Atklata arhitektiiras metu konkursa ar
uzaicinatiem dalibniekiem
,,Biroju €ku ar komercplatibam pirmaja stava
jaunbiives Antonijas iela 17 un 21, Riga (zemes
kadastra nr. 01000190152 un 01000192000)”
zurijas komisijas sédes
PROTOKOLS Nr. 2

Riga, 2017. gada 3. augusta
Sedi atklaj: plkst. 9:00, Dzirnavu iela 33, Riga.

Seédi vada: 7urijas komisijas priekSseédéetajs,

Romans Astahovs.

Sede piedalas:

1) Romans Astahovs, Ziirijas komisijas
prieksseédetajs (Vastint Latvia
rikotajdirektors);

2) Andris Kronbergs, ztrijas komisijas
priekSsédetaja vietnieks (sertificéts arhitekts,
LAS parstavis);

3) Regina Bula, komisijas locekle (arhitekte,
Rigas pilsetas arhitekta biroja direktora
vietniece);

4) Juris Dambis, komisijas loceklis (arhitekts,
VKPALI vaditajs);

5) Markus Kaasik, komisijas loceklis (arhitekts,
Igaunijas Arhitektu savienibas biedrs);

6) Urmas Pastarus, komisijas loceklis
(pasttitaja parstavis, Vastint Latvia projektu
vaditajs);

7) Thomas Hattig, komisijas loceklis (Vastint
Group attistibas direktors).

Sedi protokole: zirijas atbildiga sekretare Velta
Holcmane.

Darba kartiba:
1) Pasititaju zinojumi,

2) kopsavilkums par iesniegtajiem projekta
priekslikumiem,;

3) lémuma pienemsana;
4) uzvarétaju aploksnu atvérsana,
5) talaka darbiba.

Open Architectural Conceptual Design
Competition with Invited Participants “Newly-
Built Office Buildings with Commercial Space on
the 1st Floor at Antonijas Street 17 and 21, Riga
(Land cadaster No. 01000190152 and
01000192000)”

Jury Commission Meeting
MINUTES No. 2

Riga, 3 August 2017

Meeting opened at: 09:00, Dzirnavu Street 33,
Riga.

Meeting chaired by: Jury Commission Chairman
Romans Astahovs.

Meeting participants:

1) Romans Astahovs, Jury Commission
Chairman (Vastint Latvia CEO);

2) Andris Kronbergs, Jury Commission Deputy
Chairman (certified architect, LAS
representative);

3) Regina Bula, Commission Member
(architect, Deputy Director of the City of
Riga Architect’s Bureau);

4) Juris Dambis, Commission Member
(architect, VKPAI Head);

5) Markus Kaasik, Commission Member
(architect, member of the Union of Estonian
Architects);

6) Urmas Pastarus, Commission Member
(client’s representative);

7) Thomas Hattig, Commission Member
(Vastint Group Development Director).

Meeting minutes recorded by: the jury’s
responsible secretary Velta Holcmane.

Meeting agenda:
1) Clients’ reports;
2) Summary of submitted project proposals;
3) Decision-making;
4) Opening of winners’ envelopes;

5) Next steps.



1. Pasiititaju zinojumi

R. Astahovs informé, ka ir sagatavoti eksperta P.
Stranca un projekta izstradataja ARC-ML
komentari un viedokli par iesniegtajiem
priekslikumiem. Zirijas komisijas locekli var ar
tiem iepazities, bet, ja neuzskata par vajadzigu,
komentarus var nenemt véra. Komisijas sastavs ir
veidots no profesionaliem nozares specialistiem,
tap&c viniem pasiem ir savs viedoklis par
priekslikumiem, kuros mekl€t arhitektoniskas
kvalitates, to iederibu pils€tas vide un laikmetigas
arhitektiiras pienesumu.

