6, scale 1:200y' Interior pe$pectives - 4 pcs. and two hand-drawn layouts of the Aula Maxima
r' Facades ofthe building - 4pcs., scale 1:200y' two facade fragments - scale 1:50y' Axonometric view - 6 pcs.y' Fragments ofwall material - 4 pcs.
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Table ofthe floor areas ofall interior premises and exterior areas (including greenery), total floor arca

of the project and estimated construction cost. (Schedule TZ-5) The specified total floor area falls
within the limits, set by the Contracting Authority.

Specified estimated constuction cost: BGN 37 626 060

2. Five d€sigtr presenlatior boards, displayiDg the followitrg grrpbicrl rppetrdixes:
Boad No. li

. Roofplan, scale 1:200

. Premises distribution level -1 and level -2, scale 1:200

. lnterior perspective - View towards the Aula Maxima

. Layouts for plan flexibility ofthe lecturing halls 4 pcs.

BoardNo. 2:
. Situation: scale 1 :5 00 and scale 1:2000 contact areas and approaches.
. Premises distribution: level l, level 2 and level3, scale l:200
. Interior perspective - View towards the Aula Maxima lecturing chair

Board No. 3:
. Premises distribution: level 4, level 5 and level 6, scale 1:200
. lnterior perspectives - 4 pcs. and two hand-drawn layouts ofthe Aula Maxima

Board No. 4:
. Facades ofthe building 4 pcs., scale l:200
. two facade fiagments - SCALE l:50
. Axonometric view - 6 pcs.
. Fragments of wall material - 4 pcs.

Board No. 5:
. Cross sections -4 pcs., scale 1:200 two ofthem - through staircases.
. Perspectives - extenor 2 pcs.
. Hand-drawr sketches 4 pcs..

Any and all documeDts, requested by the Contracting Authority as part of the competition desiga

were properly submitted. The jury decided that the submitted competition design is in conformity with the
terms and conditions, specified by the Contracting Aufiority with respect to dre availability of the
rcquested documents and admits the competitioD desigD to evaluation.
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/ Cross sections - 4 pcs., scsle 1:200 two ofthem - though staircases.
/ Perspectives-extedor-2 pcs.
/ Hand-drawn sketches-4 pcs..
r' Concept for the materials
r' Concept for enerry €fficiency

E. Regarding DESIGN No. 5
The following docurnents were submitted:

1. Album with gaphical and text appendix€s, paper format A3 containing the following:
. Concept description;
. Design explanation including and explanatory notes on the following parts ofthe design:

stuctures,
elechicity systems,
HVAC,
Water-S upply and Sewerage,
park design

. gaphical appendixes in suitable scales:
/ Situation, scale l:500 c contact areas and approaches and .oofplan.
r' Exterior peaspectives - 3 pcs.
y' Concept graphics and text
r' Premises distribution: level -3.20 and level -6.40 in scale l:200



/ Cross sections - 2 pcs., scale l:200
/ Harddraw! interior skclch - 4 pcs.
r' Premises distribution: level +0.00, level +7.50, level +10.00 in scale 1:200
r' hteriorperspectives-2pcs. one of the Aula Maxima
r' Facade fragment, scale I:100 4pcs.

r' Premises distibutioni level+15.00 and l€vel +19.00 in scale l:200y' Cross s€ctions: two ofthem through staircases, scale l:200
/ Situation: In sppropriate scale 1:500 andor 1:1000, showing the position ofthe building,

contact areas and approaches.
r' Premises distribution: level+23.00 and level +27.00, scale l:200
r' All facades ofthe building, scale t:200
r' Other appendixes: Conceptual layouts ofthe context

Table ofthe flooa areas ofall interior premises snd exterior areas (including greenery), total floor aEa
of the project ard estimated construction c.st. (Schedule TZ-5) The specified total floor area falls
within the limis, set by the Contacting Authority.

Specified estimated constsuction costi BGN 36 206 400

Any and all documents, requested by the Conhacting Authority as part of the competition desiSn
were properly submitted. The jury decided that the submitted competition design is in conformity with the
terms and conditions, specified by the CoDtracting Authority with respect to the availability of the
requested documents and admits the competitioD desigD to evaluation.

F. Reg.rdiDg DESIGN No. 6
The following documents were submitted:

l. Album with graphical and text appendixes, paper formal A3 containing the following:
. Concept description
. DesigD explanation including and explanatory notes on the followinS parts ofthe desig!

structures,
electricity systems,
HVAC,
Water-Supply and Sewerage,
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2. 5 design presentation boards, displaying the following graphical appendixes:
Boad No. l:

. SituatioD, scsle l:500 c contact arels and appoaches and roofplan.

. Exteriorperspectives--3 pcs.

