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[IpoexThT npeziara HOBU QYHKINH,
KaTo OTBOPEH Iazap.

Bce ome 3anassa cBoOOAHA ciIeqHATA
30Ha, [TPeJIarat Mpe/JIoKeHHe 3a Ta3H
30Ha, Bb3MOYKHO IIPEIJIOKEHE, HE
MHOT'O IIPOEKTHU IIPABAT MIPEAJIOKEHUE 32
Ta3H YacT, [IOBEYETO MPOEKTH KN
TOTAJTHO MPEMaXBaT WIH TOTAITHO
3arasBar CrpajiuTe 10 25 CENTEMBPHU
TOBA € €ZIUH OT Hal-00pUTE IIPOEKTH,
BB3MOJKEH 3a peain3upaHe, BIN3aHETO B
crapus rpaji, 6e3 KOHQIMKTHO OT HOBaTa
30Ha Ha MACTOTO Ha , KooIldeTrara“ e
Jlocta 00pe MO3UITMOHUPAHA.

The project offers new features such as an
open marketplace.

Still keeps the following area vacant, offer a
proposal for this area, possible proposal,
not many projects make a proposal for this
part, most projects either totally remove or
totally keep the buildings along September
25th this is one of the best projects possible
to implement, the entry into the old town
without conflicting from the new area on
the site of the “coopses” is quite well
positioned.

MHoro /106pa npe3eHTaIys, Ho He
peraBa npo6yieMu, HO OYEBUIHO Ca
npodecuoHarictu. MHOTO 106pa
npeseHTarus. Jlocroiinu ca 1a 6p1aT
OIIEHEHU BHCOKO.

[IpaBsAT MHOTO AOOGPa BPBH3KA CHC CTAPUS

rpaj.

Very good presentation but doesn't solve
problems but they are obviously
professionals. Very good presentation.
Worthy of being rated highly.

They make a very good connection to the
old town.

TBBpAe TeOpeTHUYeH, IOETUYEH,
paspylIaBaHeTO Ha ,KoomJyeTaTa®,
Bpb3KaTa Ha IJeHThpa C OCTaHaJIaTa 4acT
OT rpajaa JIaiiCBa, HO Mal BbB BCUUKU
MIPOEKTH e Taka. JINTICBa Bpb3Ka MEXKIAY
e/[HaTa U pyrara 4acT Ha rpazaa. TBupae
KPUTHUYHO € HO HE € Bb3IIpHEMaMe
HECUMETPUYHUA ,Z[HSEIﬁH Ha TeopusATa 110
25 centeMBpU. He 1aBa 0oTTOBOpP KaKBO
II1e ce CJIy4H B Ta3u 30Ha. TpsabBa fia ce
oT0esiekH, Ue aKko ce peayIn3upa TakaBa
crpajia Ha MACTOTO Ha ,KooImyeTaTa“ 1e
Ce JINIIU TaM IIPOCTPAHCTBOTO OT
IIapKUHT.

Too theoretical, poetic, the demolition of
the ,,coopses®, the connection of the center
with the rest of the city is missing, but
maybe in all projects it is. There is a missing
link between one part of the city and the
other. It's too critical but we don't embrace
the asymmetrical design theory of 25
September. Does not answer what will
happen in this area. It should be noted that
if such a building were to be implemented
on the site of the “coopses” it would deprive
the space there of parking.




ITpOeKTHT U3IJIEK/Ia IPUMAMIINB, HO
HAMaA J1a 1a/ie HAKAKBY HOBU €JIEMEHTH,
HO U3pa3sBaT HaMepeHus. Boguure
ILJTOIIY ca peopa3MepeHH U He Ha
mscro. [Ipoekra TpsitOBa fa naze
IpeIJIOKEHNE 32 HACTUJIKA, 2 TO3HU He
JlaBa TaKkoBa.

The project looks tempting but will not yield
any new items but express intentions. The
water areas are oversized and out of place.
The project should provide a paving
proposal and this one does not.

[IpemaxBaHeTo HA OOEKTUTE 11O 25TH
CenTemBpH - oT X-J1 JloOpy/2Ka A0 I
Tpakulicku He OTTOBaps Ha 3aJJaHUETO,
HO J1aJIEHOTO pellleHre 3a IPOMsIHA
3aciy»kaBa 1a 0'b/1e 00OMHUCIIEHO.

The removal of the sites on 25th September
- from Hotel Dobrudja to PIl. Thracian does
not meet the brief, but the decision for
change is worth considering.

+ mo0Opo 3oHUpaHe, XybaB aHAIN3,
masapeH IUIONIAJ] KaTo IPeXo/i, Xy0aBo,
HOBU IIaBWJIMOHU Ha ceBep?

- JIeK, 0011, MHOTO OTBOPEH, HaCJIeZCTBO?
crenuaseH?

+ good zoning, nice analysis, market square
as transition, nice, new pavilions North?

- slightly generic, very open, heritage?
special?

OnurcaHUETO € TBBP/IEe TIOETHYHO, JOPH
TEOPETHUYHO, TPYAHO € /ia ce BUISAT
BP'B3KHUTE C PEATTHOCTTA.

I'pajickusAT aHaIU3 € 100BP OMUT, HO BCE
IMaK MaJIKO aKkasieMudeH. [IpoeKThT ce
OIIUTBA /Ia BbBEJIE TIOBEUE 3aCeHUBAHE,
Jla TIOZIpe/TN IIPOCTPAHCTBATA U JIa
MpeIIoKU HOBU GyHKIMH. OcoOeHO
Jlobpa e uzesATa 3a 0OTBOpeH nasap. U Bce
TMaK Mpeobs1aIaBaIusAT MOJIX0]T €
JIEKOPAaTUBEH - U3KJIIOYUTETHO JIbJIraTa
OcC ce 3ala3Ba KaTo MOHOTOHHA YJINIIA, a
JIOOpUTE UJIEH Ce TPETUPAT KaTo
cTpaHuveH eeKT.

The description is a bit too poetic, even
theoretical, difficult to see the links with
reality.

The urban analysis is an OK attempt, but
still a bit academic. The design tries to
introduce more shading, to order spaces
and propose new functions. The Open
Market idea is especially good. Yet the
prevailing approach is decorative - the
extremely long axis is kept as a monotonous
street, while the good ideas are treated like
a side-effect.

Jn3aiiHbT Ha MyOJIMIHATA TEPUTOPHUSA €
choOpaseH ¢ OJIM3KUTE 30HU U CTPAJIH,
KaTo CBIIEBPEMEHHO OTPe/IEs
XOMOT€HHA eCTETHKA 3a MO-IINpPOoKaTa
30Ha. B3eTo e npeziBy1 HTETPUPAHETO
Ha I10-TOJIEMU BOAHU IIJIOIIIM Ha IJIOIIAa/
"CBobopa". HoBaTa mazapHa 30Ha MOXKe
Jla oboraTu palioHa 10 OTHOIIIEHHE Ha

IIPpUBJICKATEJIHOCTTA U U3II0JI3BAE€EMOCTTA.

PerreHusTa 3a MOOMJIHOCT He uarjiexzjar
ACHH I10 OTHOIIEHHE HAa Bb3MOXHOCTHUTE
3a BEJIOCHUIIEAHUTE aJIeH.

Public space surface design is congruent
with nearby uses and buildings, while
defining a homogenous aesthetic for the
wider area. The integration of bigger water
surfaces in the Svoboda Square is
appreciated. The new market area can
enrich the area in terms of attractivity and
usability, Mobility solutions although do not
seem clear in terms of bike lane options.

CB’LpBBaHeTO Ha UCTOPHUYECKHTE
IIJIACTOBE 1 YCTAHOBABAHETO HA BPb3KaA

Connecting historical layers and
establishing a connection with the old city is




ChC CTapUsA I'PaJi € BAXKHO IIPEJIMMCTBO Ha
TOBA IIpe/ijIo;keHue. ToBa e effHO OT
pefKuTe MpeiyIo’KeHusA, KOUTO
oTpassBaT obiiecTBeHUsA TpaHCIOPT. C
BbOOpakeHUe ce CIPaBS C
dparmeHTanuATa HA HUBOTO HA
IeNexoCTBOTO. JJoOpe oOMuceHn
(PYHKIIMOHAITHOCTHY HA LIEeHThpA Ha
rpazga. XKajko, 4e He ca IIOKa3aHU BbB
Bpb3Ka C OCTaHAJIaTa YacT Ha Ipajia.
WHTerpupaHeTo Ha BOJHUA €JIEMEHT €
MHOT'O Ba3KHO, HO BCe IIaK TOU He e
OPraHUYHO UHTETPUPAH B
IIpeXUBABAHETO U Nel3aka. MHOro
00pe HHTErpupaHyu MecTa 3a OT/IHX.
Kanko e ob6aue, ue IPOEKTHOTO
IIpejyIo’KeHYe He II0/luepTaBa MaJiKo
IoBeYe KyJITYyPHOTO IpeJIJIOKEHHUE,
KOETO € eJIEMEHT, KOUTO OU JIOBEJ B
rpajia TypUCTH, Xy/IOKHUIY U T.H. B
IIPOEKTA He ce CIIOMeHaBar dacauTe
WJIA TIOBTOPHOTO U3IIOJI3BAHE U/ WIN
HOBHUTE HAUMHU HA U3TOJI3BaHe Ha
pa3pyIIeH WU ChIIECTBYBAIU CTPAJIH.

an important asset of this proposal. This is
one of the rare proposals to reflect on public
transportation. Tackling with imagination
the foot level fragmentation. Well thought
functionalities of the center city. A pity they
are not shown in relation to the rest of the
city. Integration of the water element is very
important still it stays not organically
integrated in the experience and landscape.
Very nicely integrated recreational spaces.
However, a pity that the design proposal
does not highlight a bit more the cultural
proposal, which is an element that would
bring tourists artists etc. to the city, The
Project is not mentioning facades or reuses
or/and new uses of decayed or existing
buildings.

BHuMaTesieH ¥ YyBCTBUTEJIEH TTOIXOI.

[[si1aTa 30Ha ce TpeTHpa KaTo eJHO IISJI0
H Cb3/JaBaHETO Ha MUKPOKJ/IMMaAT €
JIobpo.

Konuenmnusara u crpaterusara ca xyoasy,
HO MHOTOTO MAJIK! €JIEMEHTH BCHITHOCT
MPaBAT IPOEKTA CI0XKeH. BestoanesTa
MO2Ke Jia Ob/le pa3mosiosKeHa Ha JpyTo
MSCTO U IIPOEKTHT OU MOT'bJI J1a O'b7ie
HalpaBeH I0-100pe.

Care and sensitive approach. The whole side
is treated as a whole and the creation of
micro climates is good.

The concept and the strategy are nice but
the many small elements actually make the
project complex. The bike lane can be set in
another place. and The design could have
been done better.

BosHUAT e71eMEHT B ITPOEKTA IO TPaBU
MHOTO TPYZEH 3a MOAIPBKKA.
JlauamadTeT OT 70-Te TOAUHU ce
M3II0JI3Ba KaTO JIOTOBOP 3a Jl00aBeHa
MIPUPO/IA, HO T HE OIEHABAT
MOHYMEHTAJTHUA OETOHEH 00pa3 Ha
rpaza. Hyxxzara ot ceHky, BoJa,
IIpUpo/a ca choOIIeHH 00pe, HO He ce
ycela KaTo U3II'bJIHUMA.

Water element in the project makes it very
difficult for maintenance. The 70’s
landscape is used as a contract to the added
nature, but they don’t value the
monumental concrete image of the city. The
need for shades, water, nature are
communicated well, but doesn’t feel doable.




BusyanuzaiusTa e peaiu3upaHa MHOTO
3J1€, HO BOAHUAT (DPOHT € IPUEMJIUB Ha
MecTara, Kb/IeTo 61 paboTui 1o0pe.
OmnuTBa ce /1a CBbpKe IUIOIIaa ¢ Tpaja u
Jla BHece IIpUpo/iaTa B TE3U MaJIKH
JI’KOOOBE ¥ OTBOPEHOTO MSICTO JIa Cce
pasBue U /1a BHece TeMara 3a O'b/IeIeTO.
I'padukara e c1aba ¥ HEAOCTATHYHO
mopoOHa, HO ce OIUTBA /1A TTOBUIITH
JUHAMHUKaTa ¥ Jla CJIeJiBa Jyxa Ha rpaja.

The rendering is realised very bad, but the
water front is similar to places where it is
already tasted and works well. It tries to
connect the square with the city and bring
nature in those small pockets. open place
evolve and bring the topic of the future.
Graphicly is weak and not detailed, but is
trying to bring the dinamica up and follow
the spirit of the city.

HeybenuTestHO pelieHue 3a BoJiaTa.
Hswma yceram, de e ch00pa3eHo ¢
Jobpuu. To Mozke /1a Ob/e TPUIIOKEHO
BBB BCEKHU €BPOIEHCKHU TPasl.

Not believing in this water solution. Don’t
feel like it is tailored for Dobrich. It can be
implemented in any European city.

XapakTepbT (LIEHTHPHT Ha TPAJIA) HE €
MHOTO IIPOMEHEH U Pa3BUT, a CE OYaKBa
Jla ce BHeCe Hello HOBO.

Pasbupar cpenara u s TpeTUpaT
YyBCTBUTEIIHO, HO KOTATO JIOUJEM JI0
JIN3aiiHa — He € MHOT'O YOeTUTEeJTHO.

The character (the city center) is not very
changed and developed while expected to
bring something new.

They understand the environment and treat
it sensitively, but when it comes to design -
it's not very convincing,.

3ama3BaHeTO Ha BeJIOCHIIEHATA aJIes €
HAIThJIHO HENpueMJInBOo. MHOTO e
IIOETUYHO, HO /1a 'O CJI0KHUM 0 TO3HU
OpYTaJIMCTKY U3aiH HA CTPaJUTe HA
Jobpuu ?!? MlMa UKOHWYEH MMOTEeHITUA B
TO3U IIpoeKT. Ho He e CUrypHo, ue ToBa
11e pabotu ¢ 706po KavyecTBo. Fima
HAKAKBa JUHAMHKA, KOSATO
MIPOEKTAHTHUTE Ca XBAHAJIM HEII0, KOETO €
oT OBJeIeTo, a He OT HACTOSAIIOTO.
Ycnenu ca 1a yJI0BAT HAKAKBO MHOTO
HaIIpeITHUYABO BIDK/IAHE 3a cpe/aTa.

Ho He ca MHOTO 100pH C AeTaiiiuTe U
MIPEJIJIO}KEHUETO 3a BOZlaTa He e 100po.
Axo cu kuTeJI He BUXK/AAT IJIaHa Ha
rpaja, a atMocdepara, ycelaHeTo, a He
KaKBO € IUITAaHUPAaHO HAMA /ia pa3deperrn
TO3U MPOEKT.

The preservation of the bike lane is
completely unacceptable. It is very poetic,
but to put it next to this brutalist design of
the buildings of Dobrich ?!? There is iconic
potential in this project. But it's not certain
that it will work with good quality. There is
a dynamic that the designers have caught
something that is of the future, not the
present. They've managed to capture some
very forward-looking vision of the
environment.

But they are not very good with the details
and the water proposal is not good. If you
are a resident you don't see the plan of the
city, you see the atmosphere, the feel, not
what is planned you won't understand this
project.

B camoTo 3a7jaHue € IpeBUIEHO J1a ce
pemu mpobJiema ¢ ,KoorueraTa“, a To3u
IIPOEKT He pellaBa HUIIO C TO3U
npobsiem. He faBa HUKaKBO pellleHUe 3a
Ta3" 30Ha. Buskza ce Hello pOMaHTUYHO,
nMa IepcliekTuBa. IMame Hy»K/1a JaBUM
HeII[0 KOETO /1a /laBa BUCOKO HUBO, Ja
pasBuBa Harope. [Ipoekra e xybaB, HO

The brief itself is supposed to solve the
problem of the “coopses” and this project
does nothing to solve that problem. It
doesn't provide any solution for this area.
You can see something romantic, there is
perspective. We need to develop something
that gives a high level, develop upwards.
The project is nice, but abstract. It touches




a6CTpaKT6H. JlokocBa ce 10 IIpaBUJIHUTE
ITIOCOKH, HO HE ' JOpAa3BHBaA.

on the right directions but doesn't build on
them.

KoHnennusTa e Bce eIHO0 3eJIEHOTO IIIe
OTIPaBH BCHYKO OCTAaHAJIO M 3aTOBA
BCHYKO OCTaHAJIO € OCTABEHO Ha 3aJIeH
IUIaH . I0-CKOPO KaTO BhoOpaskeHue
KaKBO MOJKeE JIa ce CJIyYH ,HO He € Ta/ieH
JeTanI.

The concept is as if green will fix everything
else and so everything else is left in the
background . more like an imagination of
what could happen , but no detail is given.

+ CHJIHA Uies 3a MapK ropa, rpajicka
MIPUPOAA, KIUMAaTUYHI

- TBBP/Ie OTBOPEH, HEJOCTaThUeH?
HAWCTHHA HABCAKBAE? MOIAPHIKKA,
Ka4yecTBo, 0e3 30HUPaHe, MAJIKO
IIpOTpaMUpaHe, 3alla3BaHe Ha
CBHIIECTBYBAI[aTa HACTUIJIKA?

+ strong park forest idea, city nature,
climatic

- too open, not consequential? really all
over? maintenance, quality, no zoning, little

programming, keep existing pavement?

BHuMaTesIeH U IeJTMKaTeH MOXO0/I,.
Jlorukara Ha MOBTOpHATa yoTpeba u
IIOETAITHOTO MUCJIEHE €A I0CTA
ybenuTesTHU KaTo Hacoka. L{etmaT o0exT
ce TPeTHpa KaTo Mei3ak, KOeTo e
ybenutesnHo. aKkThT, Ue IPOEKTAHTHUTE
ca MHCJIWJIH IO OTHOIIIEHVE Ha
MHKPOKJIMMATa, CHIIO € I00bP.
OueBHU/THO € HaTUIIE 10OPO HUBO HA
mpodeCHOHATHO pa3bupaHe Ha BHIIPOCU
KaTo yIIpaBJIeHUe Ha BOAUTE, KJIUMAT U
3eneHuHa. JIo6pe obMuciIeHO
ocBeTyieHUe. [[eliCTBUTETHUSAT IPOEKT
MaJIKO He OTTOBaps Ha 3asSBEHUTE
aMOUITIHY - HEHY>KHO (DOPMAaTHO
BHUMaHWe KbM HACTUJIKATa,
MOTEHITUATHO MPO0JIEMATUYHO U
00BpKBaIo opopmieHre Ha BOTHUTE
II'BTUIINA, 3al1a3BaHe HA BEJIOCUTIETHUTE
MapIIPYTH Ha €JHU U CHIIU MECTa.

Careful, sensitive approach. The reuse logic
and thinking in stages are quite convincing
as a guideline. The whole site is treated as a
landscape, which is convincing. The fact
that the designers were thinking in terms of
microclimates is also good. There is
evidently a good level of professional
understanding about issues such as water
management, climate and greenery. Well-
considered lighting. The actual design falls a
bit short of the stated ambitions -
unnecessary formalistic attention to the
pavement, a potentially problematic and
confusing waterways layout, keeping the
bike routes at the same locations.

HHTerpupaHeTo Ha BojiaTa Cce OIeHsIBa
KaTO HaMepeHUe, BIIPEKU Ye N3UCKBa
MHOTO YCHUJIUSA 32 MOAAPBIKKA.