U. Pastarus atzimé, ka Rigas apstaklos ar
daudzajiem reguléjumiem un publiska iepirkuma
prasibu, nav konkursu, kuros uzvarétaji precizi
ieklautos visas normas. Pilnigi visos gadijumos ir
nepiecieSami uzlabojumi. Tas ir pretruna
arhitektiiras ideju konkursa biitibai, vértét, cik
liela meéra darbs atbilst visiem reguléjumiem,
nevis verteét ta arhitektiiru.

T. Hattig: ,,Péc pieredzes zinu, ka labakie projekti
ir tie, kas ir tik stabili, ka kliist teju neredzami un
kltst par dalu no pilsétas faktiiras. Tas ir
paliekosi. Katra pilséta ir dazi objekti, kas ir
ievérojami, jo tie stabili iederas konteksta.
Kontrasti paradas detalu Itment, kas arf izriet no
funkcijas. M@s Seit buvésim ofisus, kas ir jauna
industrialo €ku forma un tie seko konkrétiem
noteikumiem. Es domaju, ka krit€rijam ir jabit
nevis iespaidiguma, bet eleganta stingriba.”

2. Kopsavilkums par iesniegtajiem projekta
priekslikumiem

Secinajumi no Zirijas loceklu teikta.

Darbu ar devizi HOO113 un MNM111
arhitektiira neatspogulo KN prasito ekas
tipologiju — biroju nami, tiem drizak piemit
dzivojamo €ku raksturs. Darba HOO113
piedavata fasazu plastika smagngja, trukst
laikmetigas arhitektiiras iezimes, lai gan izpildits
pilsétbiivnieciskais akcents stiira motivam.

1. Clients’ reports

R. Astahovs informs those present that comments
and opinions have been prepared by expert P.
Strancis and the project developer ARC-ML
regarding the proposals submitted. Members of
the jury commission may study them, but if they
do not consider this to be necessary, they may
decide not to take the comments into account.
The commission is comprised of professional
industry specialists, and therefore they have their
own opinions about the proposals in which to
seek architectonic qualities, their compatibility
with the urban environment and contemporary
architectural contribution.

U. Pastarus notes that in the circumstances
prevailing in Riga, with its many regulations and
public procurement requirements, there are no
competitions whose winners precisely adhere to
all standards. In just about every case,
improvements are required. Judging the degree to
which an entry conforms to all the regulations
contravenes the nature of an architectural ideas
competition, which is to judge its architecture.

T. Hattig: “Based on my own experience, [ know
that the best projects are the one that are so stable
that they become almost invisible as they become
part of the urban relief. This is permanent. In
every city, there are a few buildings that are
notable because they fit into the context securely.
Contrasts appear at the level of details, which
also stems from function. In this case, we are
going to build offices which are a new form of
industrial building and they adhere to specific
rules. | think that the criterion for the entries
should be not how impressive they are, but rather
how elegantly rigid they are.”

2. Summary of submitted project proposals

Conclusions from the comments of the jury
members.

The architecture of the entries with designations
HOO113 and MNM111 does not reflect the
building type required by KN, i.e. office
buildings; instead, they are more in the nature of
residential buildings. The facade plasticity in
Entry HOO113 is heavy, and lacks contemporary
architectural traits, even though the urban
building accent for the corner motif has been
fulfilled.



Darbs MNM111 mégina pielagoties apkartgjas
vides raksturam, konservativi izmantojot jau
eksistgjosas apkartgjo eku formas - nelielas logu
ailas fasades, vecmodigas jumta izbuves,
garlaicigu kompoziciju un nevajadzigu simetriju,
bet nepiedava inovativus risinadjumus un efektigas
detalas.

Vairums projektu neatspogulo vietgjas
arhitekturas tendences, 1pasi darbs MMM964,
kura arhitektoniskajas formas var saskatit lidzibu
ar Hercoga & de Meirona Feltrinelli Porta Volta
Milana. Abi biroju apjomi Antonijas 17 un 21
tiek risinati vienadi, kas viedo parak blivu un
monotonu fasades fronti, nepiedavajot
detalizaciju. Veiksmigak risinats Antonijas 21
apjoms. Darbs MMM964 piedava parak
ekspresivas un laikmetigas arhitektiiras
pienesumu Rigas vesturiskaja pilsétvide.