. CoDc-ept - gnphics and text
Board No.2:

. PreDises disEibution: level -3.20 and level -6.40 in scale l:200

. Cross sections - 2 pcs., scale l:200

. Hsnd-drawn iDterior sketch - 4 pcs.

Board No. 3:
. Premises distribution: level 40.00, level +7.50, level +10.00 in scale 1:200
. InteriorpeNpectives-2pcs. one ofthe Aula Maxima
. Facade fragment scale l:100 - 4 pcs.

Board No.4:
. Premises distribution: level +15.00 atrd level +19.00 in scale l:200
. Cross sectioDs: two of them through staircrses, scale I :200

Board No. 5:
. Situation: In approp.iate scale l:500 atrd/or l:1000, showing the position oflhe building,

coDtact &eas and approaches.
. hemises distibution: level +23.00 atrd level +27.00, scale l:200
. Allfacades ofthe building, scale l:200



Table of the floor areas of all interior pr€mises aDd exterior areas (including greenery), total
floor area of the project and estimated constuction cost. (Schedule TZ-5) The specified total
floor area falls within the limits, set by the ContactiDg Authority.

Specified estimated cons&uction cost BGN 38 000 000

2. 5 deligD prB€otrtioo bo.ds dtuplsying the folowing grephicd rppeDdirell
Board No. l:

. lnterior - main foyer and interior foyer Aula Maxima

. Perspective facade South-East

. Premises distribution: level l,level 2,scrle l:200

. Cross sections: lighting opening - circulatory system
Boaid No. 2:

. Prcmises distibution: level - I and level -2, sc-ale I :200

. Situation in scale l:1000, showiog the positioD ofthe building, contact ar€as and sppronches.
Roof plan

. PeEpective vi€w from the West - green square

Board No. 3:
. hemises distribution: lev€13 and level4 in scale l:200
. Cross-section, scale l:200 through a staircase
. Interioa p€Npective main foycr and Aula Maxima perspective
. Persp€ctive view centalentsnce

Board No.4:
. Premises distribution: level5 and level 6 in scale l:
. Perspective view South-East

Board No. 5:
. All f.cades of lhe building - facade West facade North, facade South, scale I :200
. Cross sections: two cross-sections, one ofthem though steps

' Two f&cade fragments
. Concept clarification layouts

Any and all documents, requested by the Contracting Authority as part of the competition design

were properly submitted. Thejury decided that the submitted competition design is in conformity with the
terms and conditions, specified by the Contracting Authority with respect ro the availability of the
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park desiSn
graphical sppendixes in suitable scales:
. Interior - main foyer and interior foyer Aula Maxima
. Perspective facade South-East
. Premises distribution: level l, level 2 , scale l:200
. Cross sections: lighting opening - circulatory system
. Premises distribution: level -l and level -2, scale l:200
. Situation in scsle l:1000, showing lhe position ofthe building contact a.r€&s and approaches.

Roof plan
. Perspective view ftom the Wesl gr€€D squarE
. Premises distibution: level3 and level4 in scale l:200
. Cross-scction, scale l:200 through a suLcase
. Interior p€mp€ctive main foyer and Aula Maxima - perspective
. Perspective view central entnnce
. Premises disribution: level5 and level6 in scale l:
. Persp€ctive view South-Easl
. All facades ofthe building - fscade west , facsde North, fscade South, scale l:200
. Cross sections: two cross-sections, orc ofthem through steps
. Two fscade fragments
. Concept clarification layouts



After reviewing desi$ No. 6, the chairman of the jury closed the session and scheduled
the next session to take place on 05.06.2019 at 08:00 a.m.

On 05.06.2019 at 08:00 a.m. the jury continued its work, reviewing the designs and
completed the verification oftheir conformity with the pre-announced terms and cooditions, as set
out in the competition documentation, including, technical terms of reference - Schedule No. 6 in
SECTION VII. GUIDELNES FOR THE SUBMISSION OF THE COMPETITION DESIGN,
starting work oD the competition designs from No. 7 to No. 10.

G. Regrrdiry DESIGN No. 7
The following documents were submitled:

L Album with gmphical and text app€ndixes, paper format A3 containing the followinS:
. Concept description
. Design explanation including and explaDatory notes on the following parts ofthe design:
shlictures,
elechicity systems,
HVAC,
Water-Supply and Sewerage,
park design
. graphical appendixes in suitable sceles:

. MaiD objective, concept snd sp6ti6l stucture

. Situatiotr, scale l:1000 showing the locatioD ofrhe buildinS, the contact are3s and approaches

and layout ofthe 8re€n system and roof plal.
. Perspective ofthe building fiom the South-West
. Picturc ofthe buildinS in actual environment
. Premises distribution: floor - I a.nd floor I in scale I :200
. Cross sections: two pcs.
. All facades of the building -facade East/West and facade Nonh./South, scale l:200
' Layouts ofthe spatial positions ofthe separate functional units
. hemises distribution: floor 2 a.nd floor 3, scale l:200
. Cross sections: two cross-sections ofwhich - through a stAirc&se
. Layouts, showing Eansformability andjoiDiDs options ofthe individual halls, layouts for

darkeDing and natural lighting in the Aula Maxima and individual halls
. Premises distribution: floor 4 aad floor 5, scsle l:200
. 3D visualizations ofthe building facade - South
. Premises distribution: floor 6 and floor -2, scale 1:200
. Fragment facade, scale I : I 00
. Fmgment cross-section, scale I : I 00
. VisualizatioD interior Aula Maxima
. Visualization ofthe Atrium
. Other appendixes: Visualizations - fumiture and equipment in the lecturing halls Visualizltion

layouts for darkening ofthe large lecturing halls, Evacuation layout, visualization - green

system iD the stium

Specified estimated construction cost: BGN 32 500 000

2. 5 desigD pres€ntrtiotr boards, displayitrg the followitrg glspbical sppeDdires:
Board No. l:

. Main objective, concept and spatial structue

I

requested documents and admits the competition design to evaluation.

Table ofthe floor areas ofall interior premises and exterior aEas (including gletrery), total floor 8rea
of th€ project atrd estimated constuction cost. (Schedule TZ-5) The specified total floor area falls
within the linits, set by the Contracring Authority.



Board

Board

Board

Board

No.

No.

No.

No.

Situation, scale I I I 000, indicsring the precise position of the buildin& contacr areas and
approacbes and layout ofthe green system and roofplaa.
Persp€ctive ofthe building fiom the South-West
Picture ofthe building in actual environme
2:
Premises distribution: floor - I and floor I in scale I :200
Cross sections: two pcs.
All facades of lhe building -facade East/Wesr and facade Nortvsouth, scale 1:200
Layouts ofthe spatial positions ofthe separate functional units
3:
Premises disnibution: floor 2 and floor 3, scale l:200
Cross sections: two cross-sections, one ofwhicb - tbough a staircase
Layouts, showir8 t'ansformability and joining options of the individual halls, layouts for
darkening and natural liShting in the Aula Maxima and individual halls
4l
Premises dishibltion: floor 4 snd floor 5, scale 1:200
3D visualizations of the building facade - South
5:
Premises dishibution: floor 6 and floor -2, scale l:200
Fragment facade, scale l:100
Fmgment cross-section, scale 1:100
Visualization interior Aula Maxima Visualization ofthe Atrium

Any and all documents, requested by the CoDtractiDg Authority as pan of tbe competition design
were properly submitted. Thejury decided that the subDitted competition design is in conformity with the
terms and conditions, specified by the Confacting Authority with respect to the availability of the
requested documents atrd admits the competition design to evaluation.

H, Reg.rdiDg DESIGN No. 8
The following documents were submitted:

1. Album with graphical and text appendixes, paper format A3 containing the following:
. Concept description
. DesigD explanation including and explanatory notes on lhe following parts ofthe design:

sEuctues,
electricity systems,

}ryAC,
Water-Supply and Sewerage,

park desigD
. gnphical appendixes in suitable scales:

. Situation, scale l:3000 and situ.tion, scale 1:500 showing the location ofthe building, the
contact areas and approaches.

. Conceptualcross-section

. Exteior - Visualization ofthe main entrance

. Plan level 0.00, scale l:200

. Plan mezzanine + 4.50, scale l:200

. Premises distibution: Plan second level, scale I 1200

. Premises distribution: Plan third level, scale l:200

. Axonometric layout ofall plans

. Axonometsy ofthe spatial solutioD - 3 pcs.

. Perspective - View ofthe hain entnnce - park arca

. Facade West, scale l:200

. Cross-section a-4 scale l:200

. Premises distribution: PIan fourth level, scale l:200

' hemises distribution: PIan fifth level, scale l:200

' Facade South, scale l:200
. Cross-sectioD B-B through a staircase, scale l:200
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Facade fi'agment, scale l:50
Interior perspective towards atrium
Premises distribution: sixth level, scale l:200
Roofplan, scale l:200
Facade East, scale l:200
Cross-section C-C, scale l:200
Facade fragment, scale 1:50
Perspective exterior towards the enhance ofthe congress cente
Premises distribution: level -1, scale 1:200
Premises distribution: level -2, scale 1:200
Inte or of the Aula Maxima
Facade North, scale 1:200
Cross-sectioD D-D, scale 1:200
Interior materials

Table ofthe floor areas ofall interior premises and exterior areas (including greenery), total floor area

of the Foject and estimated constuction cost. (Schedule Tz-5). The specified total floor area falls
within the limits, set by the Contracting Authority.

Specified estimated construction cost: BGN 31 000 000

2, Five
BoardNo.

Board No.

Bosrd No.

Board No.