The integration of water is appreciated as
an intention although it is highly
maintenance intensive.

- JINIICBA aHAJIN3
- TBBpEe 0011a uaes
- 3eJIeHa cucTeMa

- HAMa UJAEeEH IIPOEKT

- lack of analysis

- too general idea

- green system

- no conceptual design




3a HAKOJIKOTO ITPOEKTA, B KOUTO ce
M3I10J13Ba KOHIIEMIIUATA 32 TIOBTOPHA
ynorpeba. PeasicTiueH aHaM3 Ha
TEKYIIUTE YCJIOBUSA. BAYKHO € IIPOEKTUTE
Jla OTUUTAT MAPKUPAHETO U
OCBeTJIeHHEeTO. B To3u mpoeKT obaue
CBIIO HE ce crioMeHaBaT ¢dacajiuTe. eauH
OT PEJIKUTE MMPOEKTH, B KOUTO CE
0o0CchKIa Bph3KaTa ¢ U3BbH30HATHATA
30Ha A. I3no13BaHeTo Ha UaesiTa 3a
KOHIIEIIIAATA € KJIIOYOB eJIeMEeHT 3a
HACTOSIIETO U ObEIIeTO.
Pasriek1aHeTo My KaTo pas3iIupeH KbM
rpajia MpaBH MMPOEKTA CTPaTETHYECKHU.
dparmeHTapHOCTTa HAa HUBOTO Ha
MEIIEXOIHOTO ABUKEHNE U3TIEKIA
pasuyneHa. 'padIHOTO IIpe/icTaBsIHE €
c1a6o. ITpoeKThT BMa MOTEHIIHA, HO
oCTaBa Ha eTan "peiCcTou a Obe
paspaboTeH" 1 He e 100pe mpecTaBeH
rpadpuvHO.

On the few projects using the concept of
reuse. A realistic analysis of the ongoing
conditions.Important that the projects take
into account parking and lightning.
However this project also is not mentioning
facades.One of the rare projects discussing
the connection to beyond zone A. The use of
the idea of the concept is a key element for
the present and the future. Seeing this as
extended to the city makes the project
strategic. The foot level fragmentation
seems unshackled. Graphic representation
is weak. The project has a potential, but it
stays in a "to be developed stage" and
graphically not well represented.
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XybGaBu JI03yHTH Ha CHUMKaTa. 1 Tyk
BCUYKO CBBPIIBA - 32 TOBA IIPe/IJIO;KEHNe
He ca II0JI0KEeHU IIOYTU HUKAKBU yCUJIUA.
Wpente ca MHOTO ITIOBBPXHOCTHU.

Nice slogans on the picture. And this is
where it ends - almost no effort has been
made for this proposal. The ideas are very
superficial.

IIpennoxxeHUETO € HeIOCTATHhIHO
yOeIuTEeTHO U He TTI0Ka3Ba HUKaKBa
KOHIIEIIIMsA, Ha 6a3ara Ha KOATO MOKe [a
Obe u3rpazieH owbael mpoekt. Huro
€/IUH OT KPUTEPUUTE 32 OIIEHKA HE e
U3I'bJIHEH B MUHUMAJIHA CTEIEeH.

The proposal is lackluster and does not
show any concept based upon a future
project can be built on. No criteria of the
evaluation is met to a minimum.

- JIMIICBA KOHIIENIUA 32 PA3BUTHE
- [Tpensi0keHO TEXHUYECKO pelleHne
3a HACTUIKHUTE

- no development concept
- Proposed technical solution for the
pavements

3azemsBalara Bpb3Ka € OT ChIIECTBEHO
3HaueHHe. Te 3abesA3axa pa3IuKUTE B
HUBaTa. VIckar Jiu /1a ce U3PaBHSAT HA
€/THO HHUBO upe3 100aBsiHe Ha 3eMs.
dparmeHTHpaHa KOHIEMNIHA ChC cJ1aba
KOHIIENTya/IHAa U (hOopMaiHa TPOEKTHA
ocHOoBa. MHoro csaba Bu3yaiHa.
[TpuBnekaTeHU 3arjaaBus, caabo
CH/IbPIKAHUE.

Ground connection essential. They noticed
the differences in levels. Do they ask to level
at one by adding ground. Fragmented
concept with a weak conceptual and formal
design basis. Very weak visual. Catchy titles

week content.




Kpbryin hopmu / yeTupu ejieMeHTa

- 6e3 30HUpaHe, pellleHe 3a MapKUpaHe,
dopmanHo, cTaH/IapTHA HACTWIIKA,
roJjisiMa NileHuna?

dopmasnucTuuHa, TBbP/le AUPEKTHA U
6e3 BpOOpakeHNe HHTEePIIpeTaysa Ha
MECTHUTE CUMBOJIN U TPAUIINH.
IIpensoxeHuTe HOBU (PYHKIIUU HA
00IIIeCTBEHUTE U IIPUJIEIKAIIITE
IIPOCTPAHCTBA 3By4aT NPOU3BOJIHO. OT
Jipyra cTpaHa, 00bp M0IX0 KbM
MOOMJIHOCTTA.

Round shapes / four elements

- no zoning, parking solution, formal,
standard pavement, big wheat?

Formalistic, too direct and unimaginative in
its interpretation of local symbols and
traditions. The proposed new functions of
the public and adjacent spaces sound
arbitrary. Good mobility approach on the
other hand.

AXIIEHTHT BHPXY apXUTEKTYPHOTO
MIpeJIJIOJKEHUE € B YIIbPO Ha IPaZCKUs
nuzaitH. [107105KUTeTHO MOJKe J1a ce
oTbesIe’KH CHJTHATa BPbh3Ka, IIPeJIozKeHa
3a Crapus Jlo6puy. B obmmata
KOHIIENITUA JIUTICBA SICHOTA HA
HaMepeHUATa U UMa caaba HHTerparus
Ha 3eJIeHaTa "HPPaCTPYKTypa,
CBETJIMHHUA AU3alH U AU3aiHa Ha
HACTWIKUTE U MHPpACTPYyKTypaTa.
IAJIOCTHUAT MHOTO TpaduyeH u
CUMBOJIMYEH €3WK Ha Jiu3aliHa He yCIABa
Jla yoenu, a IpeJIBUIEHUTE pa3pe3y He
IMOKa3BarT 100po pa3bupaHe HA HYK/TUTE
OT 3eJleHa NH(PPaACTPYKTypa U
yIpaBJieHue Ha JbXK/I0BHUTE BOJIU.

Emphasis on architectural proposal is
detrimental to urban design. Positively to
remark is the strong connection proposed
for Old Dobrich. The general concept lacks
clarity of intention and has a low
integration of green infrastructure, light
design and design of pavements and
infrastructure.The overall very graphic and
symbolic design language fails to convince
while provided sections do not show a good
understanding of needs for green

infrastructure and rainwater management.

- aHAIM3 Ha IPOOJIEMUTE

- HHCKa rpaduyHa KyJaTypa
- aQHAIN3 Ha TPAHCIIOPTHU
po0IeMu

- CEMITHJI TPA/ICKHU JU3aiH

- analysis of the problems

- low graphic culture

- analysis of transport problems
- simple urban design

Ob6sicHUTeTHATA 3alIMCKa € UHTEPEeCHa,
HO U3TJIEXK/Ia, Ue BCe OINe € Ha eTan
YepHOBA, KaTO ce UMa IPEeJIBU/] HAUNHBT,
10 KOMTO TEKCTHT € IIOIIbJIHEH U HE €
CTPYKTYpUpaH U usso:xeH. He e
BKJIIOUEHO B3aMMO/EHCTBHUETO C
BCEBB3MOKHUTE U3IU3AIH (acajiu.
3aIro chlllecTByBaIuTe Meben u
JIEKOpaIlysi Ha TPOTOapHUTe He MOoraT Jia
O0baaT OOHOBEHHU W/ TN
BB3OPOU3BeAeHN? 3alll0 eaHa
CBINECTBYBAINA CIPajia, KOATO ce PYIIN

The note is interesting but seems still in the
stage of a draft note taken into account the
way the text is populated and not structured
and laid out. The interaction with the
omnipresent exiting facades not included.
Why the existing furniture and pavement
decoration cannot be renovated or / and

reproduced? Why an existing building, in




WJIY € TI0-MaJIKO U3II0JI3BaHa, He MOKe
Jla ce U3IM0J13Ba KaTo MHPOpMAaIlMOHHA
TOYKA WJIM J]a Ce NHTerpupa
nHpOpMaIMOHHA TOUKA B HeA?
CTpouTesicTBOTO caMo 1o cebe cu, a He
nHOpMaIMOHHATa TOUKA, He €
omnpas/aHo. Bpb3kaTa ¢hC CEJICKOTO
CTOIIAHCTBO € CaMO BU3yaJIHa U KaTo
TakaBa chBceM (popmasiHa.

decay or less used cannot be used as an info
point or integrated an info point in it? The
construction, in itself, not the info point, is
not justified. The connection to agriculture

is only visual, as such quite formal.

279

"3natHa JIoOpymKka

+ KOHIIENITyaJIHa CHJIa, HO OCTaBa
ITOBBPXHOCTHA

- hopMmastHa uzesi, 6e3 mporpaMupaHe u
T.H., IyIIKa, 0e3 HACJIeCTBO, aJIer 3a
BEJIOCHUIIE/TA, CAaMO CeIAIH Xopa"

"Golden Dobrudja

+ conceptual strength, but stays superficial
- formal idea, no programming etc,
sinkhole, no heritage, bicycle lanes, only
people sitting"

A conceptual design is missing. The project
proposal does not emphasize the connection

with "Old Dobrich".

JluticBa uzieeH npoekT. He e 3asernasno B
MIPOEKTHOTO MPEAJIOKEHNE
IoJTuepTaBaHe Ha Bpb3Kara c¢be "Crapus
Jobpua”

MHoro ¢opmasucTudeH. [[upeKTHOTO
II030BaBaHE HA 3eMeJIeJICKUTE T0JIeTa, He
e yOeTUTeJTHO U He TIPeTN3BUKBA
uHTepec. IIpesnoxkenneTo u3raexaa
HAITbJIHO HEChOOPA3€eHO ¢ MaIaba Ha
HaJIMYHUTEe OpocTpaHcTBa. He e
00bpHATO BHUMAaHHE Ha JIEWCTBUTETHUTE
KJIMMaTUYIHU yCJIOBUSA U HYXKJIH Ha
MSICTOTO.

Very formalistic. The direct reference to
agricultural fields is not convincing and
inspiring. The proposal seems to be totally
out of scale for the available spaces. No
attention given to the actual climatic

conditions and needs of the place.

[IpensiokeHNEeTO UMa CMeJT TIOX0, KbM
MeCTHaTa U perHoHaTHATa UIEHTUYHOCT,
HO JIOHSIK'B/IE HE YCIISIBA /1a TO IIPEBBPHE
B MOJIXO/AIO IIPEJIJIOKEHE, KOETO J1a
OTrOBaps HAITHJIHO Ha U3MCKBAaHUATA Ha
33/JaHUETO U Ha CIIENU(PUIHUTE
(bYyHKITMOHATHY XapaKTEPUCTHUKU Ha
mapTepa u ooy npoduil Ha palioHa.
ExOoOTMYHUAT aceKT 3aeMa [eHTPAJTHO
MSICTO B pa3Kasa, HO € caMo
MTOBBPXHOCTHO OTPA3EH B TEXHUUECKUTE
KOHIENIUH U IIPEJJIOKEHUTE PEIeHUs.
TpsiOBa fa ce o1eHN TPEABUIAEHOTO
M3II0JI3BaHe Ha MECTHU MaTeprasu 3a
HacTwikuTe. [leHoBaTa onieHKa He e
peayIncTUYHA, a U3II0JI3BAHETO Ha
MTO/I3€MHUS ITAPKUHT 32 Pa3INYHU
(QyHKIIMH, KOETO € IeHTPAJIHO

The proposal has a bold approach to local
and regional identity but somewhat fails to
translate it into a relevant proposal fully
responding to the briefs requests and the
areas specific functional ground floor and
general profile. The ecologic aspect is
central to the narrative but only
superficially reflected in technical concepts
and proposed solutions. The foreseen usage
of local materials for pavements is to be
appreciated. The price estimation lacks

realism and the usage of the underground




IpeyIo’KeHre Ha KOHIENIHUATA, TPsIOBa
Jla O'p/e pasrJie/laHo KPUTUYHO.

parking for different functions, a central
proposition of the concept is to be reviewed

critically.

- JIUIICBA aHAJINU3
- HMma BAPHA HO CEMILJIA UAEA

- lack of analysis
- There is a correct but simple idea

Cebp3BaHe ¢ Teputopusara. Topa obaue
U3TJIeKa II0-CKOPO B IIBETOBO
OTHOILIEHHE, OTKOJIKOTO KaTO COI[UAIHO-
MKOHOMHYECKO pa3bupaHe Win
uHoBanusd. [IpoabikaBaHETO Ha HJiesATa
3a yKpaca Ha TpOoToapa ChIIIo €
cmuciieHo. Kak 11e pearupat xopara Ha
TOJIKOBA MHOTO »bJIT0? OCcBOOOXK1aBa JIu
TO OT pparmeHnTanuaTa? Kakso 1e
KakeTe 3a ¢acajuTe, CBbp3aHU C Ta3U
nBeTHocT? IToaxoapT HAUCTHHA € MHOTO
opuruHaseH. Jlobpa rieaHa Touka, HO
ype3 cbBceM hopMaJieH IOIXO0/.
IIBeToBeTe OMXa MOIJIM [ja Ce U3MHO0JI3BaT
0-JIo0pe 3a IMO-CHOKOIHA cpefa.

Connecting to the territory. However, this
looks done in terms of colors rather
showing also a socio-economic
understanding or innovation. Continuing
the pavement decoration idea is also
meaningful. How will the people react to
this much yellow? Does it liberate from
fragmentation? What about the facades,
connection to this colorfulness? The
approach is indeed very original. A good
point, yet through quite formally. The colors
could have been worked better for more
relaxing environments.
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TexkcrbT B "Besieskku'" € ¢ MHOTO IPEIIKH
U e TPY/IeH 3a UeTeHe, KOeTO OCTaBs
Jionno BnevatsieHue. Ha egHO MACTO
JIOpU Ce Ka3Ba, Ye MPOEKTHT € Ch37aJleH
3a besndact! MHoro e TpyzHO za ce
pazbepar TEXHUTE TEKCTOBE, TPOYYBAHUSA
u npeasoxkenus. Ha nzobpakenusra ca
1300pas3eHu MaJIMH, IPOEKTHT U3TJIENkK/Ia
€ HaIpaBeH 32 KJINMAaTUYHUTE yCJIOBUS B
banskusa ustok. IlpeaiokeHure crpagu
ca HAITbJIHO U3BBbH KOHTEKCTA - HAl-
MaJTKOTO 3am{0To B Jlo6pud HAMA masap
3a THAX.

The text in Notes has a lot of mistakes and
is difficult to read, which leaves a bad
impression. At one place it even says that
the project is made for Belfast! Very difficult
to understand their texts, studies and
proposals. The images show palms, the
design seems to be made for middle-
Eastern weather conditions. The proposed
buildings are completely out of context - at
least because there is no market for them in
Dobrich.

[IpensioxeHUeTO HE € CHhOOPA3EHO C
HCTOPUYECKOTO PA3BUTHE U
CBHIIECTBYBAIIHS TPAJICKU KOHTEKCT, a
peanusanuaTa My € KpaiiHO
HepeaJVCTUYHA U Ille HaHece
HEINOINPABHUMH IIIETH Ha IIEHThpa Ha

The proposal is not sensitive towards the
historic evolution and existing urban
context and an implementation is highly

unrealistic, damaging the city center beyond




rpazia. YcToiuuBoCTTa Ha
MHTEPBEHIIUATA € OTPULIATEITHA, Thi
KaTo IpeZIoyiara orpoMeH 6poi pecypcu
€ MaJIKa 110J13a 32 OKOJIHATA CPeJia,
MKOHOMHUKATA U XOpaTa.

repair. The sustainability of the intervention
is on the negative side, implying an
enormous number of resources with little
gain for the environment, economy and

people.

ITpoekT, KOUTO B3eMa IIpeABU/I
JKWIHIIHUSA acliekT. EAuH OT MHOTO
PEZIKUTE MMPOEKTH ChC COIHATHO-
MKOHOMHUYECKa YyBCTBUTETHOCT. BaYKHO
e J1a UMa JieMorpadCcko mpoyJyBaHe.
TekcTbT OM MOT'BJI J]a BKJIIOUBA ITO-MaJIKO
IIPABOIMCHY TPENIKU. BhIpeku ToBa
IIEHTHP'BT € MMPOYYEH U IPOEKTUPAH
IIOYTH KaTo 6asioH. 'padpuaHOTO
IIpe/ICTaBsIHE HE ONpPaBIaBa aMOUITUUTE
Ha TekcTa. OCHOBHUAT BBIIPOC KbM TO3H
IPOEKT €; KaKBO € HACJIEAICTBO U KAKBO €
crapo? JIpyr BbIpoc 6u OMIT: Kak
HACJIEZICTBOTO Ha HUCKUTE CTPA/IH IIIe
CTOHU cpefi BUCOKUTe Kyau? U, ako
B/IbXHOBEHHUETO 3a IpoekTa e Jlybai win
mo00HU pa3pabOTKH, 3aI10 He ce
criomMeHe U 00sicHH 3arro [o6puya 6u
TpsiOBasIo Ja Ma pa3paboTKa, mo00Ha
Ha Ta3u B [[yb6aii? BsipBa Jiu IPOEKTHT, ue
CTPOUTEIHATa HKOHOMHKA MO3Ke Jia O'b/ie
TJIaCHK 32 UKOHOMHUKAaTa Ha J[oopuy?

A project that takes into account the
residential aspect. One of the very rare
projects with a socio-economic sensitivity.
important to have a demographic study. The
text could have included less spelling
mistakes. However, the center is studied
and designed almost as a bubble. The
graphic representation does not justify the
ambitions of the text. A main question to
this project is; what is heritage and what is
old? Another question would be, how the
low-rise heritage would stand among the
high-rise towers? And, if the inspiration for
the project was Dubai, or similar
developments, why not mention and explain
why Dobrich would need to have a Dubai-
like development? Does the project believe
that the construction economy could be a

push to Dobrich's economy?
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B * Muschel

+ 30HHpPaHE OK, HAKOHU IIpOrpaMHupaHe
- MapK B CeBE€pHAaTa YacT Ha rpaja?,
MHOTO OTBOPEH, IIPe3eHTaIH
I'pajickuAT aHAIU3 € MHOTO ¢J1ab, ¢
U3KJII0YeHHe Ha KapTorpadpupaHeTo Ha
dyukiuute. J1006Hp MOAXOA KHM
BEJIOCHIIEHOTO JIBIKeHUe. B chioro
BpeMe TIpe/IJToKeHAaTa ITaBUpaHa yIuIa
U3rJIeK1a MHOTO HeHyxHa. [1o
OTHOIIIEHHE HA HAKOU ITO-TEXHUYECKU
ACIIeKTH IIPOEKTHT HABJIN3a B HEHYKHU
OAPOOHOCTH, IOKATO JIUIICBA 00IIaTa
uges1. [IpoeKThT u3riaexaa
(bparmeHTHpaH U HESICEH - YEPTEIKUTE U
TEKCTOBETe He IIpe/IaBaT UIeuTe.