Darba ARI888 eklektiskas, smagngjas ar
dekorativo apdari darinatas fasades pauz rietumu,
vai pat Amerikas stilistikas formu valodu. Pirma
stava arkveidigie skatlogi uzsverti norada
komercapbiivei piederosu eku. Specigs
arhitektoniskais akcents ieejai kvartala.

Perimetralas apbiives nosacijumi pielauj gala
fasades veidot vai nu ka slégtas vai atvertas
plaknes. Antonijas ielas 21 gala fasadi, izsleédzot
brandmiira nepiecieSamibu, turpinot galvenas
fasades motivu, piedava darbs ABA050. Tas ir
veiksmigs plaknes risinajums, kur§ uzlabo
pilsétvides ainavu, bet nav Antonijas ielas 23
nakotnes buvniecibas gadijuma droSs. Ar1 darbs
MNMI111 un ARI888 piedava uzirdinatu gala
fasadi, izmantojot dekorativo flizu apdari.

Darba ABAO050 risinajumu nevar dévet ka
laikmetigu, apjomu formveide nav raksturiga
Rigas vésturiskajai pilsétvidei, lai gan pirma
stava iedzilinajums palielina publiskas artelpas
raditajus.

In turn, Entry MNM111 seeks to adapt to the
character of the surrounding environment,
conservatively utilising forms that already exist —
small window openings in the fagades, old-
fashioned roof structures, boring composition and
needless symmetry, but does not offer innovative
solutions or effective details.

The majority of projects do not reflect local
architectural trends, particularly Entry MMM964,
whose architectonic forms are reminiscent of
Herzog & de Meuron’s Feltrinelli Porta Volta in
Milan. Both office volumes at Antonijas Street 17
and 21 are designed the same way, creating an
overly dense and monotonous frontal fagade,
devoid of details. The volume of Antonijas Street
21 is designed more successfully. Entry
MMM964 proposes making an overly expressive
and contemporary architectural contribution to
Riga’s historical urban environment.

Laden with decorative ornamentation, the eclectic
fagades of Entry ARI888 express the formal
stylistic language of the West, perhaps even that
of the United States of America. Parallel to this,
the arch-type display windows on the first floor
demonstrably indicate a building dedicated to
commercial construction. The architectonic
accent of the entry of the quarter is powerful.

Perimeter building conditions permit end fagades
to be designed as either closed or open planes. An
end facade at Antonijas Street 21, excluding the
need for a brand wall, and continuing the motif of
the main fagade is proposed in Entry ABAO0S50. It
is a successful plane solution, which improves the
panorama of the urban environment, but is not
secure in the event of the future construction of
Antonijas Street 23. Likewise, Entries MNM111
and ARI&8S offer a loosened end fagade, using a
decorative tile finish.

The solution proposed in Entry ABAO50 cannot
be described as contemporary. The volume forms
are not characteristic of Riga’s historical urban
environment, although the recess on the first floor
increases the allusion to a public outer space.



Visi darbi ievérojusi RVC AZ TIAN dzegu
augstumos, iznemot darbu XXX000, kura
paskaidrojuma raksta jau ir noradits, ka apjoma
Antonijas 21 gadijuma erkeru izbiives virs dzegas
augstuma atbilstosi RVC AZ TIAN realizétas
vien 50% no €kas fasades, kas ir pretruna ar
noteikumiem. Tomer darbs XXX000 piedava
laikmetigu arhitekttiru, izmantojot atSkirigu
fasazu struktiiru sistemu abiem apjomiem ar
Sobrid loti populariem arhitektiiras instrumentiem
— neregulariem (random) logiem, mazam slipném
u.tml. elementiem. Vienigais no piedavajumiem
blokgjis biroja €kas Antonijas 17 apjomu ar esoso
apbiivi (pasiititaja komentars - detalplanojuma
€ka ir iezZiméta atdalita, bet ta ir tikai ideja, fikseta
ir €kas platiba. Detalplanojuma der abi varianti).
Darba XXX000 autori ir mainijusi vietgjos
noteikumus pamatoti un profesionali to
paskaidrodami, iedzilinoties vieta un konteksta.