Board No.

design preseotrtioD borrds, dilplayiDg the following grephic{l appendiles:
1:

Situation, scale l:3000 and situation, scale 1:500 showing the location ofthe building, the
coDtact areas and approaches.
Conceptual cross-section
Exterior - Visualization ofthe main entnnce
PlaD level +0.00, scale 1:200
Plan mezzaDiDe + 4.50, scale 11200

2:
Premises distribution: Plan second level, scale 1:200
hemises distribution: Plan third level, scale 1:200
Axonometric layout ofall levels
Axonometry ofthe spatial solution 3 pcs.

Perspective - View ofthe main entrance - park area
Facade West, scale l:200
Cross-sectioD a-a, scale 1:200
3:
Premises distribution: Pla[ fouth level, scale l:200
Premises distribution: Plan fifth level, scale 1:200
Facade South, scale 1:200
Cross-section B-B through a staircase, scale 1 :200
Facade fiagment, scale l:50
lnterior peBpective towards atrium
4:
Premises distribution: sixth level, scale l:200
Roofplan, scale l:200
Facade East, scale 1:200
Cross-section C-C, scale 1:200
Facade liagment, scale l:50
Perspective - exterior towards the entrance ofthe congress centre
5:
Premises distribution: level -1, scale l:200
Premises distribution: level -2, scale l:200
Interior ofthe Aula Maxima
Facade North, scale l:200
Cross-sectioD D-D, scale 1:200
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Interior materials

Any and all documents, requested by the Contracting Authority as part of the competition design

were properly submifted. Thejury decided that the submitted competition design is in conformity with the
terms and conditions, specified by the Conhacting Authority with respect to dre availability of the
requested documents and admits the competition desiSn to evaluation.

I. R€grrditrg Df,SIGN No. 9
The following documents were submitted:

1. Album with graphical and text appendixes, paper fonnat A3 containing the followirg:
. Concept description
. Design explanation including ard explanatory notes on the following parts ofthe design:
stuctues, electricity systems, IIVAC, Water-Supply aad Sewerage, park design
. graphical appendixes in suitable scales:y' Exterior perspective towarals the main entrance

r' Situation, scale 1:500 showing the location ofthe building, the contact areas and approaches.
/ Premises distribution at level +0.00, scale 1:200
/ Premises distribution: level + 3.50, scale 1:200
/ Premises distribution: level + 7.00, scale 1:200
r' Premises distribution: level -3.30, scale 1:200
r' Premises distribution: level -6.60, scale l:200
r' Premises distribution: level + 10.50, scale l:200
/ Premises dishibution: level+ 14.00, scale t:200
/ Premises distribution: level+ 17.50, scale l:200
/ Premises distribution: level +20.70/+21.00, scale l:200
r' Premises distributioD: level + 23.90, scale 1:200
/ Premises distribution: level + 27.10, scale 1:200
/ Premises distribution: level+ 30.30, scale 1:200
/ Roofplan, scale l:200
/ Cross-section A-A through steps, scale l:200
/ Cross-sectioD B-B thrcu8h steps, scale 1:200
/ Cross-sectioD C-C, scale l:200
r' Cross-section D-D, scale 1:200
/ Axonometry c premises distribution ofthe different areas by levels
/ Facade South, scale 1:200
r' Facade Nortlt, scale l:200
r' Facade Eas! scale 1:200
r' Facade west, scale l:200y' 3D visuali2ation ofthe building
/ Facade fragments-2 pcs.
/ Interior solutions - 4 pcs. - towards the Aula Maxima - 2 pcs., ceDtral entrance and atrium

Table ofthe floor areas ofall interior premises and exterior areas (including greenery), total floor area
of the project and estrmated construction cost. (Schedule TZ-5) The specified total floor area falls
within the limits, set by the Contracting Authority.

Specified estimated construction cost: BGN 65 000 000

2. 5 desigtr pr€seDtatiotr borrds displaying the lollowitrg graphical appendixes:
Board No. 1:

. Exterior perspective towards the main entrance

. Situation, scale l:500 showing the location ofthe building, the contact areas and approaches

. Prcmises distribution at level10.00, scale l:200
Board No. 2:

. Premises distribution: Ievel+ 3.50, scale l:200

. Premises distribution: level+ 7.00, scale l:200
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. Premises distribution: Ievel -3.30, scale l:200

. Premises distribution: Ievel -6.60, scale l:200
Board No. 3l

. Premises disfibution: level + 10.50, scale l:200

. Prcmises distribution: level + 14.00, scale l:200

. Prcmises distribution: level + 17.50, scale 1:200

. Prcmises disEibution: level +20.70/+21.00, scale 1:200
Board No- 4:

. Premises distribution: level + 23.90, scale l:200

. Premises distributionr level+ 27.10, scale 1:200

. Premises disEibution: level + 30.30, scale l:200

. Roof plan, scale l:200

. Cross-section A-A through steps, scale 1:200

. Cross-section B-B throuSh steps, scale l:200

. Cross-section C-C, scale l:200

. Cross-section DD, scale 1:200

. Axonom€try c premises distribution ofthe different ar€as by levels
Board No. 5:

. Facade South, scale l:200

. Facad€ North, scale l:200

. Facade East, scale l:200

. Facade West, scale l:200

. 3D visualization ofthe building

. Facod€ fragrnents 2 pcs.