B * Muschel

+ zoning ok, some programming

- park in the North?, very open,
presentation

The urban analysis is very poor with the

exception of the mapping of functions.
Good approach towards bike traffic. At the
same time the proposed paved street seems
very unnecessary. For some more technical
aspects, the project goes into unnecessary
detail, while it lacks on the general idea. The
design seems fragmented and unclear - the
drawings and texts do not communicate the

ideas.

[{eHTpaIHO MACTO B IIPEJIOKEHUETO
3aema Hamecara Ha 1iomaz "Csoboga",
KOSITO Pa3uynTa Ha pa3jIndHu HOBU
eJIEMEHTH, KOUTO IIPECTOU Aa ObaaT
HU3Trpa€Hu, HO KOUTO UMAaT Ma/IbK
IIPHUHOC 3a ChXXHUBABAHETO Ha
IMapTEPHUTE ILIOIIH, 'bBKABOTO
M3T0JI3BaHe, MUKPOKJINMATHIHOTO
BB3IEMCTBYE U ISJIOCTHATA €CTeTUKA Ha
paiiona. KoHueniusita 3a MOOHMJTHOCT
BBbBEKJA CTPYKTypa OT THIIA HA ITbTH,
KOSITO He e 00pe HHTerpupaHa B
ISJIOCTHUSA AU3alH Ha MACTOTO.
Kounenmusara 3a 30Ha A O-CKOPO HeE €
peasInCTU4YHa I10 OTHOIIIEHKE Ha
CTPYKTypaTa Ha COOCTBEHOCTTA U
nmpeHebpersa HeOOXOAUMOCTTA OT
TBbProBCKHU U COIIMATHU IIPOCTPAHCTBA,
KaTO ChIIEBPEMEHHO BHBEXKA OCTAPSLI
snaHamadTeH Au3aiiH. B npensioxkeHneTo
JIIICBA IAJIOCTHA aTMOc(epHa BU3UA U
Bpb3Ka ChC ChCETHUTE CTPATU U

dbyHKIMH.

Central to the proposal is the intervention
in Svoboda Square, reliant on different new
to be built elements with little contribution
to revitalizing floor ground areas, flexible
usage, micro-climatic impact and overall
aesthetics of the area. The mobility concept
introduces a road type structure that is not
well integrated in the overall place design.
The concept for area A is rather not realistic
with regard to property structure and
ignores the need for commercial and social
spaces while introducing an outdated
landscape design. The proposal lacks an
overall atmospheric vision and connection

with the adjacent buildings and functions.

- rMa popMaJieH aHaInu3, HAMa
W3BO/JIM OT IIPOCTPAHCTBEHUS aHAJINU3,
c1aba apXUTEKTYpPHA BU3HUSL.

- formal analysis, no conclusions from the
dimensional analysis, weak architectural
vision.

To3u rpag uma Hyxkza oT Typuctu. He e
JI IpOo06JIEM, KOTaTO apXUTEKTUTE HE
MoOrarT 7ja ce O0SICHAT HAa aHTJTUHCKH?
3amnassa ce (pparMeHTapHOCTTA HA
HHUBOTO Ha KpakaTa. AKO TOBa € IJeHHOCT,

This city needs tourists. Isn't it an issue
when architects can't explain themselves in

English? The foot level fragmentation is




TOraBa KaK Ta3u IIEHHOCT Ce Pasrpblia?
Wnesara 3a NIaBUJIMOHUTE € MHOTO
WHTEPECHA, HO Te CTOAT J0CTa HaCTPaHHU
OT ISJIOCTHATA KoHIennusa. Hama
COIHATHO-UKOHOMHYECKA IIEPCIIEKTUBA.
Hucko KauecTBO HAa TEXHUYECKUS
YepTex.

kept. If this is a value then how is this value
unraveled? The idea of the pavilions is very
interesting but they stand quite a part from
an overall concept. No socio-economic
perspective. Low quality of technical

drawing.
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IIpoekr c yoBemku pasmepu. Mmar
MHOTO 00pHU Uzier, HO He PabOTAT
Jlo0pe. AMOUIIMUTE HA TO3U MPOEKT ca
roJIeMH, HO UMa HAKOJIKO IPOOJIEMH.
Busyanuzanmara usriaexaa, KaTo
M3Ba/ieHa OT KaTajIoT, HsIMa 0Cco0eH!
IIpE/IJIOKEHUS 32 HOB in3aiiH. ToBa He e
IIPOEKTA, KOWUTO € IOCTAThYHO YCTOWYUB
3a B Obzele. AKO ITpoeKTa TpsIOBa 1a e
yCTOMYMB 32 OOIIMHATA — HE € CUTYPHO,
ye TOBA 11Ie paboTH. To3u NMpoeKT He e
CJIOKEH, KAKTO U ITIOBEYETO OCTAHAJIY,
BEPOATHO 3apajiy TOCTABEHOTO
¢urHaHCOBO orpaHuueHue. Xopara ca ce
OIIUTBAJIU /ia BJIA3aT B OI0/KETa, KOETO
MHOTO OTPaHHYaBa U Opsa3Ba. JIuuu cu
HSIKAK CU, Y€ TO3H IMPOEKT € MIPABEH OT
MEeCTHU apxXUTeKTH. /[Be Hela TpsioBa /1a
ce oTbesiekar — cjara BoJiaTa Ha
cB000/1a, c1ara /bpBeTa U IMOAMEeHs
wioukute. ChBceM IpocTUUKO. /[aBa
peleHue 3a BCUIKY eJleMeHTU. /laBa
06po pazbupaHe 3a BCSAKA JIOKAJTHA
HY?KJ]a ChC MJIKU IIPOCTPAHCTBA . AKO
TOBOPUM 32 30HHPAHETO € MHOTO
YCIIETITHO.

A human-sized project. They have a lot of
good ideas, but they don't work well. The
ambitions of this project are great, but there
are a few problems. The visuals look like
they were pulled out of a catalog, there are
no particular suggestions for a new design.
This is not a project that is sustainable
enough for the future. If the project is to be
sustainable for the municipality - not sure
this will work. This project is not complex,
like most others, probably because of the
financial constraint placed on it. People
have been trying to get into the budget,
which is very limiting and cutting. It is
somewhat apparent that this project was
done by local architects. Two things to note
- it puts the water out, it puts trees in and it
replaces the tile. Quite simply. Gives a
solution for all the elements. Gives a good
understanding of each local need with small
spaces . If you talk about zoning it is very
successful.

He e chBpemMeHeH nu3aiiH, HO HAKAK CU €
JIOKaJIeH, Halll CH, MeCcTeH. BbB BCHUKHU
cIy4ail 3aciIy»kaBa BUCOKA OlleHKa, HO
BCe €/JHO € IMPaBeH KaTo WHKEHEPUHT, He
TOJIKOBA KaTO OT MpOoeKTaHT. Hsama HOB
musaiH. Karo ananms, KaTto
pasnpeziesieHre Ha 30HUTE, € MHOTO
3a/TbJIOOYEH, aMILUTUTYHUTE MHOTO I00pe
paspaborenu. /[u3aiiHa He € TOJIKOBa Ha
doxkyc, a mo-ckopo 3a yzrobersara u 3a
MeCTHUTE Jla MoJja3Bar. ['eHepasmHO
IIPOEKTA € OOBPHAT KbM HUJIEATa, Ue

It's not a contemporary design, but
somehow it's local, it's ours, it's local. In any
case it deserves high praise, but it's as if it
was done as engineering, not so much by a
designer. There is no new design. As an
analysis, as a distribution of zones, it is very
thorough, the amplitudes very well
developed. The design is not so much the
focus, but more for the amenities and for
the locals to enjoy. Generally the design is
addressing the idea that locals will use the




MECTHHTE ITie TI0JI3BaT TEPUTOPHUSATA.
Hemara onupar 70 ToBa /1a ce CIydu.
To3u MPOEKT MOKe /1a ce CIIyUH yTpe.
JleceH 3a U3IIbJIHEHUE, MUCJIEH € T10-
CKOPO OTK'BM peayin3alusi, OTKOJIKOTO OT
HOBOCT... HIKAKBH ChBPEMEHHHU
pelleHus, HUKaKBH WHOBAaTUBHU
MMOXBAaTH WU IPOMEHHU Ha cpefaTa. AKo
Oerrie TUPEKTHA MOPHUKA WU
MH;KEHEPUHT TOBA IIEllIe /Ia € Pe3yJ/ITaTa,
HO 06€3CIIOPHO € PENTuI MPodIeMuTe Ha
cpejaTa ¥ Bjm3a B OI0KeTa.

area. It comes down to making it happen.
This project could happen tomorrow. Easy
to implement, thought of in terms of
implementation rather than novelty... some
modern solutions, no innovative techniques
or changes to the environment. If it was
direct procurement or engineering this
would be the outcome, but it has
undoubtedly solved the problems of the
environment and comes in under budget.

Bbu Tps6BasIo /1a THPCUM HEIO I0-
Pa3JINYHO, HEIllo, KOeTO Jla ce pa3BUBA
cpejiata 4 Jia iaBa mo-IIupPOKHU
XOpU30HTH. /]a Hajickaya IpeOHUTE
mpobJIeMH U J1a ©Ma I0-ChBpeMeHEH
BU3UU.

To3u IpOEKT e IpUeMJINB, HO He €
daBoput. Mozke Ou 111e ce Bh3IpHUEME
JIo0Ope OT JIOKaTHaTa KyJITypa, HO TOBa JIN
e koeTo ThbpcuM? He e ToIKoBa CI0KEH U
pasbupa ce ToBa ce ChOTHACSA 710
CTOHMHOCTTA.

l'eomeTpuyHUS AU3aUH HE ToMara
MHOTO. MHOT0 eJIeMeHTH, KaTo BOjaTa,
MPOCTPAHCTBATA MPUJINYAT Ha KaTaJIoT,
He UTpasaT Ao0pe 3aeTHO, U3TJIEK/IaT,
KaTO MPeJIOKEHUsI, HO He pabOTAT
3ae/1H0. CTOAT KaTo mpomarajHu
OeJIexKKH.

We should be looking for something
different, something that evolves the
environment and gives broader horizons. To
move beyond the minor issues and have
more contemporary visions.

This project is acceptable, but not a favorite.
It might be well received by the local
culture, but is that what we are looking for?
It's not that complicated and of course that
correlates to value.

The geometric design doesn't help much.
Many elements, like water, spaces look like
a catalog, don't play well together, look like
suggestions but don't work together. They

stand as propaganda notes.

Iobpe HanpaBeH SWOT ananu3s. 3a
ChKaJIEeHHE ca HallpaBEeHHU TBBP/ie MHOTO
OyKBaJIHU NIPeNpPaTKU - O0EKTUTE U
MOJIEJIUTE Ca IPEHECEHH TBBP/IE
JINPEKTHO, €3 HUKaKBa JJo0aBeHa
CTOWHOCT. Pe3ysTarhT € equH
JIeKOpaTUBEH, HO €/1Ba JIU M0JIe3€H
MIPOEKT, KOUTO HE OTTOBApPS HA MHOTO OT
KJIMMaTUIHUTE XaJnaiTypu. TBbpae
MHOTO IIOETUYHH IIPEeNpaTKH, HO TBbP/E
MAaJTKO BP'B3KH C peaTHU MOJIETH Ha
YOBEIIIKO ITOBEJIEHE U UKOHOMUYECKa
neiHoct. [TogpobHaTa cMeTKa 3a
pa3xouTe MOKa3Ba CIIOCOOHOCTHUTE 3a
TOAPOOHO MPOEKTHPAHE.

Well-done SWOT analysis. Unfortunately
too many literal references have been made
- objects and patterns have been
transported too directly, without any added
value. It results in an ornamental, but
hardly helpful design, which does not
address many of the climatic challenges.
Too many poetic references, but too few
links to actual human behavior patterns and
economic activity. The detailed costs

account shows abilities in detailed design.




ITpensIoKeHUETO € MOAXOSAIIO ITOPaTH
ITOBTOPHOTO M3I0JI3BaHE Ha BeUe
ChHIIECTBYBAIIU 3€JIEHH ILIOIIH, KOETO
MIOKa3Ba Bb3MOKHOCTTA 34 3alla3BaHe Ha
[IOpaCHAJINTE IbPBETa HAa TEXHUTE MeCTa.
YcraHoBeHaTa Bpb3Ka ¢ pailoHa Ha
Crapus JloOpud CBIIO CIIe/iBa 1A Ce
pasryekaa KaTo MOX0AIa Hesl.

The proposal is relevant through its re-use
of green areas already existing, indicating
the plausibility of maintaining grown trees
in their locations. The connection
established with Old Dobrich area is also to

be considered as a relevant idea.

- HWMa aHaJIHu3, HO HEIThJIEH — JIMIICBA
MIPOCTPAHCTBEH M KOMYHUKAIIMOHEH

- JToOpu GyHKIIMOHATHA
MIpEeJIJIOXKEHUS 3a CTPAJIUTE

- Ocrapsia KoHIenus:A 3a GoHTaHa

- W3mrpIHUMHY eJIEMEeHTH Ha
TpajiCKus IU3aiiH, pa3paboTeH IUIONIA/IA,
HO He Y IJIaBHUTE THPTOBCKU YJIUIU

- analysis, but incomplete - lacking space
and communication analysis

- Good functional proposals for the
buildings

- Outdated concept for the fountain

- Feasible urban design elements, developed

plaza but not main tender streets

MoyierbT Ha peKkaTa € MHOTO Xy0OaBa
uzes, KakTo 1 a3bykara. 3HaUeHUETO,
KOETO ce OT/IaBa Ha U3BEXKAAHETO Ha
CKYJIIITYPUTE, CKPUTHU B CHIIECTBYBAIIUS
nen3ax, e CHIeH eJIEMEHT Ha TO3U
poeKT. VfiesTa 3a CoThHUEBUTE ITAHEIH
CBIIIO € IUTIOC Ha TO3H IIPOEKT, BHIIPEKU
Ye pasIoyIoKeHNeTO UM MOKellle Jja
0'b/1e 0OMUCIIEHO T10 APYT HAUYUH U /1A ce
IIPEBBPHE B €JIEMEHT Ha ITyOJINIHO-
YacTHO MapTHhOPCTBO. HAMecaTa Ha
BO/IaTa B MeH3aka e IPyT HHTepeceH
€JIEMEHT, HO € KaJIKO, Ue Ta3! Hujies He €
CBBP3aHa ChC CHIIECTBYBAIIIUTE
onTaHU. 32a00MKAIAHETO HA THPBETATA,
3a /1a ce Ch37aJIe CeAIa U OTINUNTETHA
cpena, e ocra narepecHo. B Ilapux
TE3U IUIOIIIY Ce IIPEJOCTABAT Ha
YKUTEJIUTE WJIM HAa THPTOBIUTE 32
rpaguHapcrBo. ToBa 6u MorJio f1a Obe
OlIlle eJTHO NHOBAaTUBHO (PYHKIIMOHUPAHE
Ha Te3U 30HMU.

The river pattern is a very nice idea as well
as the alphabet. The importance given to
bringing forward the sculptures hidden in
the existing landscape is a strong element of
this project. Bringing in the solar panels
idea is also a plus of this project, although
their placement could have been thought
otherwise and made an element of public
private partnership.The interference in the
landscape with water is another interesting
element, however not connecting this idea
with existing fountains is a pity. Circling
the trees to create a sitting and distinctive
environment is quite interesting. In Paris
these areas are given to the residents or
commerce for gardening. This could have
been another innovative functioning of

these areas.

Touxka 3a HabIIOIEHE + OIJVIEAAIIO

"Observation point + mirror




347

+ 30HUpAaHe Ha IVIaBHUA IIOAf?,
BB3MOKeH 0aIaHC MeK/y CTapOTO U
HOBOTO, IIPEOCMUCJIsAHE HA (popMUTe,
3ejleHUHA %

- 'bBKaBU IPOCTPAHCTBA KaK,
pasIoJIoKeHNe TOUKA 32 HAbJII0/IeHNe,
JiiIca Ha o011l IUIaH, MHOTO 30HH He ca
IIPOEKTUPAHU, TporpaMupane”
IIpenjiosxkeHusATa pa3unUTaT B TBHPAE
roJisiMa CTeNeH Ha Pa3BUTHETO Ha
TypusMa. Bce mak ToBa e 0Tpachs, KOUTO
IIOYTH He MpUCHCTBA B JloOpUY, U B TO3U
CMUCBHJI IPOEKTHT UBTJIEXK/IA HE € MHOTO
MIO/AXO/AI 32 To3U rpa. [Toutu HAMA
IrPaioyCTPOMCTBEH aHAIN3 U IIPOEKTHT
TBBbp/e Obp30 IPEMUHABA KbM
dbopmanucTUUHY IpeIJIoKeHU .

+ zoning on main square?, possible balance
old new, reinterpretation shapes, green %

- flex spaces how, placement vantage point,
no overall plan, many areas undesigned,
programming"

The proposals relies too heavily on the
development of tourism. Still this is an
industry that is hardly present in Dobrich
and in this sense the project seems not to be
very well suited for this city. There is hardly
any urban analysis and the project jumps

too quickly into formalistic proposals.

Bucoka orieHKka 3acry:kaBa ISJIOCTHATA
CHIJIACYBAHOCT Ha iU3aiiHa. SICHUAT e3UK
Ha IN3aliHa ChII0 HE € B ChCTOSHUE /1A
pearupa 4yBCTBUTETHO HA ChCETHUTE
dbyHKIMYM U crpagu. JIMICBaT KOHIEIH
3a MOOHMJIHOCT Y KOHIIEIIIIHS 3a
OCBeTJIEHUE, 4 BUIUMUTE €JIEMEHTH
IIOKAa3BaT JIMIICA HA KAYECTBO HA
aTMocdepaTa B IIPEIJIOKEHUETO.
MogynHoTo 063aBeXKjaHe MOXKE U J1a €
WHTEPECHO, HO N301pa eIH OT HaH-
3aM'bpCABAIINTE MAaTEPUAIIU - OETOHA, 110
CHIIHA HAUUH KATO [[EHTPATHUS
€JIEMEHT - KyJIaTa - JIOHSIKB/Ie
0e310JIe3HO YIIpa’KHEHUE B
apXHUTEKTypaTa ChC CIIOPHA JI00aBeHA
CTOMHOCT 3a MsICTOTO, XOpaTa, KOUTO
JKUBESAT TYK, U OKOJIHATA CPeJia.

Appreciation goes to the overall coherence
of the design. The clear design language is
also not able to react sensitive to the
adjacent functions and buildings. A mobility
concept and lightning concept are missing,
while visible elements indicate a lack of
atmospheric quality in the proposal. The
modular furniture might be interesting, but
opts for one of the most polluting materials,
concrete, the same way as the central piece,
the tower, a somewhat futile exercise in
architecture with disputable added value to
the place, the people living here and the

environment.

- JINTICBA aHAJIU3 Ha MPOOJIEMH U
HOTOIU

- IIpeniio:xkeHne 3a apXUTEKTYPHU
eJIeMeHTH U IPOoCTpaHCTBA 6e3
ob6ocHOBKa. VIHTepecHa apXUTeKTypHA
Busus. Cnaba pyHKImOHATHA
opraHu3anys Ha IUIOMIAHOTO
IIPOCTPAHCTBO.

- lack of analysis of problems and flows

- Proposal for architectural elements and
spaces without justification. Interesting
architectural vision. Poor functional

organization of the plaza space.