Komisijas locekli norada, ka, pielagojot apjomu
RVC AZ TIAN prasibam, iespgjams mainisies
€kas arhitektiira.

T. Hattig: ,,Attistot Magdelénas kvartalu soli pa
solim, rikojam konkursus un mums jau ir dazi
rezultati, kas ir atbilstosi apkart&jo eku
kontekstam. Ir vérts padomat, ka veidot
kontrastu, ka nepadarit apkartni parak
harmonisku. Un darbs XXX000, manuprat,
sasniedz So kontrastu un nepiecieSamo Itmeni
attieciba uz detalam fasade. Par fasadi varétu
teikt, ka ta pauz sp&ku un pasparliecibu attistities
Magdelénas kvartala un vienlaikus iederéties jau
esodaja vide. So darbu atbalstu. A iek$pagalma
fasades risinajuma saskatu labu 1pasibu, ko
neredzu citos — piedavajumam nav divas dazadas
fasades, ejot ap ekam, valda konsekvence.
Manuprat, darbs XXX000 satur nepiecieSamos
elementus un detalas, lai veidotu spécigu
kontrastu Magdelénas kvartala, un, lai to batu
verts realizét dzive.”

All entries comply with RVC AZ TIAN in
relation to the height of eaves, with the exception
of XXX000, who explanatory article makes it
clear that in the case of the volume of Antonijas
Street 21, bay structures above the height of the
eaves in conformity with RVC AZ TIAN have
been implemented across just 50% of the building
facade in contravention of the rules. However,
Entry XXX000 offers contemporary architecture,
using a different fagade structure system for both
volumes using architectural instruments that are
currently greatly in vogue such as irregular
(random) windows, small slopes and other similar
elements. It is the only one of the proposal to
block the volume of the office building at
Antonijas 17 with existing structures (client’s
comment — in the detailed plan, the building is
outlined separately, but this is just an idea; the
area of the building is fixed. Both versions are
suitable for the detailed plan.). The architects
responsible for Entry XXX000 have changed
local conditions, explaining their decision
justifiably and professionally by analyzing the
place and context in-depth.

Commission members point out that in the
adapting the volume to meet RVC AZ TIAN
requirements, it is possible that the architecture of
the building will change.

T. Hattig: “In developing the Magdeleéna Quarter
step by step, we organized competitions and we
already have some results that correspond to the
context of surrounding buildings. It is worth
thinking about how a contrast should be formed
S0 as not to render the surroundings overly
harmonious. And, in my opinion, Entry XXX000,
attains this contrast and the necessary level in
relation to the details of the facade. Of the facade,
one could say that is manifests power and the
self-confidence to develop within the Magdeléna
quarter, at the same time blending in with the
existing environment. | support this entry. I also
see a good quality in the inner courtyard fagcade
solution, which I don’t see in others — the
proposal does not two different facades, going
around the buildings; consistency prevails. In my
opinion, Entry XXX000 contains the necessary
elements and details to form a powerful contrast
within the Magdeléna Quarter, such that it is
worth implementing in practice.”



3. Lemuma pienemsana

Ziirijas komisijas locekli vienpratigi vienojas, ka
ir viens labakais projekts un pargjie uz ta fona
neizcelas un tas ir darbs ar devizi XXX000. Ta
arhitekturas kvalitate visprecizak atspogulo
pasiititaja uzdevumu un visveiksmigak iederas
Rigas vesturiskaja centra. Vienigi zurija nav
parliecinata, ka jumta risinajums atbilst RVC AZ
TIAN prasibam, lidz ar to darba autoriem
vajadz@tu atrast risinajumu, saglabajot originalo
arhitekturas ideju un kompoziciju, ievérojot
noteikto dzegas augstumu.