. lnterior solutions - 4 pcs. - towards the Aula Maxima - 2 pcs., centnl entance snd aEium

lo accordarce with the Participotion Documentation and in psrticular Section ll. Design
assigrment, guidelines and technic.l details for its performance, item 2.1.5. the ConfactinS Aulhority has
established the estimated construction cod for the concept arEhitectual design at BGN 38000000
excluding VAT.

The estimated cost for the implementation ofthe c.mpetition design submitted is BGN 65 000 000,
or 70 % higher than the maximum permitted cost, specified by the Conbacting Authority.

With view of the established non-conformities of competition design No. 9 the jury decided that
competition desiSn No. 9 is ineligible within tbe meaning of item 25, $ 2 of the Additional Provisions to
the PPA, that panicipsnt was not admitted to evaluation and, by virtue of art. 107, item 2(a) of the PPA, it
proposed to lhe Contracting Authority to eliminate from the competition for "SX-STOREY ACADEMIC
AND ADMINISTRATIVE BUILDING AND RECTOR'S OFFICE OF THE IJNIVERSITY OF
MEDICINE SOFIA, AS WELL AS DEAN'S OFFICE OF THE FACULTY OF MEDICINE AT THE
UNIVERSITY OF MEDICINE, FACULTY OF PT,IBLIC HEALTH AT THE UNIVERSITY OF
MEDICINE - SOFIA, CONCRESS CENTRE AND UNDERGROUND GARACE', the panicipant, who
has submitted competition design No. 9.

J. R.grrdiry DESIGN No. l0
The following documents wer€ submitted:

l. Album with graphical and text appendixes, paper format A3 cont ining the following:
. Concept d.scription
. Design cxplanation including and explanatory notes on the following parts ofthe desigD:

stsuctures,
electsicity systems,
HVAC,
Water-Supply aDd Sewerage,
Park design
Fire safety. gnphical appcndixcs in suitable scales:
. Perspective facade North-East
. Premises distibution: first basemeDt 8nd s€cond bas€ment
. Situation in sc.le l:500 wilh the situation ofthe building coDtact areas snd approaches
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. Perspectivc c fiagment facade South-East

. Perspective c fragment facsde North-W€st

. Premises distribution: fint floor

. Premises distribution: second floor

. Premises distribution: lhird floor

. Premises distribution: fourth floor

. PerspectiveSouth-West

. Premises distribution: fifth floor

. Premises disfibution: sixth floot

. Premises distribution: seventi floor

. Prcmises distribulion: eiShth floor

. Facade South

. Facade North

. Fscade Esst

. Facade West

. Cross-section l-l through steps

. Cross-section 2-2

. Cross-section 3-3- through steps

. Cross-section 4-4

. Premises distribution: ninth floor

. Roofplan

Table of the floor areas of all interior premises and exte or areas (including $eenery), total
floor ar€a of the project and estimated construction cost. (Schedule TZ-5). The specified total
floor area falls within the limits, set by the Contracting Authority.

Specified estimated construction cost BGN 38 000 000

2. 5 d6igo prcseDtrtiotr bosrdc, dilphyiDg the followiDg grrphicrl lppeDdire:
Board No. l:

. Perspective
Bosld No.2:

. Premises distribution: first basemeDt atrd s€cond basement

. Situation in scale I:500 \ /ith lhe situation ofthe buildin& contact arc8s aDd approaches.

. Perspective c fiagment facade
Board No. 3:

. Perspective c ftagment facsde

. Premises discibution: 6rst floor

. hemises distribution: second floor

. hemises disribution: third floor

. hemises distribution: fouth floor
Board No. 4:

. Perspective with a fiagment ofthe Aula Maxima

. Premises distribution: fifth floor

. Premises distribution: sixth floor

. Prcmises disfibution: seventh floor

. Premises disribution: eighth floor
Board No. 5:

. Facade South

. Facade North

. Facade East

. Facade West

. Cross-section l-l through steps

. Cross-section 2-2

. Cross-section 3-3- through steps

. Cross-scction 4-4

' Prcmises disEibulion: ninth floor
. Roof plan

l4



The following documents werc not submittedl
Premises distribution ofall levels, sc&le l:200 or l:100,
Facades ofthe buildin& scsle l:200,
Visualization of the foyer
Visualization ofthe Aula Maxima

According lo the terms of r€ference and in particular Schedule No. 6, SECTION VIL
GUIDELINES FOR THE SUBMISSION OF TtlE COMPETITION DESIGN. The competition design
submitted is incomplete, eccordiog to the pre-atrnormced competition terms and conditions, and thereforc it
is ineligible for evaluation.