OO6scHUTEeTHATA 3aIIMCKa II0Ka3Ba
HaMEpEHue, HO OCTaBa TBbP/JE O6H.Ia 110
OTHOIIIEHKE Ha IIEJ/ITA HA IIDOEKTA U

The note shows an intention but stays still

to general in terms of the purpose of the




HA4YMHA, 10 KOUTO MOJKe Jia ce OTTOBOPU
Ha OTKPUTHTE MPOOJIEMH, KAaTO ce
M3I0JI3BaT IOHE HAKON OCHOBHU
KOHIIENTYaJIHU KJII0u0BH iymu. Kaksa e
uneHTHIHOCTTa Ha J[o6pnu? Kaksa e
KpacoTaTa Ha neisaxka? 3aio He
KOHKpPETHU3UpaTe KaKBO HMaTe IIPEBU C
Tsx? Kol mpaBu Xy0:KeCTBEHUS IPOEKT,
apxutekture Ju? OOEKTHT caM 10 cebe
CH € MHOTO Xy0aB, HO JIaJTi TOBa €
JOCTaThYHO 3a CMHUC/IeHA HaMeca B
rpaza? Jlaau TypHUCTBT IIie JOk/ie B
Jlobpwuu camo 3a s1a Buau ToBa? ToBa
JlocTaThuHa MpUYrHa Jiu e? He OGuxa i
JIOIILIM, 32 J]Ja BUAAT KYJITyPHUTE U
HCTOPUUYECKUTE IUIACTOBE Ha IPajia, Kak
TOBA T'Y ITOAYepPTaBa 1 moMara 3a
paskpuBaHeTo UM? MIHTepBEHITUUTE ca
MHOTO Xy6aBH, HO He ca JIOCTaThYHHU 3a
e/THa TPaJicKa BU3USI.

project and how the detected issues can be
replied to, by at least using some basic
conceptual keywords. What is the identity of
Dobrich? What is the beauty of the
landscape? Why not specifying what you
mean with these? Who is doing the art
project, the architects? The object is very
nice in itself, but is this enough for a
meaningful intervention in the city? So
tourists would come to Dobrich just to see
this? Is this a reason enough? Wouldn't they
come to see the cultural and historical
layers of the city, how does this highlight
and help uncover these? The interventions

are very nice but not enough for an urban

vision.
8 0} 9 3a 3ona B Zona B
- [Tinmennuna mo3aika .
- Wheat mosaic

- He e 100pe pa3paboTeHa MaIKO
IporpamMara, IeHHOCTUTE, HACTUJIKA,
e/IHOKpaTHa?,

KaKBO KaueCTBO MMa B JIEUCTBUTETHOCT?
TBBbpae rosiM GOKyC BbPXY HACTHIKATA
¥ M€eCTHA UJI€HTHYHOCT.

+ UMa J100pH crienuUIHU CUTYaLIHH,
xy0aB IJIaH — HO HAMA ocobeHa
TIepCIEKTUBA.

JIoIII Tpa/icKu aHAJIU3 - TIPOCTO
KOHCTaTUpPaHe Ha 0YeBUAHOTO. MHOTO
JIUPEKTHH, HEOCIIOPUMH U
HEeBBhOOparkaeMu IperpaTku KbM
3eMeZIeJICKUTE T10JIeTa Ha perHoHa.
OcraBa HEesICHO KaK IIPOEKTHT Ce CIIPaBs ¢
KJIMMAaTHYHUTE MIPeU3BUKATE/ICTBA Ha
00IIIeCTBEHUTE ITPOCTPAHCTBA.

- little programming, activity, paving, one
liner?, what quality does it really have? too
much pavement focus

+ local identity, specific situations good,
nice plan - but how in perspective?"

A poor urban analysis - just stating the
obvious. A very direct, unquestioned and
unimaginative references to the agricultural
fields of the region. It remains unclear how
the project addresses the climatic

challenges of the public spaces.

ITogxoxabT e cutHO rpaduyeH, ¢
B/IbXHOBEHUE OT ChIIleCTBYBAIU
CHUMBOJIY, HO He YCIISIBa /Ja OTTOBOPU Ha
33/IaHUETO Ha KOHKYpCa 10 MOAXO0/IAIIL
HauuH. [IpeaokeHneTo MpeaoCcTaBs
pellleHUe, Ha KOeTO JIMIICBA EPCIeKTHBA

The approach is highly graphical, with
inspiration taken from existing symbols, but
fails to address the competition brief in a

relevant way. The proposal delivers a




3a KyJITypHa TPAHHOCT, HO CBIIIO TaKa U
CMHCJIEHU PEIIeHHs 32 MOOMITHOCT
(mpezJioXKeHaTa BEJIOCUIIETHA ayles €
JI0CTa OTIaCHA) U 3eJIeHa
uH}pacTpykTypa (THHKHUTE 3€JIeHU
WBUIIM B CUJTHO U3IIOJI3BAaHUTE
IIPOCTPaHCTBA G'BP30 IIle ce pa3pyIIarT,
Z'bpPBETaTa Ce HYXXAAAT OT HOAXOZAII0
II0/I3eMHO IIPOCTPAHCTBO U
nHpacTpykrypa). [losoxuresHo e, ye B
IIPeJIJIO’KEHNETO ca 3a1a3eHn
CBHIIECTBYBAITUTE ILJIOIIH C TOPACHATIN
I'bpPBETA.

solution that lacks perspective of cultural
durability but also meaningful solutions for
mobility (the proposed bike-lane is rather
unsafe) and green infrastructure (slim green
stripes in highly used spaces will rapidly
degrade, trees need adequate underground
space and infrastructure). It is positive that
existing areas of grown trees are kept in the

proposal.

- JINICBA aHAJIU3
JIByMepeH nu3aiin
HermrbiieH uieeH MpoexT
- Jlumncsa geTanu3anus

- lack of analysis

- Two-dimensional design

- Incomplete conceptual design
- Lack of detailing

[TpoekTHT U3I0I3Ba OOPE CTPATEruATa
3a TPOTOAPUTE, 32 /1A Ch37a/ie
CBIJIACYBAHOCT U J1a IOJ{YepTae
OTJIMYUTEJIHUTE YEPTHU Ha I'paja. ToBa
obaue He BbPBU YCIIOPEIHO C PEIIEHUsITa
Ha dacasiuTe 1 He JlaBa MO-KOHKPETHA
uH}OpMaIHs 3a TOBA KaK J]a Ce CIIPABSIT
U UHTETPUPAT KbM TOBA
CBIIEeCTBYBAIIIUTE J'bPBETA, KOUTO Ca
pas3npocTpaHEHU HABCAKBJE B PaliOHA.
TpeBHUAT PUCYHBK € MHOT'O UHTEPECEH,
HO He € JI0OCTaThYHO MoAPOOeH, 3a J1a ce
pasbepe jayii TOH ChIO TaKa MapKHUPa
IIpoxoauTe KbM U OT IIEHTHhpa U ce
IIPeBPBINA B XapaKTepUCTUKA Ha Tpasa,
KaTo € CTpaTerus, Pa3pOCTPAHABAIIA Ce
HN3BDBH IIEHThHPA. HpOGKT C T'OJIAM
MOTEHITNAJI, HO OCTaBa YaCTHYEH.

The project makes good use of the
pavement strategy to create a coherence and
highlight the distinctiveness of the city.
However this does not go parallel with
solutions of facades, and does not give more
specific information on how to deal and
integrate to this the existing trees that are
spread everywhere in the area. The grass
pattern is very interesting but not detailed
enough to understand if this is also marking
passages to and from the center and become
also a characteristic of the city by being a
strategy spread beyond the center. A project
with a great potential, but remaining

partial.

J1o6bp ypbaHUCTUYEH aHAIU3 U UMa
pasBuTHe Ha mpezokeHnero. Caara
Typu3Ma B leHTbpa. Cb37aBar 1s1ata
KOHIIEIIIHSA OKOJI0 Typu3Ma. [Ipeiarar
MHOTO I00pU MaTepUaIu, Ju3akiHa,
¢dparmenTupa. MHOTO ejleTaHTEH U
CbAbpXKaTEJICH IIPOEKT. Mmnoro
KOHTpOJIMpaHa pabora.

Good urban design analysis and there is a
development proposal. Puts tourism at the
centre. Creates the whole concept around
tourism. Suggest very good materials,
design, fragments. Very elegant and
meaningful project. Very controlled work.
They give spacing between the tiles which
will allow for absorbency of the paving.




JlaBaT pa3cTosiHHe MeXKIy IVIOYKUTE,
KOETO II[e /1a/ie Bb3MOXKHOCT 3a
MTOITMBHOCT HA HACTUJIKHUTE.

MHOTO 3aIUTEHN PeIIeHHUs.
BrnieuatsiuresieH e Ha pa3JIMYHUTE HUBA
Ha BCUYKHU peleHus1. bu Mors 1a 6/1e
daBoput. MHOTO CUMITIATHYHHU Ca
pelleHHATA 3a TpajickaTa Mebes. MHOTO
yI0OHU UBIJIEKAAT CTOTYeTaTa 1 Ire
npuaazar yort. ima mogooHu
pa3pabOTKK B MHOTO CBETOBHHU I'PA/IOBE U
MHOTO J100pe paboTsIT.

ToBa e Mmo>ke 01 Hal-aMOUIIMO3HUS
poeKT. /[aBa OTBOPeHU IPOCTPAHCTBA.
[T1omaza u cutyarusTa KOsTo Ch3/laBa
OKO0JI0 “KooITueTaTa” He € MHOTO HEesICHO
€ B Ta3H Yacr.

Very protected solutions. It is impressive on
the different levels of all the solutions.
Could be a favorite. Very sympathetic
solutions for urban furniture. Very
comfortable looking chairs and would add
to the comfort. There are similar
developments in many world cities and they
work very well.

This is probably the most ambitious project.
It gives open spaces. The plaza and the
situation it creates around the “coopses” is
not very vague is this part.

TpancdopmanusaTa e TBbP/ie ToJsMa.
IToBeueTo uzeu ca Xxy0aBH, HO TO3U
KOJIN3€eyM B cpejiaTa Ha Jloopuda —
Jobpuu He e Pum. J1o6Bp € OTKBbM
TypHUCTUYECKa IJIe[[HA TOUKa, HO
M3TJIaK[a MHOTO HEMTPWIOKUM. TBBp/ie
oTBOpeH e. Mima MHOT0 700pH uaeH, HO
He HAKOHU OT TAX ca HepeaTucTUuaHU. He
e 1o0pe, Je MpecHya IUIOIIAza, BCE MaK
TpsiOBa /la UMa MPOCTPAHCTBO, B KOETO /1A
ce TioBexk/IaT MaHudecramuu. Kato
aHaJIM3 € MHOTO JI00pe, HO He BCUYKHU
npezoskeHus ca 7oopu. He cmsaTame, ue
IUIOIA/Ia TPSAOBA /1a ce MPEKBCBA 110 TO3HU
HavyH. /la He TOBOpUM 3a TO3W 00eM Ha
MsCTOTO Ha “KoomderaTta’, KOUTO
IIPOMEHS II0COKA Ha BATHP H IIIe Ch3Aa/Ie
CHhBCEM pa3IdyeH KJIuMar.

The transformation is too big. Most of the
ideas are nice, but this coliseum in the
middle of Dobrich - Dobrich is not Rome.
It's good from a tourist point of view, but it
smooths out a lot of impracticality. It's too
open. There are a lot of good ideas, but not
any of them are unrealistic. It is not good
that it crosses the square, there should still
be a space in which to hold demonstrations.
As an analysis it is very good, but not all the
suggestions are good. We don't think the
square should be interrupted in this way.
Not to mention this volume on the site of
the “coopses”, which changes wind direction
and will create a completely different
climate.

VMma chueTaHue Ha HEIO0 TUXO0 1
CIIOKOKMHO U C HEHIo TOJIIMO — HIMa
basamc.

OsesieHsABaHETO € CIOJIy4JINBO, HO
TIpEeJIBU/T TOAAPBKKATA U HAIllaTa cpeia
€ PHUCKOBO, IIPEJIBUJT HA TOBA, Y€ ITPOEKTa
3aj1ara MHOTO Ha TOBA.

There is a combination of something quiet
and peaceful and with something large -
there is no balance.

The landscaping is fine, but given the
maintenance and our environment, it's risky
given that the project relies heavily on that.

I'pancku qxo060Be

+ m00po 30HUpaHe, 3eJIeHHHa, J00pe
IIPOEKTUpaH/MHOT0 XybaB 1jiaH, boratu
U7IeU 3a IpOorpaMUpaHe

- MaJIKO HACJIEZCTBO, JIEKO OOIIIH,
BEJIOCUTIE/THU ajier / n300pakeHusTa
IIOKa3BaT caMo IIPexoj], HUBaTa He ca
CIa3eHw.

Urban Pockets
+ good zoning, greenery, well designed/very
nice plan, rich programming ideas

- little heritage, slightly generic, bike lanes /




images show only transition, levels not

respected

TypusmbT B IEHTHPA, MOKe OU MAJIKO
npetpynas. Jlo6bp rpaacku
a"aus./[00bp MoaX0 KbM
MaTepUAJIUTE U PEIIEHUATA, OCHOBAHU
Ha npupozarta. Jlobpa moapenda Ha
IIPOCTPAHCTBATA, 100pe €, ue ca
TIOMUCJ/TIJIN 32 PA3TUYHU IPOTPAMHU.
JusaiusT obaue ocraBa J0OCTAa CKOBAaH,
BOZU 710 GparMeHTUPAHE U 1Iie
JIOTIPHHECE 32 CETAIIHIA BU3yaJleH Xaoc.
Vnesra 3a MapuIpyTHTe U3TJIEXKIA
MOBBPXHOCTHA, OTKbCHATA OT
€KeTHEBUETO HAa MECTHUTE TPAXKAHH.

Tourism at the center, maybe a bit
exaggerated. Good urban analysis.Good
approach towards materials and nature
based solutions. Good arrangement of the
spaces, good that they have thought of
different programming. The design though
remains rather stiff, leads to fragmentation
and will add to the current visual chaos. The
idea of the routes seems superficial,
detached from the everyday life of local

citizens.

KoHnemnmusTa e Heobm4yaiHa mopajin
CErMEeHTHUPAHETO Ha TPAJICKUTE
npocrpaHcTBa. [losoxuTerHO €
M3T0JI3BAHETO HA Pa3JIMYHU BUOBE
06paboTKa Ha TepeHa, KOUTO CIIOMarar
3a Ch3/JaBaHETO HA PA3JIMYHU
MHUKPOKJIMMAaTUYHU 30HU. B
MPECTPYKTYPUPAHETO HA TPAJICKUTE
MIPOCTPAHCTBA UMa OIPeEIEHO
Ka4yecTBO, HO TO He € yOeIUTeITHO.
3amectBaHeTo Ha KOOII-uerara c HOBa
MHOTOEeTa’KHa ThPTrOBCKa CTrpajia €
JIOHSIK'B/IE CIIOPHO, ThH KaTo B
IIeHTpa/ITHAaTa 30HA BeUye NMa 3HAaUUTeTHA
YyacT OT MapTEPHUs eTaK, HO TOBA € ujies,
KOSITO MO2Ke /1a Ob/e B3eTa IO
BHHUMaHUe. KaTo 115710 peiyIo;KeHUETo e
MOAPOOHO U CTPYKTYPUPAHO, HO HE
M3T0JI3Ba YOEIUTETHO ChIIECTBYBAIIIUTE
KauyecTBa U UAeHTHUYHOCT Ha
CBIIECTBYBAIIIOTO TPAJICKO
IIPOCTPAHCTBO.

The concept is unusual due to the
segmentation of urban spaces. The usage of
different ground treatments that help
creating different micro-climatic areas is
positive. There is a certain quality in the
restructuring of urban spaces but it is not
convincing. The replacement of COOP with
a new multi store building is somewhat
controversial as there already is a
significant amount of ground floor available
in the central area, but it is an idea that can
be taken into consideration. Per total the
proposal is detailed and structured, but is
not entirely convincingly using existing
qualities and identity of the existing urban

space.

- BHCOKa CTrpajia, He ce 3aHMMaBa C
MaBUJINOHUTE

- Ananns Ha IIOTOIUTE,
MIPOCTPAHCTBEH aHAJIN3, BU3yAIN3alluN
- Wnesara pa3zdbuBa mpa3HOTO
IIPOCTPAHCTBO

- tall building, not dealing with the kiosks
- Flow analysis, spatial analysis,
visualizations

- The idea breaks the empty space




Jlocta npeyBennueHo 3arjaBue. Bee mak
e XxybaBo J]a ©Ma 3arjiaBue u qoo6pe
mozipeZieHa 3amnucka. Bee ore suncsa
001112 KOHIIEMIHA, KOATO JIa CBbpP3Ba
IIPOCTPAHCTBEHUTE €JIEMEHTH, U3PA3eHU
xy0aBo 1moeTarrHo. /loOpu peneHus 3a
(bparmeHTapPHOCT HA HUBOTO HA
nerrexozieria. XybaBu KOHIENTYTHU U
TeXHUYEeCKH uepTe:ku. JIumnca Ha
yTBBpKAaBaHe Ha ¢dacagure. [IpoekThT
6m MOrBJI 1a UHTErpUpa (ropaseH
MapIIpyT, KOUTO J1a CBBP3Ba JK0O0BETE
U J]a Ch3/1aBa KOHIIENTyaTHA HUIITKA-
JIMHUA. 3a1110 HE ce MPEeJIJIOKHU KaK
YACTHUTE FPAK/IAHU 1€ CIIEUEJIAT OT
TOBA IPEOCMUCIISTHE Ha IIEHThPa Ha
rpajia u Kak Iie JiornpuHecar. Kakro u B
IIOBEYETO OT APYTUTE IIPOEKTH, HE Ce
CIIOMEHAaBa BPh3KaTa C OCTaHAIATA YaCT
Ha rpaza. V1 KakTo B IOBEYETO IPYTH
IIPOEKTH, XOpPaTa, KOUTO KUBEAT B
paiioHa, ca moBeue WM N0-MaJIKO
3abpaBenu. CTOJIOBETE ca MHOTO XyDaBH,
HO 32 BJIbXHOBEHUETO MOJKE JIa Ce
roBopu. Te3u cToI0Be ca XapaKTepHU 3a
[Tapk apo JIrokcemOypr B [Tapu:x, HO He
camo.

Quite exaggerated title. Still nice to have a
title and nicely laid out note. Still a lack of a
general concept that connects the spatial
elements expressed nicely in stages. Good
solutions to foot level fragmentation. Nice
conceptual and technical drawings.No
assertment on facades. The project could
have integrated a floral route to connect the
pockets, and create a conceptual thread-
line. Why not propose how private citizens
would profit from this re-imagining of the
city center and how they would contribute.
As in most of the other projects the
connection to the rest of the city is not
mentioned. And as in most other projects,
the people that live in the area are more or
less forgotten. The chairs are very nice, but
the inspiration can be mentioned. These
Chairs are characteristic of Parc de

Luxembourg in Paris, but not only.
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To3u npoekT 6e3copHO € PaBOPUT.
IIpensiara MHOTO ejJleMeHTH, IPOTPaMH,
pellleHus Ha TO3HU MPOEKT
ypOAHUCTUYHUS aHAJIN3 € MHOTO 100BP.
N BKII09UTETHO TPOdECHOHAITHO.

Jluzaitna Ha nHGpACTPYKTypaTa € 7o0bp.