Tatad pirma vieta un prémija 8000,- eiro apméra
pienakas darba ar devizi XXX000 autoriem.
Balsojums: visi — par.

Lai arT konkursa nolikuma paredzg&tas otra un
tresa vieta, zurijas komisijas locekli tas nolem;j
nepieskir, bet ierosina veicinasanas prémiju
1500,- eiro apmera pieskirt darbam ar devizi
MMM©964 par drosmigu un inovativu
priekslikumu, kas ienes Rigas pils€tvide jaunas
laikmetigas arhitektiiras vésmas. Balsojums: R.
Astahovs, R. Bula, J. Dambis, U. Pastarus, M.
Kaasik, T. Hattig - par, A. Kronbergs - pret.

Visi uzaicinatie dalibnieki, ar kuriem noslégts
ligums, tiks informéti, ka konkursa prasibas un
liguma nosactjumi ir izpilditi, pastititajs ir gatavs
norekinaties par darbu.

4. Uzvaretaju aplokSnu atverSana

Atverot aploksnes, tiek nosaukti darbu autori.

Pirma vieta un prémija 8000,- eiro apmera tiek
pieskirta arhitektu birojam OUTOFBOX, P&teris
Bajars, Guna Priede, Janis Aufmanis, Arta Lace,
Luize Elizabete Ruksane.

Veicinasanas prémija 1500,- eiro apméra tiek
arhitektu birojam ,,MADE arhitekti”, Mikelis
Putrams, Linda Kriimina, Martin$ Vaskis, Liva
Kalnina, Krists Liikins, Ivars Kalvans.

3. Decision-making

The members of the jury commission unilaterally
agreed that there is one project that is the best,
and that the other entries pale in comparison with
it, and this is the entry with the designation
XXXO000. Its architectural quality most precisely
reflects the client’s task and most successfully
blends in with Riga’s historical center. However,
the jury is not convinced that the roof solution
conforms to the requirements of RVC AZ TIAN.
Accordingly the architects responsible for the
entre should find a solution, retaining the original
architectural idea and composition, and adhering
to the set height of the eaves.

Therefore first place and a prize of EUR 8,000
will be awarded to the architects responsible for
the entry with the designation XXX000. Vote: all
— in favour.

Although the terms and conditions of the
competition provided for a second and third
place, the members of the jury commission
decided not to make any awards in these
categories, instead proposing a special prize of
EUR 1,500 to the entry with designation
MMMO964 for a bold and innovative proposal,
which brings new contemporary architectural
tendencies in Riga’s urban environment. VVote: R.
Astahovs, R. Bula, J. Dambis, U. Pastarus, M.
Kaasik, and T. Hattig — in favour, A. Kronbergs —
against.

All invited participants with whom a contract was
signed will be informed that the competition
requirements and contractual terms and
conditions have been fulfilled, the client is ready
to pay for the entry.

4. Opening of winners’ envelopes

Opening the envelopes, the architects responsible
for the entries are named.

First place and a prize of EUR 8,000 is awarded
to the architects’ firm OUTOFBOX, comprised
of P&teris Bajars, Ganda Priede, Janis Aufmanis,
Arta Lace, and Luize Elizabete RuksSane.

A consolation prize of EUR 1,500 is awarded to
the architects’ firm “MADE arhitekti” comprised
of Mikelis Putrams, Linda Kriimina, Martin$
Vaskis, Liva Kalnina, Krists Likins and Ivars
Kalvans.



5. Talaka darbiba

Sekretare informé pirmas vietas ieguve&jus par
zurijas lémumu. Pirmas vietas autori iesniedz lidz
17. augustam elektroniski uz e-pastu:
velta.holcmane@inbox.lv Antonijas ielas 21
apjoma, fasades un p&c nepieciesamibas stavu
plana izmainas atbilstosi RVC AZ TIAN
prasibam attieciba uz dzegas augstumu. Zirijas
komisija savu lémumu pienems elektroniski 21.
augusta. Pagaidam rezultats netiks publicéts.