With vie* of the determined non-coDformities and missiDg documents, enclosed to comp€tition
design No. l0 thejury decided that competition desip No. l0 is ineligible within the meaninS of item 25,

$ 2 of the Additional Provisions to the PPA , that participant was not admitted to evaluation and, by virtue
of an. 107, item 2(a) of the PPA, it proposed to the Conbacting Authority to eliminate ftom the
competition for "SIX-STOREY ACADEMIC AND ADMINISTRATM BUILDING AND RECTOR'S
OFFICE OF TH.E UNIVERSITY OF MEDICINE _ SOFIA, AS WELL AS DEAN'S OFFICE OF THE
FACULTY OF MEDICINE AT TTIE UNryERSITY OF MEDICINE, FACULTY OF PUBLIC HEALTH
AT THE UNIVERSITY OF MEDICINE SOFIA, CONGRESS CENTRE AND TJNDERGROUND
GARAGE", the panicipant, who has submitted competition design No. 10.

After reviewing all the designs, the chairman of the jury closed the session and scheduled
the next session to take place on 06.06.2019 at 10:00 a.m.

On 06.06.2019 at 10:00 a.m. the jwy continued its work. lt was decided that each of the
permitted designs would be reviewed and discussed in detail, and then individual evaluation
sheets would be completed, based oD the individual indicators, according to the criteria, detailed
in the merhods for evaluation of the competition designs. The rules for the evaluation of the
comp€tition designs were clarified, so that full anonymity is preserved in the process of voting by
the members of the jury. A template of an individual evaluation sheet was prepared in order to be
complet€d by the memben of the jury. The members of the jury reviewed and discussed in detail
all the eligible designs before each one completed independendy the evaluation sheet.

Anonymity was ensued by placing the trumbers Aom I to 9 each in 9 non-transparent
envelopes. Each member of the jury picked an envelope, containing a number, which remained
unknown to the other members of the jury. Each jury member wrote their name on the numbered
sheet, signed it, placed it back in the non-tansparelt envelope, sealed the envelope, signed across
its op€ning and placed a Fansparcnt tape on the signature. Each and every member of the jury
completed a separate evaluation sheet based on the evaluation criteria specified in the methods for
evaluation of the competition designs, writing their respective number, instead of their names.
Each member of the jury placed his4rer sheet in an unmarked envelope. All the envelopes were
collected by the Chairman who, in tum opened them artd typed in the respectiv€ jury number and
respective scores on the template and printed it on separate sheets. The p nted venions and the
hand wdtten versions were distributed at random to the jury members to confirm that there were
no errors in typing. The original, hand-written evaluation sheets were placed in a non-tlalsparent
€nvelope together with the sealed envelopes with the number artd name of each of the jury
members which envelope was hand-sealed by the chairman of the jury and then signed by all
members of the jury. This was undertaken io ensule anonymity ofthe individual evaluation sheets
ofthe members of the jury.

The designs were evaluated, based on the following criteria:
Cl (Crite on l) - Fulfilment ofthe fmctioDal requiremeDts;

C2 (Criterion 2) - Spatial and aesthetic concept;

C3 (Criterion 3) - Originality aadjustification oftle architectural and spatial,

and engineering solutions
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The total ntiDg (C) rcmrding to the three criterir is form€d, s3 follows:
C=Cl+C2+C3

The m.imum possible rating is 90 poitrts

design
No.

CI c2 c3 c=cl +c2 + c3

I 2s;133 23,667 18,667 61,661

2

3 t7,3J3 r6,000 16,000 49J33

4 t1,661 t7,111 12,000 47,661

16,000 13333 12,000 4lJ3l
6 r6J33 9J33 E,EE9 34,556

1 l5,t I I 12,17E tl,lll 39,000

8 35,000 30,000 16,444 8l,,t44
9

l0

The jury formed the aforesaid ratings and made the following reasoning of the evaluation
ofeach ofthe submined competitive designs:

Desisp No. I - 67.667 points

ResoDiDg: The design, submitted by the participa[t meets Contracting Authority's requirements

regarding the plsnning solution, firnctional connections and specfied areas. The individual units are well
zoned. All necessaDr p.emis€s and functional connections between them 6re incorporated in the design.
The conceptual idea of the design is the long-lasting battle for light in the history of architecture. Thus, in
their spatial planning solution, the designers proposed four separate structures with a height, conforming to
the specified number of floors, in order to ensure proper lighting in the academic and working premises.
The situation ofthe building is well integr&t€d in th€ environment. The first floors are recessed, by means
of colonnades, as the greenery penetrates the atria. The design fully conforms to the spplicable legal
regulation, observing all the rcquircments to the designs of public buildings. The design offers energr-
saving engineering sohtions. lt is stylish, ensuring proper integration with the existing buildings. The
desig, is economically feasible.