MobwuHaTa Bpb3Ka € MHOTO JIo0pa.
IpeastoxxeHUETO 3a TEpacH Iie paboTu
MHOTO ZI00p€e HO ITBK € I0CTa TPYIHO
peanuzyemo. FImar npeayioskeHue 3a
BOJIHU aTPaKIINH, KOETO T€HEPaTHO €
MHOTO OaJITaHCHPAaHO.

This project is clearly a favorite. Offers
many elements, programs, solutions to this
project and the urban analysis is very good.
Extremely professional.

The infrastructure design is good. The
mobile connection is very good. The
proposal for terraces will work very well but
is very difficult to implement. They have a
proposal for water attractions that is overall
very balanced.

To3u e oOpaTHUA Ha 498 ¢ T10-
TPaIUIIMOHEH BHU/I HA TNU3aiiHA U aKO
TpsiOBa J]a TO CpaBHSABAME U C JPYT
IIPOEKT € KaTo M0-3abJI00UYEHO
paspaboTteHa Bepcus Ha 768. To3u

This one is the opposite of 498 with a more
traditional look to the design and if we were
to compare it to another project it is like a
more elaborate version of 768. This project
is doable. It clearly separates one area from
another.




IIPOEKT e peayinsyeM. fICHO oTaens efHA
30HA OT JpyTa.

To3u IPOEKT e eAUHCTBEHUAT, KOUTO
JlaBa eZTHOBPEMEHHO UyBCTBO /1a
MeyUTaelll, HO Bb3MOXKHOCT 7ja Ob/1e
peann3upa Ta3u MeuTa.

This project is the only one that gives both a
sense of dreaming but the opportunity to
have that dream realized.

ITozumusaTa Ha BogHATA ILJIOI ChIIO
MHOT0 MH 7100pa, IIe cerapupa momasa.
ToBa ue Ha MACTOTO Ha “Koomuerara” ce
MIPEABIDKAAT OAYXOTBOPSIBaHE Ha
IIPOCTPAHCTBOTO € IpekpacHo. [leHThpa
Ha J[oOpuy HsAMa J1a 3aryOH OT TOBA, Ue
HsMa J]la ©UMa [MapKHHT, Take 00paTHOTO.
ToBa 1€ ,,i3BaZIu"“ KOJIUTE OT LIEHTHPA, a
HsSIMa J]a TH ChCPEIOTOYH, KAKTO €
CBETOBHATA TEHAEHIUA. B HUTO eiuH
ChbBpPEMEHEH I'paJ] HAAMa IapKHUpaHe B
IIEeHThpA.

PaspaboTkaTta Ha ILUIOIIAIUTE € MHOTO
Jlobpa — ;iBaTa IIoIaia ca oO’bpHaATH
TaKa, ue KOHTaKTyBaT €JIUH C IPYT.
[IpemaxBaHeTo Ha OOEKTUTE T10 25 TH
CenTemMBpH - OT X-J1 JIoOpy/2Ka 70 L.
Tpakulicku He OTTOBaps Ha 33/IaHUETO,
HO 61 MOTJIO /1a O'b/ie IpeHeOperHaro.

The position of the water area is also very
good to me, will segregate mercy.

The fact that in place of the “coopses” they
are providing for the spiritualization of the
space is wonderful. Downtown Dobrich will
not lose by not having parking, quite the
opposite. It will 'take' cars out of the centre,
not concentrate them as is the global trend.
No modern city has parking in the centre.
The design of the squares is very good - the
two squares are turned so that they contact
each other.

The removal of the sites on 25th September
- from Hotel Dobrudja to PIl. Thracian does
not meet the brief, but the decision for
change is worth considering

Jlo6pe 060CHOBAHO U YOETUTETHO
onmicanue. J[o6bp TpazicCKu aHAIINS.
Jo0po pasmpeziesieHre Ha
IpocTpaHcTBaTa. J{u3aliHbT HA 3eJIeHO-
cuHsATa HHPPACTPYKTYpa € YOeTUTeIeH.
Unesra 3a HaBeca paboTu 106pe. [Jobpu
IPEIJIOKEHUS 32 MOOMITHOCT/BPB3KH.
[Tpensi02KE€HOTO TepacupaHe ce BIHCBA
ZloOpe B HACJIEACTBOTO HA KbCHATA
MojepHa, BBIIPEKH Ue Ch3/IaBa U MPEYKHU
3a Xxopara C yBpexxJaHud. BonHuAT
IIPABOBI'BJIHUK € HEITPABIJIHO
PasIoJIoKeEH, a TPOMAHATA Ha I[BETA
(MBUIIMTE) HA HACTUJIKATA € HEHY KHA.

Well-reasoned and convincing description.
Good urban analysis. Good arrangement of
spaces. The green-blue infrastructure
design is convincing. The canopy idea works
well. Good mobility/connections proposals.
The proposed terracing fits well with the
late Modern heritage, though it also creates
obstacles for disabled people. The water
rectangle is wrongly placed and the change
of colour (the stripes) of the pavement is

unnecessary.

Bucoka onieHKa 3a ACHOTO IIPe/ICTaBsAHe
Ha WJIeUTe U ICHATa, MOAPOoOHA BU3UA HA
IIpe/yIoKeHNeTo, OCHOBaBAllla ce Ha
33/TbJIOOYEH aHAIN3 HA IBIKEHUETO U
M3I0J13BaHeTo. HTEpIpeTanusaTa Ha
CEJICKOCTOIIAHCKUTE MO/IEJH €
IIpel3upaHa B NIpejIosKeHne, KOeTo
pearvpa YyBCTBUTEJIHO HA CTPAJIUTE U

Highly appreciated for the clear
presentation of ideas and clear, detailed
vision of the proposal, based on a thorough
analysis of movement and usage. The

interpretation of agricultural patterns is




dyHKIIMUTE B 6JTU30CT, KATO
ChIIEBPEMEHHO TpeKOH(Urypupa
OTKPUTOTO IIPOCTPAHCTBO B HOBU MOJIEU
Y TIPUATEJICKU HACTPOEHHU, IPOMEHJINBH,
COI[MJTHU TTpocTpaHcTBa. KoHuenmusara
3a MaTepHajIuTe € yoeauTeTHa Ypes
HaMepPeHUETO Jla ce 3a4nTa MecTHaTa
MaTePHUATHOCT, HO CBIIO TaKa U Upe3
JudepeHIpaHOTO U3TI0I3BAaHe Ha
HACTHJIKH, BAPUPAIIY OT CBOOOTHU
MTOBBPXHOCTHU, CUJTHO ITPOITYCKJIIBH 1
CTaOMJIMBUPAHHU JI0 TOBBPXHOCTH 32
TEKKH YCJIOBUA. BHCOKa O1leHKa
3aciy:KaBa U ICHOTO oOpMJIEHHE Ha
TPajICKOTO 003aBesK/IaHe B YHUCOH C
JaHAmadTHUA AU3aWH U CBETJIUHHUA
nuzaiid. 1[s10To pelieHue ce
XapaKTepu3upa ¢ BUCOKA CTEIleH Ha
UHTETPaNUA MEXY Pa3IMIHUTE
TeXHUYECKH 00JIaCTU. PENIEeHUETO
OCHUTYPsIBA I'bBKABO BHHIITHO
MIPOCTPAHCTBO, KAKTO € IO[UePTAaHO B
cIleHapuuTe 3a U3II0JI3BaHe Ha IJIOIIa/
"CBobOojia". PaspymaBanero Ha
‘KoomrueTara“ € KpUTHUYHO, HO BOJIH /IO
HOBO IIPOCTPAHCTBO C MO-TOJIIMA BPb3Ka
cbe crapus Jlobpuy. IpenioxkeHueTo
M3I10JI3BA IIaHCca 3a Mo-100po
nedUHUpaHe Ha IJIOIA/IA U Ch3/JaBaHe
Ha MexaHu3bM 3a ITUII B cekiug A B
JUBJITOCPOYHA BU3HS.

refined into a proposal that reacts sensitive
to buildings and functions nearby while re-
configuring open space into new patterns
and friendly, variable, social spaces. The
material concept is convincing through the
intention to respect local materiality but
also the differentiated use of pavements
ranging from loose surfaces, highly
permeable and stabilized to heavy duty
surfaces. Appreciation goes also to the clear
layout of urban furniture in convergence
with landscape design and light design. The
entire solution is characterized by high
integration between different technical
areas.The solution provides flexible outdoor
space, as highlighted in the Svoboda square
usage scenarios. The demolition of
“coopses” is critical but results in a new
space with greater connection to Old
Dobrich. The proposal uses the chance to
better define the square and create a
mechanism for PPP in section A in a long

term vision.

- aHAIM3 Ha IPOOJIEMUTE

- CBBP3aHOCT, MaIad, eTaIrHOCT
- OCBeTJIEHUE

- Jlo0pa JeTaiyIn3aIius

- Jlobpa 3eJ1eHa cucTeMa.

- analysis of the problems

- connectivity, scale, phasing
- lighting

- good detail

- good green system.




MHoro 106pa KOHIENTyaTHa OeJieKKa.
[To106HO HAa MHOTO IPYTH MMPOEKTH,
ITOBTOPHOTO M3I0JI3BaHE Ha
paspyliaBaly ce Wik He ChBCEM
(GYHKIIMOHATHY CHIIECTBYBAIIH CTPAJIHA
He e crioMeHato. Jlo6pe OTKpUTH
mpobJieMu U 1oOpe 0OMUCIeH!
OTTOBOPH, HO BBIIPEKHU Ue HUBOTO Ha
OAPOOHOCT € 106PO, JINIICBA IIPETJIE, 10
OTHOIIIEHHE Ha BPB3KUTE C JIPyraTa 4acT
Ha rpaza. [IpeayiokeHneTo 3a
KOHIIENTya/THa OeJIeskKa € I10-
HaIPEeIHAIO OT IIPOEKTHOTO
MpEeJIOKEHNE WIH IPOEKTHOTO
IIpeIo’KEHNE He ChOTBETCTBA HAMCTHHA
Ha aMOHUI[UUATE HA KOHIENTyaIHaTa
OeJiesKKa WJIH He TH ITPEBEK/A.

Very good concept note. Like in many
projects, reuse of decaying or not truly
functional existing buildings is not
mentioned. Well detected issues and well
thought responses, however, even though
the detail level is good, the overview in
terms of connections to the other part of the
city is lacking. The conceptual note proposal
is more advanced than the design proposal,
or the design proposal is not truly matching
or translating the ambitions of the

conceptual note.
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Henocrarpuna HaMeca. JIumcsa njeeH
IIpOEKT. JIuIcBa nouepraBaHe Ha
BpBb3KaTa cbe "Crapus Jobpuy"”

IToTou OT XapMOHUA

+ aHAIN3, IPOrpaMUpaHe, MPUJIOKEHUE,
KOHIIENITYaJTHO JOOBP

- Mamab, BATHP, pa3Mep, OTPAaHNYEH
JIN3aiH, IoI00peHne

O6mupHa dwiocodus U onucaHue, HO
0CTaBa Ha MHOTO MTOETHUYHO, aOCTPAKTHO
HUBO. [IpejyioKeHUTe NHTEPBEHIIUH ca
dparmeHnTH, KOUTO HE 0Opa3yBaT €HO
us10. pedara 3a NIpuioKeHne He
JIOIIPHHACA 32 Ch>KUBSABAHETO Ha
00I1eCTBEHUTE IIPOCTPAHCTBA.
Komb6uHMpaHeTo 1 HTHTEH3UDUITTPAHETO
Ha BEJIOCUTIETHOTO JBIKEHUE TIpe3
Melexo/[HaTa 30Ha He e 1o0pa uzes.
[IpenstoxkeHOTO TPaJICKO 003aBeK/IaHE U
JIM3aH ca CTPOTU U HETIPUBETJIUBH.
[IpoekThT OcTaBa OTKHCHAT, AOCTPAKTEH.

Insufficient intervention. Lack of conceptual
design. Lack of emphasis on the connection
with "Old Dobrich"

Flows of Harmony

+ analysis, programming, app, conceptually
good

- scale, wind, size, limited design, only
amelioration

Extensive philosophy and description, but it
stays at a very poetic, abstract level. The
proposed interventions are fragments,
which do not form a whole. The app-idea
does not contribute to the revitalisation of
public spaces. Combining and intensifying
bike traffic through the pedestrian area is
not a good idea. The proposed urban
furniture and design are rigid and
unwelcoming. The project remains

detached, abstract.




[Ipu3HaATETHOCT 3a aHAJIN3A U
IIOCJIE/TOBATETHOCTTA Ha TPAICKOTO
MIPOCTPAHCTBO U Tomosorusi. Ho
MIPEJIOKEHUETO € MAJIKO IT0-MaJIKO
oAPOOHO U OTrOBapsI HA
CBHIIECTBYBAIlATa CJIOJKHOCT, PA3KPUTA B
aHaym3a. ChIIo Taka B IPEIJIOKEHUATA €
cs1ab0 0Tpa3eHOo U3IOJI3BAaHETO Ha
MECTHH MaTepHuain (KaTO MECTHHN
KaM'bHU U TPAAUITUMOHHU CTPOUTE/THU
Matepuasn). OTIeJTHUTE 30HU U MeCTa
ca m1o0pe 0OMUCIEHH OT TJIeAHA TOYKa Ha
colasiHaTa aKTUBHOCT, a YIIPaBJIEHHUETO
Ha JHKI0BHATA BO/IA U 3eJIeHaTa
MH(PACTPYKTypa ca OIIMCAaHU MHOTO
OAPOOHO, HO B ISIJTOCTHATA KOHIIETIITHS
Ha ITPOEKTa JIUIICBA SICHA ECTETHKA U
IISIJIOCTHO KA4eCTBO 110 OTHOIIIEHHE Ha
MaTepHuaJIuTe, TeOMETPHUSITA,
atMocdepara (HeBHA U HOIIIHA).
Kounennusara 3a MOAYJTHO TPAACKO
ob3aBerkiaHe Ch3/IaBa OIpeiesieHa
CTPYKTYPAa, HO CHIIIO TaKa HE €
JIOCTaThuHA 3a pelllaBaHe Ha BCUYKU
cruenupUIHU IPAFCKU CUTYAIUH U 32
M3II0/I3BaHe Ha MMOTeHI[MasIa Ha MeCTara.

Appreciation goes to the analysis and
sequencing of urban space and topology.
But the proposal is somewhat less detailed
and responsive to the existing complexity as
revealed in the analysis. There is also little
reflection of local materials (as local stones
and traditional building materials) in the
proposals. Individual areas and places are
well thought of in terms of social activity
and rainwater management and green
infrastructure are described to great detail,
but the overall design concept is lacking a
clear aesthetic and overall quality in terms
of material, geometries, atmosphere (day
and night). The modular urban furniture
concept gives a certain structure, but is also
not sufficient to solve all specific urban
situations and exploit the potential of the

places.

- MMa aHa/Ii3 Ha IOTOIUTE,
cTpaTervs Ha Au3aiiHa, aHAJIN3 Ha
3eJIeHaTa cucreMa

- Cky4JeH KpaeH pesyJITar.

- has flow analysis, design strategy, green
system analysis
- Boring end result.

ITogpo6Ha 060CHOBKA HA MPOEKTA,
IIpeJicTaBJIsIBaIlla MHTETPUPaHa
KOHIlenIusA. ViesiTa 3a XapMOHHUSA €
Ba)KEH eJIEMEHT, KOUTO TpsiOBa jja ce
IIPEICTaBU 3a TPaJia, HO CHIIO TaKa U J1a
ce OIleHH upe3 IpocTpaHcTBOTO./[amu Te
pemaBat nmpobsiemMa ¢ pparMeHTaIusATa,
KaTO Ch3/IaBaT MAJIKU KOHIENITYaJTHU
HUIIIK WIH, KAKTO Te TO Hapuyar,
rues3nia? [lokazaHa e UCTOpUYECKA
YyBCTBUTEIHOCT. MesTa 3a
MIPUJIOKEHUETO € MHOTO Xy0OaBa, HO He €
3aBJDKUTEIIHO [1a ObIe

pellleHre/ TBOPeI] Ha IPajiCKO
IIPOCTPAHCTBO, 0COOEHO B €VH He
TOJIKOBA MuIa/l rpaji. JloOpo kauecTBO Ha
npejicTaBssHeTo Ha Paiia. Pacagure He
ca JIM B3€TH IPEABU/I IIPU OCBETSABAHETO?

A detailed project justification representing
an integrated concept. The idea of harmony
is an important element to put forward for
the city but also to value through space.Do
they resolve the fragmentation by creating
small conceptual niche- areas, or as they
call it nests? Historical sensitivity shown.
The app idea is very nice but not necessarily
an urban space solution/maker, particularly
in an not such a young city. Good quality of
file presentation. Are the facades not taken

into account in the lightning? The ongoing




[IpomabikaBalara iekopamnus Ha
TpoToapa? BoyiaTa He e cBbp3aHa CbC
ChIllecTByBaIuTe GOHTAHU ITOHE KaTO
KOHIIENIUA 110 OTHOIIIEHHE Ha
MapIIpyTUTE?

pavement decoration? Water not connected
to existing fountains at least as concept in

terms of routes?
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Haii-uHOBaTUBHUAT OT BCUYKU IIPOEKTH
Y MHOTO MHUCJIEHE 32 U3IIbJIHeHUe Ha
3asayvara. llsamara Ta3u pa3xBbpIIAHOCT
II0Ka3Ba CTPACT. U TOTOBHOCT.
WHTEeTpUpPAaHeTO Ha BOAATA B [IEHTHPA
MO3Ke J1a € U3JIM3a U3BBH 11eJITa Ha
KOHKYPCa, MOXKe JIa ce [IOCTUTHe MHOTO B
Ta3U II0COKA C He TOJIKOBA MHOT'O
eJIeMeHTH

Enun ot mepBuTe Tpu. MHOTO €
IIPUATEJICKU HACTPOEH KbM Jlenara,
HaMepeH HauuH /la u3Bejie xopara
HaBBH, KaTo TOBA CTaBa Ype3 IIOBTOPHO
M3I0JI3BaHe U IIPEOCMHUCIIAHE Ha
TepPUTOPHUHUTE, KOUTO UMaMe Ha
pasnosiokeHue. ToBa, KOeTOo e IIOKa3aHo,
e n3rbaHuMO. CbXpaHABaHe, HO U
BHACSAHE HA CBEXXU UJIeU U Cb3/laBaHe Ha
CBIJIACYBAHOCT C I'Paja U OTAEIHUTE
30HU

The most innovative of all projects and put
a lot of thinking in engaging with the brief.
All this messiness shows passion and
readiness. The water integration in the
center may be overshot the purpose of the
competition, you can achieve a lot in the
area with not so many elements

One of the top 3. It is very child-friendly,
find a way to bring the people out but it is
also done by reusing and rethinking what
we have available. What is shown is doable.
Preserving but also bringing fresh ideas and
creating coherence with the city and
separate zones.

MHoro BunMa e uesaTa 3a pa3uyIlBaHe
Ha IPOCTPAHCTBOTO HA MAJIKH
¢parmeHTH ¢ GYHKIIMOHAIHOCT, KOUTO
paboTAT KaTo eIHO Is10. Moske Ou
MaJTKO ca MTPEKaJIUIIH C JIETAHIUTE B
HSIKOW 30HU U TPsIOBA /ia ce 3aBbpIu 80-
90% OT IIpoeKTa

Jlo6bp ypbaHuCTHYEH aHATN3. MuUCIeHO
€ KaK /ia pa3BUAT JaZileHUTE BEPTUKATHU
€JIEMEHTH, HO TBhP/Ie MHOTO CMeCBaHe
Ha eJIeMeHTH, KaTto patchwork.