Ja priekslikuma saglabasies originala arhitekttras
ideja un kompozicija, ievérojot noteikto dzegas
augstumu pec RVC AZ TIAN prasibam, ziirijas
komisijas locekli rekomendgs pasiititajam slegt
talakas projekteSanas ligumu ar uzvarétaju. Ja
prasibas netiks izpilditas, tad konkurss paliek bez
rezultata, jo nav iesp&ams vienoties par citu
uzvarétaju.

Sede beidzas: 12:30.

Piezime: 21. augusta papildinajums pie protokola
Nr. 2 no 03.08.2017.

Noteikta laika lidz 17. augustam pirmas vietas
ieguv@ji arhitektu birojs OUTOFBOX iesniedza
priekslikuma preciz&€jumus, kura, ievérojot RVC
AZ TIAN prasibas attieciba uz dzegas augstumu
Antonijas 21 apjomam, tika veiktas izmainas.
Zirijas komisija konstatéja, ka priekslikuma ir
saglabata originala arhitektiiras ideja un
kompozicija, kas nepazemina piedavajuma
kop&jo kvalitati. Ziirijas komisija noléma, ka
konkurss uzskatams par notikusu. Zirijas
komisija rekomendg pasiititajam slégt l[igumu
turpmakajiem projekteSanas darbiem ar pirmas
vietas ieguvéju arhitektu biroju OUTOFBOX.
Leémums pienemts visiem Ziirijas locekliem
balsojot elektroniski.

5. Next steps

The secretary will inform the winners of first of
the jury’s decision. By 17 August, the winning
architects will electronically send the changes to
the volume, facade and, if necessary, floor plan of
Antonijas Street 21 in accordance with RVC AZ
TIAN requirements in relation to the height of the
eaves by e-mail to: velta.holcmane@inbox.lv.
The jury commission will make its decision
electronically on 21 August. For the time being,
the result will not be published.

If the original architectural idea and composition
are retained in the proposal, with the height of the
eaves complying with RVC AZ TIAN
requirements, the members of the jury
commission will recommend the client to
conclude a further design contract with the
winner. If the requirements are not fulfilled, the
competition will end without a result, because it
is not possible to agree on another winner.
Meeting ends at: 12:30.

Note: 21 August Appendix to Minutes No 2 from
03.08.2017.

In due course, up to 17 August the winners of
first architects ‘firm OUTOFBOX submitted
clarification of the proposal with the changes to
the volume of Antonijas Street 21 in accordance
with RVC AZ TIAN requirements in relation to
the height of the eaves. The jury commission
established that the original architectural idea and
composition that does not reduce the overall
quality of the tender are retained in the proposal.
The jury commission decided that the
competition shall be considered as successful.
The jury commission recommends client to
conclude a further design contract with the
winner architects ‘firm OUTOFBOX. The
decision has been taken by voting electronically
by all the jury members.

Zirijas komisijas priek§sédétajs/ Jury Commission Chairman

Vastint Latvia rikotajdirektors/ Vastint Latvia CEO

Romans Astahovs

Priekssédétaja vietnieks/ Jury Commission Deputy Chairman

Latvijas Arhitektu savienibas parstavis/ LAS representative

Andris Kronbergs
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Zirijas komisijas locekli/ Jury Comission Members:

Rigas pilsétas arhitekta biroja direktora vietniece/
Deputy Director of the City of Riga Architect’s Bureau

VKPALI vaditajs, arhitekts/
VKPAI Head, architect

Igaunijas Arhitektu savienibas biedrs/
Member of the Union of Estonian Architects

Pasutitaja parstavis, Vastint Latvia projektu vaditajs/
Client’s representative, Vastint Latvia Project Manager

Vastint Group attistibas direktors/
Vastint Group Development Director

Zirijas komisijas sekretare/ Jury Comission Secretary

Regina Bula

Juris Dambis

Markus Kaasik

Urmas Pastarus

Thomas Hattig

Velta Holcmane