ResoDiDg: The dcsign, subhitted by tle pafticipant meets Contncting Authority's requirements
regarding the planning solution, firnctional coDtrections and specified areas. The individual units arc well

l6

The average mean rating by individual criteria Cl, C2 and C3 was calculated for each
design, as well as the average rating C, as the results are shown in the table below:

Desiqn No. 3 - 49333 poiBts

5



zoned. All necessary premises ard functional coDtrectioDs between them are iDcorporated in the design.
The conceptual and philosophical idea of the design to interweave great wisdom, expressed in our lives,
through faith, hope and love, applied to the trinity in medicine science, trature and spirituality. Thus, in
their spatial planning solution, the designers proposed three symbolic enfances, marked by plastics, made
ofperforaled metal sheets in the shape ofbuming fire. The three philosophical ideas are visualized in three

intertwiD€d circles, markinS the centre of the Atium. The situation of the building is well inteSrated into
the environment. The compact solution for the volume ofthe building prevents the proper lighting ofsome
of the academic and workiDg premises. The design conforms to the applicable legal regulation, observing
all the requirements to the desigDs of public buildings. The design provides innovative enerry saving

engineering solutions. A couvincing individual ochitectural image is achieved. The design is economically
feasible.

Desistr No. 4 - 47-667 noints

Reasonirg: The design, submitted by the pafiicipaDt meets Contr6cting Authority's requircments

regarding the planning solution, functional connections, numb€r of floors and specified areas. The

individual units are well zoned. All necessary types of prcmises and the respective connections between

them are included in the design. The design offers a compact spatial planning solution. Thereforc, iD order
to ensure better lighting of the academic and working premises, the designers iDcorporated in their solutioD,

indoor corridors - alleys with ceiling lighls on several ofthe floorc. This solution would result in a more
difficult and poor lighting of some ofthe premises. The lecturing premises open to conidors of insufficient
width, which is a poor solution for such type of buildiDgs. The situation of the building is well integrared

into the eDvironment. The solution for pan of the halls, enables the venical ransformatioil of the seating

arrangements. The cornmutrication arrangements for the underground parking are ralher poor. The design

conforms to the applicabl€ legal reSulation, psrtially meeting the requirements for designing public

buildings. The design offels eners/-saving engineering solutions. Stylisticslly the design is compatible
and is well integrated with the existing buildinSs. The design is economically feasible.

Desisu No. 5 - 4133! po!46

Reasolirgi The design, submitted by the paricipant meets Contacting Authority's requircments

regarding the planning solution, functional connections, number of floors and specified areas. The
individual units are relatively well aranged. The situation ofthe building follows the urban planning axis

in this part of the terrain, it is well inlegrated into the environment, providing a proper court to the West,

enabling the positioninS of certain outdoor areas. The design ofthe main entrance is hardly feasible fiom
structual perspective and upon its implementatioD would compromise the proposed appqtrance of the

building. The solution, ensuriDg preservation of the appeam[ce, would be economically unjustified. The

reception areas in front of the halls and lecturing premises arc re-dimensioned. Halls ar€ scattered

chaotically in space, which prevents their easy combination in different configurations- The conceptual

solulion for the rasler ofthe fagade is inspired by the appeamnce ofan elecEocardiogram.

Desigr No. 6 - 34.556 poitrts

R.{lotriDgr The design, submitted by the participatrt meets Contsacdng Authority's requiremeDts

regarding the planDins solution, functional connectioDs ard specified are.s. The situation ofrhe building
follows the urban planniDg axis in this patt of the terr&in, it is well integrated into the eDvironment,
providing a p.oper coun to the Wes! enabling the positioning of certain outdoor areas. The composition
layout of the design is based on an anetomical approach to the space of lhe building. The space is cross

along the diagonal, by stairc -a communication element, rcprcsentilg in the philosophy and concept of
the design - body's circulatory system. These ceilingliShted st&irs are an attempt to provide natural
liShting for som€ of the premises, but this is insufficient according lo the terms of reference. The
overhanging psrts at level 2, should structually b€ supported by more columns, which would change the
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proposed vision or the keeping of the proposed solution would be economically unjustified- The toilette
facilities designed for each level, are insuflicient and no toilettes for the disabled are specified anywhere.
The spatial ard functional connections of the four halls to the Aula Maxima are not well designed. The
overhanging elements at level 2 are spatially too flat and di$upt rhe proportions and scale for
proper integration with the environrnent.