Very visible idea of breaking the space on
small fragments with their aln functionality,
which works as a whole. They maybe just
over detailed some areas and need to be
completed on 80-90% of the project

Good urban analysis. Thought how to
develop given vertical elements, but too
much mixing of elements, like patchwork.

J1o6bp mpoekT. /[aBa THOBAaTUBHU
npeiokeHus. Bikia ce nobpa
QHTQKUPAHOCT HA EKUIIA U TOJISAM
noteHIuan. MimMaT eHeprus /1a HarpaBsT
XWJISU eJieMeHTH. MHOro e Xy6aBo
WHTETPUPAHETO HA BO/IATa B IeHTPAIHU
Iomaa. VMiMa MHOTO cMeJTd Hellla B
TO3U MPOEKT. TO3U IIPOEKT € eUH OT
Te3u, Kouto ca MHOTO child friendly,
YMHO € BKJIIOUEeHa BCsIKa Bb3MOKHOCT 3a
Jleria ierara Jia ca mpuBJieueHu. Tosa
JIMIICBA IIPU APYTrUTe IpoeKkTu. [IoBTOpHO
M3M0JI3BaHe HAa MaTepuaiu. Mima

Good project. Gives innovative suggestions.
Good team commitment and great
potential. Have energy to do thousands of
items. Very nice integration of water in
central plazas. There are a lot of bold things
in this project. This project is one of those
that are very child friendly, cleverly every
opportunity is included for children to be
involved. That's what's missing in the other
projects. Reuse of materials. There is an
identity of fresh ideas. Makes a connection




WUJIEHTUYHOCT Ha CBeXXU uzier. IIpaBsr
Bp'b3Ka C OCTaHAJIUTE 30HH Ha rpaa.
To3u e equH OT HaW-AOOPHUTE IPOEKTH U
cJIe[Ba [ja € eOUH OT HO0eIUTeIUTe.
Jlo6pHUY MHOTO IIIe CIIeYesId, aKo Ce
peayin3upa TO3U IIPOEKT.

with other areas of the city. This is one of
the best projects and should be one of the
winners. Dobrich will gain a lot if this
project is implemented.

He naBa pemrenue n1a 6'6/1e pa3douto
MIPOCTPAHCTBOTO HA 1. CBOOO/1a, HO UMa
HEeIlo0 MHOBAaTUBHO. MHOTrO
M3I10J13BaeMO, J00pa KOMyHUKAIIHA,
MHOTO ITO3UTUBHOCT... 60oraTt PyHKIIUU
MHOTO € 6orar Ha pyHKIMH. To3u
MIAPKUHT € He Ha MACTO, HO OMXa MOTJIN
Jla OTIPaBAT HelllaTa B TEXHUYecKaTa
daza Ha mpoekTupauneto. /[aBa 106pu
pelIeHus.

Does not give a decision to break up the
space on the plaza. Liberty, but there is
something innovative. Very usable, good
communication, lots of positivity... It is very
feature rich. This parking lot is out of place,
but they could fix things in the technical
design phase. It gives good solutions.

EKUITBT € JeEMOHCTPHUPAJI PECIIEKTHPAII]
MIOTEHITHAJI, MHOTO BII€UATIUTEIIHO.
Warnexa, e Te3d Xopa MOrar a
petuar neaud rpaf. [IpaBgar pagukanHa
npoMmsiHa B 1wiomay Jlemokpanus. /laBar
peIeHusI 3a BCAKA YacT OT IEHTHPA.

The team has demonstrated respectable
potential, very impressive. Looks like these
folks can solve the whole city. They are
making a radical change in Democracy
Square. They are giving solutions for every
part of downtown.

HacTuikuTe HauCTUHA ca MAJIKO, KaToO
patchwork. Ho karo nu3aitn u Hameca e
HU3KJIIOYUTETHO 100P0. AKO MMa
JIAJTHOBUTHOCT B PEIIEHUETO 3a
0OHOBsIBaHE Ha I[EHTHPA TOBA € IIPOEKTa,
KOUTO IJiefia B Ob/IeIeTo, KaTo Hello 3a
cJeaBaIioTo rmokoJsieHue. Hamecure B
MeTaJTHUTE TPhOU IIPU/IaBaT XapaKkTep,
HO ca IT0-CKOPO HETaTHBHH, UIBAT
TBBP/IE arPECUBHO.

The pavements are really small, like
patchwork. But as a design and intervention
it is extremely good. If there is foresight in
the decision to renovate downtown this is
the project that looks to the future, as
something for the next generation. The
intrusions in the metal pipes add character
but are rather negative, coming on too
aggressively.

To3u IpOeKT nMa XapakTep.

This project has character.

ObmupHa TeopeTHYHa 0O0CHOBKA.
J1oOBp rpazicku aHATIU3, JIOTHYECKHU
pascexaenud. [Ipe1okeHuAT
IIPOCTPAHCTBEH U MOBBPXHOCTEH AU3aHH
ITO-CKOPO yBeJInuaBa 00 bPKBAHETO U
6e3mopsbKa, OTKOJIKOTO U pelraBa.
TBBpAEe MHOTO MoO3aiika. BepTukaauure
eJIeMeHTH ca o0pa IoCcoKa, HO ca
pasnpeziesieHu 1o 00bPKaH HAUMH.

Extensive theoretical reasoning. Good
urban analysis, logical reasoning. The
proposed spacial and surface design adds to
the confusion and disorder, rather than
solving them. Too much of a patchwork.
The vertical elements are a good direction,
but are distributed in a messy way.

[IpensioxeHUETO e U3KIIIOUUTETHO
MIPENU3HO U MOAPOOHO 10 OTHOIIIEHNE Ha
TPETHUPAHETO Ha PA3JIUYHUTE IPA/ICKU
IIPOCTPAHCTBA, U3II0JI3BAaHETO HA

There is an outstanding precise and detailed
proposal in terms of treatment of different

urban spaces, material use and




Marepragu U pa3bupaHeTo Ha
pationa.llpenyioxeHneTo ChBPIKA
MHOTO MTHOBATHUBHU PEIIeHU 32
n305ArBaHe HA TOIUTMHHUTE OCTPOBU U
ob6pa3yBaHeTO Ha JieJl, KOUTO ca MHOTO
n00pe UHTErpupaHU B ISJIOCTHUA
KOHTEKCT. [IpOeKTHT e moipoOeH U
IIOKAa3Ba OTJINYHO pa3bupaHe Ha
M3II0JI3BAHETO HA IIPOCTPAHCTBOTO U
HEroBaTa I'bBKaBOCT. BHCOKO ce oneHsBa
HA4YMHBT, 10 KOWTO BojaTa €
WHTerpupaHa B npoekra. I'paackoro
ob3aBex/iaHe, TaBUJIMOHUTE U IPYTUTE
CTPYKTYPH CU B3aUMO/IeHicTBaT 100pe
O6asancupaHo. Bwrpeku ue nma
TEXHUYECKH 3a/b/KEHUSA, TPOU3THIAIN
OT eJIEeMEHTH Ha ITPOeKTa (KaTo pelleHus
3a yIpasJeHHe Ha JBK/I0BHATA BO/IA B
OTKPHUTH IIPOCTPAHCTBA), aKO HE ce
OCUTYPHU aJIeKBaTHA MOAJAPBKKA.
Cobapsuero Ha COOP e ciopHO, Thil
KaTO BMECTO TOBA HE Ce MeYesTH HUIIO0
0co0€eHo, a caMO OTKPUT IapKHUHT.
IIpoekTsT € yoeauTesieH upes qobpe
OaslaHCUPAHOTO U OOTAaTCTBO U
YHUKa/IHU TEXHUYECKU pPEIICHUA.

understanding of the area.The proposal
contains many innovative solutions to avoid
heat islands and ice formation, very well
integrated in the overall context. The design
is detailed and shows great understanding
of space usage and space versatility. It is
highly appreciated how water is integrated
in the design. The urban furniture, kiosks,
and other structures work together well
balanced. Although there are technical
liabilities deriving from elements of the
design (like open water rain management
solutions) if adequate maintenance is not
ensured. The demolition of COOP is
questionable as nothing much is gained
instead. but an open parking lot. The
project is convincing through its well
balanced richness and unique technical

solutions.

- 0OBP rPa/IoyCTPONCTBEH
aHau3, 100pa KOHIENHA, 100D
mairab

- good urban analysis, good concept, good
scale

Konnenryasnara 6esexka onpeaes
JIoOpe KaTo 1510 ITpeAU3BUKAaTEICTBATa
U CIIOMEHaBA eJIeMeHT, IIPOIIyCHAT B
MHOTO JAPYTH O€JIEXKKH - CBbP3aHOCTTA C
OKOJIHOCTTA U B PAMKHTE Ha rpajia,
KOSTO HAIOCJIEABK € T0-c1a60
noyiuepTana. XybaBo ycuiive € MpoeKThT
71a O'b/ie IpeICTaBeH U Ha JIBATA €3UKa.
MHOro peayINCTUYHY OIIEHKH Ha TPaja,
ChUYETaHU C IOETHYHO BhOOpaKeHUE 3a
Hero. MHOTO MOJIOKUTEJTHU €JIEMEHTH,
KaTo Cce CrIoMeHaBaT (acajJiuTe, KOUTO ca
TOJIKOBA Pa3MPOCTPAHEHHU B I'Pajia, KAKTO
1 OOIIeCTBEHUTE MTPOYIBAHUA.
BenexkaTa Ha MPOEKTa ce MO3UIMOHIPA
MHOTO ZI00pe B JINTepaTypaTa 3a
apxXUTeKTypa U B Au3anHa. EquH oT
PEIKUTE IPOEKTH, BKIIOUBAIIIN
npenpatku. M3riexa, 4e e BAbXHOBEH

The conceptual note defines well in overall
the challenges and mentions an element
omitted in many other notes, connectivity
with the surroundings and within the city,
this latest less highlighted. A nice effort in
making the project in both languages. Very
realistic evaluations of the city, combined to
a poetic imagination of it. Very positive
elements, mentioning the facades, so
omnipresent in the city, as well as the public
surveys. The project note positions itself

very well in literature of architecture and in




ot wrommayx "CkanyepoOer” B TupaHna, uiu
Place de la Republique, nnu Place de la
Bastille u T.H., HO Ta3u Iperparka He €
naznena. XybaBo e J1a ce JaBaT MpenpaTKi
U K'bM I'PAJICKOTO 003aBeKJaHe U UIEH.
ToBa He HaMaJIsABa, a yBeJIUYaBa
CTOMHOCTTA Ha ImpoekTa. JKasko, ue
BHU3yaJIHATA YACT Ha IIPOEKTA He
BKJIFOUBA aHTVIMUCKH e3uK. He 3apagu
TOBA JKYPH, a 3apaiul aMOUIUATA Ha
apxurekrure. aesara 3a HoBa
HJIEHTUYHOCT € BakHa. Bce omie HOBO
CIIOMEeHaBaHe Ha TIOBTOPHOTO
M3I0JI3BaHe Ha Pa3pyIIeHH CTPaiu WU
WHTETpUpaHe Ha OOIIECTBEHU CTPA/U B
HOBa WK OOHOBEHA UJEHTHYHOCT.
MHoro xy0aBu ChOPBHKEHHUS 32 MAJIKU
Jlela ¥ TOBA € BaKeH HAYUH 32
peakTHBHUpAaHe Ha rpajia.

design. One of the rare projects including
referencing. It looks inspired by
Skanderbeg square in Tirana, or place de la
Republique, or place de la Bastille etc. but
that reference is not given. It is nice to give
references also on urban furniture and
ideas. It does not take down but up the
value of the project. A pity the design visual
part does not include English. Not for this
jury, but for the ambition of the architects.
The idea of a new identity is important. Still
new mentioning of reuse of decayed
buildings or public buildings integration
into new or renewed identity. Very nice
facilities for young kids and that is an

important way of reactivating the city.
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Urban Relief - cynep nmparmaTtuyes,
cpezieH

- MHOTO OTBOPEH, MaJTbK IPUHOC 32
IsJIOCTHHSA Maiiab, 6e3 mporpaMupasxe,
JUArOHAJIHN?

+ rpasicku Mebesu, IpuoKeHue, 100po
peleHue 3a IBOpa Ha OOIMHATA
I'pafoycTpONCTBEHUAT aHAIN3S €
MOBBPXHOCTEH, MHOT'O IIOBEYE YCUJIHS ca
IIOJIOKEHU B ICTOPUYECKUTE U
MMOETUYHUTE U3CII€BAHUS.
[IpenstoKeHUAT TPOEKT HE pelraBa
MIPOCTPAHCTBEHUTE U KJIMMATHIHUTE
MIpeU3BUKATEJICTBA, ThA KaTO OCTaBa
I0-CKOpO (POpMaJIUCTHYEH.
[IpenitokeHOTO MPUJIOKEHHE HE € Ha
MSICTOTO CH.

Urban Relief - super pragmatic, medium

- very open, little input on overall scale, no
programming, diagonals?

+ nice furniture, app, good courtyard
munic. Solution

The urban analysis is superficial, much
more effort has gone into historical and
poetic research. The proposed design does
not solve the spatial and climatic
challenges, as it remains rather formalistic.

The proposed app is out of place.




[IpenytoKeHUETO € ChIJIACyBaHO,
BBIIPEKH Ue My JIUIICBAT aTMOCHEPHU U
TaKTUJIHY KadecTBa. 3ejieHaTa
WHPPACTPYKTypa € caMO MOBBPXHOCTHO
WHTeTpUpaHa B ISVIOCTHATA KOHIIETIHUS,
KaTO He HaJXBBPJIA OOIIUTE 3eIeHH
IUIOIIH ¥ JTbPBECHUTE XPACTH.
YrpasiieHHueTo Ha BOAUTE U
MTOBBPXHOCTHUTE BOAY U3001III0 HE ca
BKJIFOUEHH B MIPEAJIOKEHUETO.

The proposal is coherent, although it lacks
atmospheric and haptical qualities. The
green infrastructure is only superficially
integrated into the overall concept, not
going beyond generic green areas and tree
panting. Water-management and surface

water is not included at all in the proposal.

- HMCTOPUYECKH aHAIN3

- IIOCTHO pelleHue

- ci1ab rpaduyeH qu3aiH U
BU3yaJIN3AIUA

- historical analysis
- lean decision

- weak graphic design and visualization

Konnenryannara 6esexka e
YyBCTBUTEJIHA, HO MOKellle /1a O'b/ie 1Mo~
00pe CTPYKTYpHpaHa U IMo-JIecHa 32
YyeTeHe ChC 3aIJIaBUA U IO/3aT/IaBUA.
[ITagapBaHCKUAT €JIEMEHT, KOWUTO €
[IO/TYEPTAH, € MHOTO UHTEPECEH U MMa
TOJIAM KOHIIENTYaJIeH U TN3alHEPCKU
noteHnuan. Xy6aBo oTBapsiHe KbM
OaTKaHCKUA KOHTEKCT, KOMTO € eJIEMEHT
OT UJIEHTUYHOCTTA Ha rpaja. MHOTO
xybaBO OmpocTsABaHe, HO 6e3 sICHO
pelieHne 3a pparMeHTanuATa HA HUBOTO
Ha cThHajsata. MHOTO XyOaBH UepTEkKH,
obadue MMa peaTHOCT Ha (aCaJIUTE, a Te
ca Be3/IECHIH U IIle TIPeYaT Ha IIeJIHs
U3IJIE]] U IPEKUBSIBAHE.

The concept note is sensitive but it could
have been better structured and easier to
read with titles and subtitles. The shadarvan
element that is highlighted is very
interesting and has a great conceptual and
design potential. Nice opening into a Balkan
context which is an identity element of the
city. Very nice simplification, but no clear
solution to the foot level fragmentation.
Very nice drawings however there is a
reality of the facades, and they are
omnipresent and will interfere with the

whole view and experience.
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- (popmasmicTuuHy, 6€3 IpOrpaMupaHe,
e/JHOU3MEepHH, OTBOpeHU?

+ I'BK0BHU TPA/INHU

Jlu3aiiHbT TBBP/ie ObP30 HABJIM3A B
neraiute. B Hero nma Hsakou n06pu
IIpe/JIoKeHNs, 0cOOEHO [0 OTHOIIIEHNE
Ha BO/IaTa U 3eJIeHUHATA.

Raingardens

- formalistic, no programming, one-
dimensional, very open?

+ rain gardens

The design jumps too quickly into details. It
has some good proposals, especially
concerning water and greenery.

B MMIPpEeaJIOKEHHETO JIMIICBA SACHA BU3HA 3a
IIPDOEKTHUPAHE U HE Ce IIpeajiaraTt
peumeHud ujiin naeu 3a CMUCIIEHO
peuraBaHe Ha KNIMMATHU4YHW, COOUAJIHHU,

The proposal lacks a clear design vision and
does not offer solutions or ideas for solving
climatic, social, cultural or accessibility
issues in a meaningful manner.




KyJITYpHHU ITpo6JIeMU WU IPOOIEMU C
JIOCTBITHOCTTA.

- dHaJ/IN3 — CpeacH
- CKYYHO penieHue

- analysis - medium
- boring solution

[IpaBuaHM cTpaTeruu. 3ana3BaHETO HA
yKpacaTa Ha TpoToapa e MHOTo XybaBo,
HO Pa3IIUPSABAHETO MY HE U3TJIENkKIA
BUByaTHO yoenuTenHo. CripaBKara e
MHOTO (QOKycHpaHa BHPXY IeHThpa C
HaMelX 3a Bb3MOKHOCTH MJIM HAYMHY,
KOHTO I'O CBBhP3BaT ¢ OCTaHAJIaTa YyacT Ha
rpazaa. [loBedeTo OT MPOEKTHUTE OCTaBaT
dokycrupaHu BBPXY IIleHThpa Ha Ipajia,
csKall ToH e 6asoH. IToyTn HUKOM OT
MIPOEKTHUTE HE U3JIN3a 110 CMUCJIEH HAUNH
HU3BBhH PAMKUTE Ha 3a/IaHUETO.
[[s1JTOCTHOTO MPOEKTHO MPEJIJIOKEHNE He
ycrsBa fa 0b/ie IMHAMUYHO, KOETO Ja
ch3aaze yoeKJIeHUEeTO, Ue Ie ChKUBU
rpaza (meHTopa).

Right strategies. Preserving the pavement
decoration is very nice, but extending it
does not seem visually convincing. The brief
is very focused on the center with hints to
possibilities or ways that connect it to the
rest of the city. Most of the projects have
stayed focused on the city center as if it was
a bubble. Almost none of the projects goes
in a meaningful way beyond the brief. The
overall design proposal does not manage to
be a dynamic one which creates a belief that

it will revive the city (center).
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Bcuuko e Hapes / UHTEPECHO

- IOKPUBU?, TBBP/I€ MHOTO JIN3alH HA
MO/IyJla Ha TajlaTkaTa?, IapKUHT, HesiCeH
aasamadT, NoAApPHKKA?

+ WHTEepPECHO 30HUpPaHe, MOJIyJITbT Ha
MajlaTKaTa KaTo pelleHne 3a
HedOPMaJIHU JIOIIbJIHEHUS /
obeUHUTEJ, IPOrPaMUpPAHE.

AcHo e, ye ca MOJIOKEHU YCUIIHA 3a
a"Hanm3 Ha rpazga. [IpoekTsT pazunrta
TBBbP/I€ MHOTO Ha I00aBsIHETO HA HOBU
006eMH, KOeTO BCHII[HOCT OM MOTJIO Jia
IIpeBbPHE paiioHa B 6e3MOpsAbUYEH
OTKPUT 1a3ap.

Everything is ok / interesting

- roofs?, tent module design too much?,
parking lot, landscape unclear,
maintenance?

+ interesting zoning, tent module as
solution for informal additions / unifier,
programming"

Clearly efforts have been put into urban
analysis. The design relies too much on
adding new volumes, which could actually
turn the area into a messy open market.

KoHnemnmusTa e sicHa U Ipe/iCTaBJIsiBa
Ch3HATEJTHO PEIIEHHE 32 APXUTEKTYPa U
JIN3aiiH HA CHOUTHE C BUCOKA MOJYJTHA
I'bBKABOCT, TIeJIAINA J1a ChOepe Bb3MOKHO
HaW-MHOTO JIEWHOCTH B palioHa.
Bbrnpeku ue KOHIIENIIUATA €
WHTPUTYBAIIA, TS He MpeJJjiara pelieHne
U UJIeU 3a IPeU3BHUKATEICTBATA,
OYepTaHH B 3aJJaHUETO Ha KOHKYypCa, 110
OTHOIIIEHHE Ha KJIMMaTa, UMH/IKA,
IIpOrpaMHpaHEeTO Ha IIPOCTPpaHCTBaTa U

The concept is clear and represents a
conscious decision for an event architecture
and design, with high modular flexibility
aimed at bringing as many activities as
possible into the area. While the concept is
intriguing it fails to deliver a solution and
ideas for the challenges outlined in the
competition brief, in terms of climate,
image, programming of the spaces and
permanent coexistence of the intervention




IIOCTOSTHHOTO CHKUTEJICTBO HA HamecaTa
ChC ChCETHUTE CTPYKTYPH, IPOCTPAHCTBA
U QyHKIIUU.

with adjacent structures, spaces and
functions.

Ananu3s
- TBbP/Ie MHOTO IOJIBUKHHU 00EKTH
- 3aIro He o3ejIeHsIBaHe, a 00EKTH?
- Ckejte!

- Analysis

- too many moving objects

- Why not landscaping but objects?
- Scaffolding!

[Tostarat ce 3HaUUTEIHU YCUJIUA A CEe
pasbepe rpaabT OT pa3cTosinue. ToBa e
Ba)KHO, ThI KaTO HEBUHArU UMa
Bb3MOKHOCT JIa Ce IT0CETH NpeIU
MIO/IaBaHETO> BhIIpeKu ye eKuIrpT 6u
MOI'BJI J]a Ce OIIUTA /1A Cce CBBPIKE C
MEeCTHUTE >KUTeJIH 110 PAa3JINYHU HAaUUHU.
IIpensoxxeHneTO OCTaBa MHOTO OOIIIO.
3aro moayuTe 6rxa moJo0pIIIN WIn
Pa3BWIM KayecTBaTa Ha IEHTPAJIHOTO
mpocTpaHcTBo B [[ob6puya. Mozke i TOBa
Jla Ob71e 0010 MPEJIOKEHHE 32 BCAKO
MHOT'OIIACTOBO IIpOCTpaHcTBO? ToBa e
MHTEpeCceH OIIUT J]a Ce IPUaJie
CBIJIACYBAaHOCT Ha €JHO MHOT'O
dparmeHTUpPAHO IPOCTPAHCTBO HA
HUBOTO Ha Ilelexo/ierna.

There is an important effort to understand
the city from a distance. This is important
since not always there is an opportunity to
visit before submitting> Although the team
could have tried to connect with locals in
various ways. The proposal remains very
generic. Why the modules would enhance or
advance the qualities of the central space in
Dobrich. Can this be a general proposal for
every multilayered space? It is an
interesting attempt to give a coherence to a

foot level very fragmented space.
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Mpexara / rpaguHaTa

+ 30HHUpaHe, lleHTpasieH (POHTAaH,
YaCTUYHO IpOrpaMUupaHe, XapakTep Ha
mapka

- TBBPJIe MHOTO HAaCTUJIKA, MpeXKa Ha/l
BCUYKO?, HEZIOCTAaThYHO I'bBKaBa

fAcHa uges, uzpaseHa mo MpoOCT HAYHH.
IpagckuAT aHaIN3 HE € T0CTaThIHO
3a1ps100ueH. MpeskaTa pabotu 1o0pe Ha
TOBA MSICTO, HO Ha IIPUJIAaTaHETO ¥
suncBa BbobpaskeHue. OT eIMH MTpa3eH
IJTOIIA] TO3U IIPOEKT IIPaBU
nosrynapkoBa cpezia. Ho B Jlobupx Beue
MMa JIOCTaThUHO MTAPKOBE.
BeJIOCUIIE/THATa MH(PPACTPYKTypa He € Ha
MSICTO.

"The Grid / Garden

+ zoning, central fountain, programming
partly, park character

- too much pavement, grid over all?, not
flexible enough"

A clear idea, stated in a simple manner. The
urban analysis lacks depth. The grid works
well at this place, but its implementation
lacks imagination. From an empty square
this project makes a semi-park
environment. But Dobirch already has
enough parks.The bike infrastructure is out
of place.

Hpedara B ocHOBaTA € ICHA, HO He yCIABa
Jla TIPeZIOCTaBU UIEUTE U PEIIEHUATA,
M3HCKBAHU OT 3a/laHueTo. T He ce
BIIMCBA /I00pe B 3eJIeHaTa
nHGPACTPYKTYypa U caMO B OTpPaHUYEeHA

The idea at the core is clear but fails to
deliver ideas and solutions requested by the

brief. It does not accommodate the green




CTeIleH OTroBaps Ha GYHKIUUTE HA
HUBOTO Ha TepeHa B IIEpUMETHPA Ha
mpoctpaHcTBoTO. HamecaTa B
[EHTPATHUS IUIOMIA/T € U3IIAIIO
OTpHUIIATEIIHA, THU KATO MPEJJIOKEHUETO
He HaMupa O6aylaHc MeXay OTKPUTHUTE U
03eJIEHEeHHTe IPOCTpaHCcTBA. Pa3xou 3a
no/iIpHIKKa Bestoasnesta 3a aBapuitHO
CIIMpaHe U3TJIelKAa He € 100pe
oOMUCIeHa, KAKTO U ITHYPOBOTO
U3ITbJIHEHNE HA CIIOPTHUTE ChOPBIKEHUS
npen xoren "bwarapusa”.

infrastructure well and only in a limited way
responds to ground level functions
perimeter to the space.. The central square
is negated by the intervention entirely, as
the proposal does not find a balance
between open and planted spaces.
Maintenance costs The bicycle emergency
lane seems not well thought off as well as
the lacing do sport facilities in front of Hotel

Bulgaria.

- Ananns

- MHOTO 3€eJIeHHHA

- ceMILIa, HO Bh3/ielcTBala uaes
- TBBHP/IE MHOTO J'bPBETA, IOPU U
TaM, KbJETO He MOXKe JIa ©Ma

- CTPaHHU MeCTa 32 KOPTOBE

- TOTHH 3€JIeH KJINH

- Analysis

- lots of greenery

- simple but impactful idea

- too many trees, even where there may not
be

- strange places for courts

- cool green wedge

ITo oTHOMIEHME Ha parMeHTaUATa Ha
HUBOTO Ha ITenexojena. YIIbTHABAHETO
Ha JTbPBETAaTa € BayKHO PEIleHHe KaKTO
10 OTHOIIIEHHE Ha ChIJIaCyBaHOCTTA Ha
IIPOCTPAHCTBOTO, TaKa U IO OTHOIIIEHUE
Ha ONHUTA U KJIMMAaTUYHUTE TPOOJIeMHU.
I'pagunHaTa wiu mo-1o00pe ropara e
MHOTO f06pa uzes. Ts TpssOBa 1a Obae
pasBura. PekpeanimoHHaTa 4acT €
HMHTepeCcHa, HO cs1ab0 pazpaboTeHa B
npoekTa. ConuaaTHO-UKOHOMUYIECKUAT
acIiekT He e 100pe oOMuciaeH. Bpb3kara
C IpyTU pailloHU Ha TPaJia HE €
cIioMeHara.

To the point in terms of the foot level
fragmentation. Densification of trees is an
important solution both in terms of
coherence of space, experience and climate
issues. The garden or better forest is a very
good idea. It needs to be developed. The
Recreational part is interesting but poorly
developed in the project. Socio economic
aspect not well thought of. Connection to

other areas of the city not mentioned.
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"OskuBsiBaHE Ha ChpIETO" (CKUIM),
TOJIEMU KPBroBe U IOPTH

- HOB, HACJIEJICTBEH? JIEKO XaOTHUEH
JTU3aiH

+ mporpamupase”

"Enlivening the heart (sketches), big circles
and gates

- new, heritage? slightly chaotic design

+ programming"

Amnanu3 Ha rpajicKara cpeja.
IIpenjio:keHuneTo 3a cb37aBaHe HA
yuuJiuiie 1o u3KyCrBarTa, KOE€TO aa
3aIThJIHU OOIIECTBEHUTE ITPOCTPAHCTBA C

An ok urban analysis. Proposing an art
school in order to fill in the public spaces
with activities seems a bit too far fetched - it
goes beyond the ambition of this




JIETHOCTH, U3TJIEXK/Ia TBBP/Ie TPECUIIEHO
- TO HAAXBBPJIs aMOUITUUTE HA TO3U
KOHKYPC B Bb3MOYKHOCTHUTE Ha
obmuHaTa. OCBEH TOBA JIOTUKATA 3a]]
TOBA aKTUBH3HUPaHE He e yOeuTeTHA.
[IpoeKThT U3ryIeKaa KaTo CMecUIia OT
Pas3/INYHU eJIEMEHTH, KOUTO He
U3TJIeXK/1a 1a paboTAT 100pe 3aeaHO.
JToOBp MOX0A KbM KITUMATHIHUTE
mpeau3BUKaTesICTBa. [IpocTpaHCcTBEHAaTa
uzes e obelaBara, Ho TS 3acsAra camo
YacT OT IpoekTHaTa 1wionl. O6sCHEHHETO
HE € JIOCTaThYHO OOIITHUPHO.
[IpensoskeHara HGPACTPYKTypa 3a
KOJIOE3/IeHEe KPHe PUCKOBE OT Ch3/IaBaHe
Ha KOHQJINKTH.

competition and the abilities of the
Municipality. Furthermore the logic behind
this activation is not convincing. The project
seems to be a mix of various elements,
which do not seem to work well together.
Good approach towards the climatic
challenges. The spacial idea is promising,
but it concerns only a part of the design
area. The explanation is not extensive
enough. The proposed biking infrastructure
is risks creating conflicts.

W3rpIHEeHHETO Ha BEJIOCUIIeIHATA ajles
e JOHAKD/Ie JIOIIO OT IJIeAHA TOUKAa Ha
MTO3UITMOHUPAHETO U 6E€30TIaCHOCTTA,
JIOKaTO ITIOBTOPEHUETO HA €JIEMEHTH,
MoZ00HU Ha MOPTAJIH, YBEIMYaBa
TeKeCTTa Ha TPAJICKUsA Iei3axk 6e3 siceH
00xBaT u 00aBeHAa CTOMHOCT.
Konnenmusara 3a 3ejieHa
nHPPACTPYKTypa He € sICHA U He ITOKa3Ba
pa3bupaHe Ha TEXHUYECKHUTE YCIIOBHUS 3a
HU3IIbJIHEHUE.

The bike lane implementation is somewhat
poor in terms of positioning and safety,
while the repetition of Portal like elements
is adding weight to the urban landscape
without a clear scope and added value. The
green infrastructure concept is not clear and
does not show an understanding of

technical conditions for implementation.

- IIPOCTPAHCTBEH AHAIU3
- neduHUpaHe HA TPOOIEMUTE
- HSKOU 100pU uien

- spatial analysis
- problem definition
- some good ideas

JTobpe oOMuUCIEHA KOHIIENITYaTHA
Oenerxka. ['oBopeiiku 3a HACIe/ICTBOTO U
ITOCTaBSHETO Ha BbpXa My Ha 3HaME,
MO3Ke 71a O'b/Ie KOHTPAIIPOAYKTHUBHO.
[IpetoKeHUETO 3a Xy/10KECTBEHO
YUHJIUIIE € MHOTO HHTEPEeCHO. MosKe JIu
J1a e GrIras Ha U3BECTHO YUHJIHUIIE T10
u3KycrBara? ®parmeHTanus Ha HUBOTO
Ha ITeIIeX07Iella ce 3ama3Ba IouTH
chirata. He e 06sCHEHO KaK TO3U HOB
IEHTHP IIe MPOMEHH IIpaBHUIaTa Ha
HUrpaTa, a AU3auHbT He yOerKaBa, e Ie
IIPOMEHHU MpaBuUIaTa Ha UTpara.
JTr3aifHEPCKOTO MPEJIOKEHE
U3IJIeXKAa KaTo hparMeHTaIys Ha Ha
ChIlleCTByBaIaTa Beue ¢parMeHTaIHs.
IIpOEeKTHOTO Mpe/IJIOKEHHE TOKa3Ba
MHOTO ITpa3HUYHA aTMocdepa, JopHu
JloOpe cBbp3aHa ¢ rpajia, HO He TI0Ka3Ba

Well thought conceptual note. Speaking of
heritage and putting on the top of it a flag,
can it be counter productive. The art school
proposal is very interesting. May a branch
of a well known art school? Foot level
fragmentation, kept almost the same. How
this new center will be a game changer is
not explained and design wise it does not
convince that it will be a game changer. The
design proposal seems to be at
fragmentation on the top of the existing
fragmentation. The design proposal shows a

very festive atmosphere even well connected




IIPOCTPAaHCTBEHH KAa4YE€CTBA, KOUTO Aa
OCTaHaT OTBB/J [Ipa3HHUYHATA aTMOC(I)epa,
KOATO MOXKe 1a 6’I>Ile MHOT'O Bp€ME€HHaA.

to the city, yet it does not show spatial
qualities that would remain beyond the
festive atmosphere that can be very

temporary.
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Crpenku

Jlom rpazacku ananus. [IpoekTsT ce
OCHOBaBa Ha UJeATa, Ye TPAJbT IIIe ce
paspacHe - HEOCHOBATEJIHO.
PasnpbcHATH, IPOU3BOJIHY €JIEMEHTH.
[IpekasieHo hpopMasTCTHYEH U He 100pe
obmucieH. MHOTO HEyOeiuTeIeH
IIPOEKT.

Arrows

Poor urban analysis. The project is based on
the idea that the city will grow - unfounded.
Scattered, arbitrary elements. Too
formalistic and thought well through. A very
unconvincing project.

KoHnenmusaTa pa3uyuTa B rojisiMa cTerneH
Ha rpadUYHU €JIEMEHTH, 3a Jla Ch371aJle
HOB 00pa3, KaTo ChIIIEBPEMEHHO
3HAYUTETHO HaMaJlsiBa 3eJIeHaTa Maca u
C TOBa MOKPUBA CAHKATA, 3aIIUTa OT
3aMpb3BaHe U Bb3MOKHOCTH 32
yIpaBJIeHHE Ha TbK/I0BHATA BOJIA.
Busnma e caMo orpaHUYeHa KOHIIETIITH
3a 3ej1eHa UH(PACTPYKTypa.
OcBeT/IEeHHUETO HE ce OCHOBaBa Ha
CBETJIMHHUA IN3aiH, a I0-CKOPO Ha
BBHIITHUS BUJ] HA CAMUTE CTHJIOOBE 3a
OCBeTJIeHUE, TPUA0OUBAKU
IIpEKOMEPHA JOMUHAIHS B TPAJICKOTO

The concept relies heavily on graphical
elements to create a new image while
greatly reducing green mass and hereby
shadow coverage, freeze protection and rain
water management options. There is only a
limited green infrastructure concept visible.
The lightning is not based on a light design
but rather on the appearance of lightning
poles themselves, gaining excessive

dominance in the urban space.

IIPOCTPAHCTBO.
- suncBa ananu3. O6my anam3 Ha | - lacks analysis. General analysis of flows
I0TOL ! - Weak vision

- Cnaba Busust
- Hama ugeeH mpoekT.

- No conceptual design.

Toii e MHOTO HOOpE IIpe/icTaBeH
rpaduvHO. 3arJaBUeTO He 1aBa MHOTO
IpezicTaBa 3a npoekTa. To 3amasBa
HUBOTO Ha (pparMeHTapHOCT. XopaTa
Morar ja ce 6JrbcKaT TyK U Tam. ToBa
03HauaBa, ye 3eJIeHNHATAa € U30JIMpaHa.
OnuTsT /1a ce puAa/ie JUHAMUKA HA
e/THU U CHIIU IPOCTPAHCTBA, KATO ce
HapeKaT MOJIEPHU, BCe MaK € XyDaB, HO
He Ce MPEBPhINA B KOHIEMIH Ha
npoekTa<. Typucrure 6vxa JIONLTH B
JloGpud 3apajy II1acTOBETE HAC/IEICTBO,
a He 3apa/ii HOBUTE IJIaCTMACOBHU
rpajicku Mebesn. Ta3u ujes 3a

It is very well presented graphically. The
title does not give much hint of the project.
It keeps the level of fragmentation. People
can bump here and there. This means that
greenery is isolated. Trying to give a
dynamism to the same spaces through
calling it modern is still nice, but it does not
become the concept of the project<.

Tourists would come to Dobrich for heritage




"MoziepHO" He ChBIIaJIa C TOBA, KOETO OU
MOIJIO /1a O'b/ie XybaBa cTpaTerHs: /1a ce
JlaJie TPOCTPAHCTBO 32 U3KYCTBO U
TBOPYECTBO, JIOPHU 32 XYAO0KHUIIA HJIH
apXUTEKTH, MJIQJT MEXKAYHAPOAHU U T.H.
3aIo Torasa Jia He ce

o100 PAT/0OHOBAT M U3IOJI3BAT, KATO Ce
MYJITAIUTAITAPAT CHIECTBYBAIIIUTE
IIOZIOBU MOJEJIN? 3aIllo HOBUTE Jia ca Mo-
WHTEPECHH, CaMO 3aII0TO He ca
IIOBpE/IEHU?

layers, not for new plastic urban furniture.
This idea of "modern" does not match what
could be a nice strategy: giving space to art
and creativity, even to artists or architects,
young international etc. Why not
improve/renovate and use, multiplying
existing floor patterns then? Why would the
new ones be more interesting, just because

they are not damaged?
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Peka Ha OmopazHo0Opa3ueTo.

MHoro ejieMeHTapeH rpaicku aHaIu3.
JloOpa mrbpBOHAYaIHA KOHIIEIIIHS,
KOsTO He e opa3BuTta. C;1ab0 IPOEKTHO
[peIJIoKEHHE.

River of Biodiversity

Very basic urban analysis. Good initial
concept, which is not developed further.
Poor project proposal.

[IpoeKTHOTO Mpe/IJIoKEeHNE He pearupa
Ha CJI0KHUA QYHKINOHAJIEH U
HMCTOPUYECKU KOHTEKCT Ha paliOHa.
OcBeH 001ITY H/IeH 32 PA3JIMYHU MeCTa U
MepKHU, KOUTO TPAOBA /1a ce IPUJI0KAT,
He Ce BIDK/IA KOHIIETIH 32 HaMeca.