Desisn No. 7 - 39.000 poitrts

ReasoDiDgi The desigr, submitted by the participatrt partially covers Contacting Authodty's requiremeDts
regarding the plarmiDg solution, functional connections and specified arcas. The situation of the building
follows the urban planaing axis in tiis part of the terain, providing a proFEr court 10 the Wes! enabling the
positioning of ceftain outdoor areas. The designed parking does not meet Contracting Authority's
requireftents for a minihum of6000 sq.m., as only a singleJevel parking area of3 600 sq.m. is includ€d in
the design. The 3D visualization does not correspond to the premises distribution. The four multifuDctional
halls arc situate-d at the fifti a.nd sixth floor, and Aula Maxima on the rhird and fourth floor. The spatial
and functional connections ofthe four halls to the Aula Maxima arc not well designed. There is no s€parate

enuace to tie congress centre. The large elemetrts ofthe building's stluctl,re are situated at different
floors, obstucting their normal functioning, accolding to the terms of reference. The compact

solution for the spatial planning of the building pnevents proper lighting in some of the .cademic and

wo*ing premises. LightinS is p.ovided through lightiDg wells at several of tie levels.

Re8oritrg: The design, submitted by the participanl fully meets Contracting Authority's requiremeDts
regarding the planning solution, functional connections, specified areas and number of floors. The
individual nits are very well allocated and shown in fimctional cross sections and in colour. All necessary
premises and fi[ctional connections b€tween them are incorpoEted in the design. Tte situation of the

building follows the urban planning &xis in this part of the tenain, in is well integrated into the
environment, providing a proper courl to the West, enabling excellent positioning of outdoor and green

areas. The atrium is well lighted and properly aranged. lt is possible to sepamte the congress cente fiom
the academic a.Dd administrative parts and ensw€ their op€ration as independent areas. The design fully
conforms to the applicable legal regulalion, also offering additional options for improvement aad
upgrading the firnctionality ofthe project, enabling funher development in subsequent design stages.

All tho regulalory requirements for designing public buildings are met. The desiSn provides innovative
eners/ saving engineering solutions. It is stylish, ensuring proper inteSration with the existing buildings.
The facade is tectonic, the colouIs ofthe proposed materials ar€ warm, and close to natue. The design is

economically feasible.

Thejury calculated the estimated construction cost EC, formed, as follows:

Design
No.

Proposed estimated
consEuction cost - Cpdz

Proposed minimum
estimated consEuction cost

Cmin
I 31000000 4,176

36900000 31000000 E,40l

4 37828060 31000000 t,195

5 36206400 31000000 8,562

6 38000000 31000000 8,158

1 32500000 31000000 9,538

18

Desiqn No. 8 - E1.444 poitrts

EC=(Cnin/Cpad)X10

3s322600

3



9

10

J 1000000 31000000 10,000

The following table was prepaled in order to calculate the complex rating CR of all
competition designs, accordirg to the formula CR = C + EC, as the maximum possible rating is
100

The jury ranked the designs, in accordance with the complex evaluation thus formcd, as
follows:

Ranking

I place 8

2 place 1

3 place 3

4 place 4
5 place 5

6 place 7

7 place 6

The jury decided that the anrouncement of the evaluation resuls and the ranking of the
competition designs, shall take place at the 12 floor of the administrative building ofthe National
Centre of Public Health and Analyses, used by the Univenity of Medicine Sofia - Rector's
Office, at 15, Acad. Ivan Evstatiev Geshov Blvd, Room No. 6, as the date and time ofthe public
session will be announced by the Co[tlacting Autho ty, pusuant to the provisiom of a!t. 91,
para. 3 ofthe IRPPA.

E

DesigD
No. C=Cl+C2+C3 CR=C+EC

1 61,661 a,176 76,443

3 49J33 E,401 s1,734

1 41,661 8,r9s 55,E62

5 41J33 E,562 49,t95

6 34,s56 8,1s8 42,713

39,000 9,53E7 4t.538

8 81,444 10.000 91,444

9

10

l9

Design No.

EC=(Cnin/Cport)X10



All mcctings of rhc jury w.rt .tt odcd by !D iatclplltcr, who pcrformcd compctc1tr aDd
proltssionsl intc.prcting from/to BulSrri& i r'lEom EDSlhh.

Ilr.s. Minut.s wcrc prcpqEd rod tigD.d by th. D.obcB of thc jury in BulSui!, snd
EDglish on 19.06.2019.

Jury:

Chairmarr:...... Bianco

3.

l

5

8

6.

7

lvaylo Pctlov

Nadczhda t urckova

......... Eng, Dobrh Ncabcv

. . . . . . Cor. McErbcr. Prof. Dr. lvln Mitov. MD

.Prof. Magddqu AlclGedlov!, MD

Mrricls Gilzrrovr

VioliDr SchDv.

..,.... Ailoc. Prof Dimitar Buluov
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:0
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