The project proposal is not reacting to the
complex functional and historic context of
the area. Beyond general ideas for different
places and measures to be implemented
there is no concept of intervention visible.

XybaBa OCHOBHA KOHIIETITUA 3a
6mopa3zHO0Opa3ueTo - Te ca 3aCerHaAIN
Ba)KEH BBIIPOC U €A JIAJIA ITPOCTO
pemenue. He ce cnomenaBa ob6aue
BPB3KATA C KYJITYPHOTO HACJIEZICTBO. HE
ce CIIOMeHaBa Bpb3KaTa Ha OMOJIOTHUATA
ChC CHIINECTBYBAIIUTE TPAAULINH, HAMA
TBOPYECTBO BHB (PYHKIIMOHATIHOCTTA;
[IpenpatkuTte 6mxa MOrJIH /1a OBIAT
MIOJIE3HU B €IUH aPXUTEKTYPEH ITPOEKT.
He ce cnomenaBa ¢pparMeHTHPAHETO B
00eMu, KOeTO IIPaBU HEBB3MOKHO 32
MeIIeXO/IIUTe U Ollle T0-HEBB3MOKHO 32
pasxojika. He ce CIIOMeHaBa 3a
MaMeTHUIIN Ha KyJITypaTa, CKyJIITypPH,
CKPUTHU TYK U TaM.

Nice basic concept on biodiversity - they
have touched a crucial point and given a
simple solution. However, there is no
mention of connection with heritage,
cultural. no mention of connection of
biology with existing traditions, no
creativity in functionality;

References could be useful in an
architectural project. No mention of
fragmentation in volumes which makes it
impossible for pedestrians and even more
impossible for strolling.No mention of
cultural monuments, sculptures hidden
here and there.




BpeMeHHN/OpraHUYHY MTABUJINOHU

+ CHJIHA TU3aliHepCKa HJiesd,
apTHCTUYEH, CHJIEH UMU/IK 32 Tpajia

- MaHTaJIUTET, HICTOPUYECKA Mperparka,
KaK B IECTBUTEIHOCT?, TPOrpaMa 3a
30HHMPAHE U OTKPUTH IPOCTPAHCTBA,
KYJITYpeH IIeHThP KaTo JynKa?
PasnpbcHAT, HO CPAaBHUTEITHO J0OBD
rpazcku aHaiaus. Jlobpo MuciieHe 3a
oBTOpHA ynoTpeba. IIpeasoxxenuero e
IIPETOBAPEHO C MPENPATKHU, HO OCTaBa
HEsICHO K'bJI€ Ca PA3II0JIOKEHHU U KaK ca
U3M03BaHu. [IpoekThT e 0berasar, HO
MHOTO Hepa3paboTeH.

"Temporary / organic pavilions

+ strong design idea, artistic, strong image
for the city

- mantaining, historic reference, how in
reality?, zoning and open space program,
cultural center as a hole?"

Scattered but relatively ok urban analysis.
Good reuse thinking. The proposal is
overloaded with references but it remains
unclear where are they placed and how are
they used. The project is promising, but
very undeveloped.

KonnenmusTa e TBbpie 3aBUCHMA OT
JIn3aliHa Ha MaJIKU O0EKTH, HO He yCIIsiBa
Jla pasriiefia 1o 3a/I0BOJIUTEIEH HAaUHH
Ba)KHU BBIIPOCH KAaTO MPOTrPaMHUPAHETO
Ha IIPOCTPAHCTBOTO U 3€JIeHaTa
nHdpacTpykrypa. Pemenuero 3a
y,Kkoomuerara“ He 700aBsl CTOMHOCT I10
ybesTe/IeH Ha4rH, a Bph3KaTa ChC
Crapus Jlo6puu ocTaBa JOHIKBAE
rpaduyHa. Pemenuero 3a
BeJIOCUIIEHATA ajles He e 6e30I1acHOo 1
J100pe 0OMUCIIEHO.

- Ananu3s

- Ha0JIsra Ha JOIbIHUTETHI
MIPOCTPAHCTBEHHU €JIEMEHTH

- TBBP/IE IEKOPATHBEH

- WIIOCTPUPAHU, HO HETMIOKA3aHU B
IJIAH eJIEMEHTH

- HsIMa UJIeeH MPOEKT

The concept is overly reliant on small object
design but fails to address important issues
such as space programing and green
infrastructure in a satisfactory way. The
solution for the “coopses” is not adding
value in a convincing manner, while the
connection with Old Dobrich remains
somewhat graphical. The bike lane solution
is not safe and well thought through.

- Analysis

- emphasizes additional spatial elements

- too decorative

- elements illustrated but not shown in plan
- no conceptual design
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I'sBKaBOCTTA / TOA3EMHUS IIEHTHP

+ IFJIOCTHA PEATUCTUYHA KOHIIETIITHS 32
OTBOPEHO IIPOCTPAHCTBO, JIOHAKB/IE
OasaHcHpala MeXX1y HacJIe/ICTBO H HOBO
- OCHOBHUTE UJIeU Cce OCHOBABaT HA
CTpajJiuTe, IPOTPaMUPAHETO Ha
OTKPUTOTO IIPOCTPAHCTBO HE €
JIOCTaThYHO MPEIU3HO"

Omnwurt fa 6pAAT pellleHu NpobIeMHUTe,
MIOCPECTBOM 3a00UKAJISTHETO UM.
Jlu3aiiHbT € IpeKajieHo aBaHTap/IeH 3a
KOHKpEeTHAaTa cpejia.

"The Flex / underground center

+ overall realistic open space concept,
somewhat balancing heritage-new

- main ideas based on buildings, open space
programming lacks precision"

Attempt to solve problems by circumventing
them. The design is too avant-garde for the
particular environment.




JloGpa aprymeHTaIus U OIpe/iesIsTHE Ha
KPUTEPUHUTE, HO ¢j1ab aHAINU3 Ha
rpazgosete. [IpeyioskeHuTe pereHus ca
II0-CKOPO ITPOU3BOJIHU U
dopmanuctuunn. [logzeMHOTO
IIPOCTPAHCTBO € MHOTO HEYOETUTETHO B
KOHTEKCTa Ha U300MIHETO OT
00II[eCTBEHH MMPOCTPAHCTBA (KaKTO Ha
3aKpPUTO, TaKa U HAa OTKPUTO) B palioHa.
PomanTHYHHU, HO TO-CKOPO
HEPpEATTUCTUYHH IIPEAJIOKEHUA. IToutn
HEBB3MOJKHO € 7]a ce pa3bepat
IIPOCTPAHCTBEHUTE KauecTBa Ha
IpeJI0’KEHUETO.

Good reasoning and setting of criteria, but
poor urban analysis. The proposed solutions
are rather arbitrary and formalistic. The
underground space is very unconvincing in
the context of abundance of public spaces
(both indoor and outdoor) in the area.
Romantic, but rather unrealistic proposals.
It's almost impossible to understand the
spatial qualities of the proposal.

JKypuTo o1ieHsIBa BUCOKO U3Pa3eHUs
WHTEPEC 32 U3II0JI3BaHEe HA BB3/YIITHUTE
IIOTOIIM B IIEHTPAJIHUTE YaCTH Ha
rpajioBeTe 3a MIPOU3BO/ICTBO Ha €HEPrHsl.
[{sytocTHaTA KOHIEMITHS OOpBhIa
BHUMaHMe Ha JIEHHOCTUTE Ha IIapTepa,
HO He Ce BIK/IA SICHO IsJIOCTHATA
arMocdepa U HUHTerpUpaHeTo Ha
CBeT/INHA, Mebesiu, 3eJIeHa
MHPPACTPYKTYPa, MOOMITHOCT 1
MHOTO(GYHKITHOHAJTHO U3II0JI3BaHE.
Pexoncrpyxkiusara Ha COOP mozxke ga
JIOBEJIE 710 TI0JIOOPEHMS, HO HE B CTEIIEH,
KOSITO /Ia OIIpaBae mojgobHa
WHBECTUIINSA, KaTO ChIIEBPEMEHHO
HapYIIIH sICHATA 3aCTPOEeHA KOHIIEIITHI,
CBIECTBYBAIIIA TI0 MIPOTEXKEHNE Ha 23.
cerrreMBpH | 1wo1ay "CBobo1a" 6e3
sICHA T10J13a, KaTO JIOPH ce 3aTPYy/IHABA
BpB3KaTa ChC cTapara yact Ha JloOpud B
IIPOTUBOPEYHE C KPATKOTO UCKAHE.
Ilog3emeH KyaTypeH IEHTHP €
CHMHUTEJTHO MPEIJIOKEHHE U OT TJIeTHA
TOYKA HAa yCTOMYMBOCTTA, Thi KaTO Beue
“Ma MHOTO 3aCTPO€eHa IUIOI HaJl 3eMATA.

The jury appreciates the interests expressed
for using inner city air flows for production
of energy. The overall concept is attentive
to ground floor activities, but a coherent
atmosphere and integration of light,
furniture, green infrastructure, mobility and
multi-functional use is not clearly visible.
The reconstruction of the COOP might
bring improvements, but not to an extent
that justifies such an investition, while
breaking the clear built concept existing
bow along the 23. Sept Bd. and Svoboda
Square with no clear benefit, even
obturating the difficult connection with Old
Dobrich Area contrary to the brief request.
An underground cultural center is also a
doubtful proposition in terms of
sustainability as there is a lot of built
surface available overground already.

- HAMA KOHITEIIITHs, HAMa aHaIu3
- Jlobpa rpajicka KyJTypa

- M3M0JI3BaHe Ha HAJITUYHUTE
HACTWIKHA

- aHaJIN3 Ha BETPOBUTE IIOTOITH,
MIpeJIoKeHHe 3a TAXHOTO pellaBaHe

- AHain3 1 TIpeJIoKeHne 3a
crenmupUIHUTE 30HU U IIPOCTPAHCTBA

- Hey0enuTeTHO U3/105KEHA BU3USL.

- no concept, no analysis

- good urban culture

- use of available pavements

- analysis of wind flows, proposal for their
solution

- Analysis and proposal for specific zones
and spaces

- Unconvincing vision statement.




IlenTa Ha MPOEKTA, MIpe/ICTaBeHA B
00sICHUTEeJIHATA 3aIIMCKA € MHOTO TOYHA.
Jlo6pe cBBp3aH OTBB/ IIEHTHPA,
IIOKAa3Balll TAaKaBa YyBCTBUTEIHOCT.
JloOpe HanpaBeH TeXHUYECKU JU3aNH.
VHOBaTUBEH, 110 Ce OTHACA /10
TYpOUHUTE, U TyBCTBUTEJIEH, IO CE
OoTHAac# 0 BATHPa. JlunceaTt npoduin Ha
oTpebuTenTe.

The purpose of the design as presented in
the note very to the point. Well connected
beyond the center, showing such sensitivity.
Well done technical design. Innovative, as
far as it regards the turbines, and sensitive
as far as it regards the wind. User profiles
missing.

3oHa B * I'bBkaBu Mebeu

+ 100pO, HO MMPOCTO 30HUPAHE, COTUIEH
JIN3aiH /3aI10 cakCUuTe? I'bBKABO
IIpeMecTBaHe, 100PO pelleHne X0Te T

- I[SJIOCTHA UAEHTUYHOCT? 001114,
€KCTPY3Hs Ha MTaBaKHUA KaMbK?, HE
TOJIKOBA IOAPOOHA, 001 IJIaH,
HacaeacTBo?"

bazoB rpajcku ananus. J[o6pu OCHOBHU
3aKsoueHus. JJo0bp Moaxor KbM
BeJIOCHUITe/THaTa HHPPACTPYKTypa.
[Ipensiara ce MHOTO TIOAPEXKIAHE, MOKE
6m MaJIKO MpeKaJeHO MHOTO TBBP/AH
JIEHCTBUSA U HEIOCTATHUYHO paboTa ChC
3eJIeHHHA U o3eJIeHsaBaHe. V3riexaa, ue
“Ma peauIia JOKAIHH MPECUYaHUS, HO
OCTaBa HESICHO JaJIN Te€ PabOTAT 3a€JTHO.

Zona B * Flexible furniture

+ good but simple zoning, solid design
/why the pots? flexible shifting, good
solution hotel

- overall identity? generic, pave stone
extrusion?, not so detailed, generalplan,
heritage?"

Basic urban analysis. Good basic
conclusions. Good approach towards biking
infrastructure. A lot of tidying-up is
proposed, maybe a bit too many hard
actions and not enough work with green
and landscaping. There seem to be a
number of local interventions, but it
remains unclear whether they work
together.

JKypuTo o1ieHsIBa THOBAaTUBHUS MTOJXO/T
¥ MOJYJTHUS TU3aliH, KAaKTO U
OasaHCUPAHOTO CTPYKTYpPUPaHe Ha
TPasICKUTE ITPOCTPAHCTBA.

- aHAJIN3 — HE ISIJIOCTEH

- Wpes 3a cemapupaHe HA
IIPOCTPAHCTBATa

- Anpecupas npobyieM ¢
o3eJIeHsIBaHe Ha IUL. IEMOKpAIHUs

- HHTtepecHO amduTeaTpasHO
peleHue 3a ,Koomyerara“

- Jeraiinnsanus

The jury appreciates the innovative
approach and modular design, as well as the
balanced structuring of urban spaces.

- analysis - not comprehensive

- Idea for space separation

- Addressed landscaping problem on
Democracy Square

- Interesting amphitheater solution for the
“coopses”

- Detail




PeastcTHYeH MPOEKT 110 OTHOIIIEHHE HA
0OHOBsIBaHETO. BhITpeKu ToBa
IIOBTOpHATa yroTpeba He e ClioMeHara, a
HOBOTO CTPOHUTEJICTBO HE € 000CHOBAHO.
[TooOpsiBaHETO HA BEJIOCUIIETHOTO
JIBVDKEHUE € elHA OT CHJTHUTE CTPaH! Ha
IIPOEKTa, HO PEIIeHUETO, 1a/IeHO 3a
aBTOMO6I/I.TIHOTO JABHXKEHUE, HE €
ybemuTeTHO. A B ITPOEKTa He Ce MUCJIH 3a
BXOJAOBETE U U3XOJUTE OT Ta3U
IIEHTpa/IHa 30Ha U 32 KAaKBOTO U /1A €
moZI00peHre B TOBA OTHOIIIEHUE.

A realistic design in terms of renovation.
However, reuse is not mentioned, and new
constructions are not justified. Improving
bicycle circulation is one of the strong
points of the project, however the solution
given to car circulation is not convincing.
And the project is not thinking about the
entrances in and out this central area and
any kind of improvement in that regard.
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"B * KpuBu Ha oTOKa

- IIpoekTupaHe Ha OJIOK-CXEMH,
IIporpaMupaHe, eJIeMeHTH Ha
IIPOEKTUPaHe

+ OBTOpPHA ynoTpeba, /IeTaliIu OT
KaMbK"

[IpemaxBaHeTo Ha OOEKTUTE T10 25 TH
CernrreMBpH - OT X-J1 JloOpy/IzKa 10 IUT.
Tpaxuiicku He OTTOBapsA HA 33/IaHUETO,
HO Ou MOTJIO 1a O'b/le TpeHeOperHaro.

"B * Flow curves

- Design out of flow diagram, programming,
design elements

+ reuse, stone detail"”

The removal of the sites on 25th September
- from Hotel Dobrudja to PIl. Thracian does
not meet the task, but could be ignored

Muoro 1066p SWOT ananus u 10066p
IIPOCTPAHCTBEH aHATU3.
[IpensoxkeHueTo e 706pe 0OMUCTIEHO OT
rJIeHa TOUKa Ha HeroBara U3IIbJIHUMOCT
Y yIpaBjieHUe Ha IpoeKTa. J[00bp
IIO/IXOJI C BhBEXKIAHETO Ha II0BeUYe
3€eJIEHUHA, BHIIPEKH Y€ OTHOIIIEHHUETO
KbM JIaH/AIIadTa € TBhpPAe
bopmManCcTUYHO ¥ OCTaBa camMo B ILJIaH
(pabotata c 06emMu He e U3CcJIe/IBaHA).
T'osiemuTe, HOBOIIOJIOKEHH IIJIOIIH Ca
siiieHu ot pyHkiuu. ToBa Boiu 710
JlOCTa CTEPUJIEH IN3aNH

A very good SWOT analysis and an OK
spatial analysis. The proposal is well
thought through in terms of its executability
and project management. Good approach
with introducing more greenery, though the
attitude towards the landscape is too
formalistic and remains only in plan
(working with volumes has not been
explored). The large, newly paved surfaces
are empty of functions. This results in a
rather sterile design.

Bbrpeku e mppBOHAYATHATA UJTES
eHTHPBT Ha JloOpuy /12 Ob/Ie OTTO3HAT
Yype3 MOPeJIUIIA OT eJIEMEHTH Ha
3eJieHaTa HHOPACTPYKTYpa, CBbP3aHU
TI0JT 3eMSTa U OIPE/IEJISAIIHN IPA/ICKUTE
IIPOCTPAHCTBA HAJT 3eMATA, Ce OI[eHIBA
TIOJIOKUTEJTHO, TIPEIJIOKEHUETO He
yCIIsiBa /1a I0pa3Bue U 0OSICHU 110
3a7I0BOJIUTEJIEH HAUNH KAaKBa €
nobaBeHara cToiHOCT 3a Jlob6pud.

While the initial idea to experience Dobrich
city center via a string of green
infrastructure elements, connected
underground and defining urban spaces
overground is appreciated, the proposal
fails to further detail and explain in a

satisfactory manner what the added value




PazinuHuTE €eJIEMEHTH - OCBETJIEHHE,
MO6I/IJIHOCT, yiipaBJIEHHE€ HA BOAUTE U
T.H. - HE Ca UHTEIrpUPAHU B Y6eILI/ITe.TIeH
KOHIECIITYaJICH IIAKET.

for Dobrich is. The different elements,
lightning, mobility, water-management etc
are not integrated in a convincing concept

package.

- aHAJIU3 — HeITbJIeH
- [IpaBunHO nedprHUpaAHU
po0IeMu

- Wpes — Majko XaOTU4YHA
- Hemrbien njees npoexT
- Nwma peraitmuzanus

- analysis - incomplete

- Correctly defined problems

- Idea - a bit chaotic

- Incomplete conceptual design
- There is detail

MHOT0 UHTEPECHO IIpeJIoKeHNeE 3a
HUBOTO Ha TpoToapa. PazmupsaBaHero Ha
IsJ1aTa 30HA MMpHU/IaBa XybaBa
IIOCJIE/IOBATETHOCT Ha IIEHTHPA Ha Tpajia.
JKasnko, e 060CHOBKaTa HA IIPOEKTA €
TOJIKOBA 3J1€ U3JI03KeHa. YILUThTHSBAHETO
C 'bPBETA U XPaCTU € MHOTO II0JIE3HO OT
CTpaTernyecKa M ecTeThuyecka riieHa
Touka. OcBeTsABaHETO Ha (pacaauTe e
HMCTOPUYECKHU aKIEeHT U € BaKeH XO/I,
KOUTO IIPaBU BUAUMU UCTOPHUYECKUTE U
KyJITypHUTe IIJIACTOBE Ha rpaja.
Konnennusara 3a HIOBTOPHOTO
M3II0JI3BaHe € e/lHa OT Hall-CUJIHUTe
CTPaHU Ha TO3U IPOEKT, KOATO JIUIICBA B
MHOTO JIPYTH IIPOEKTH.
HNudpacrpykrypHara pabora u
paszesiTHeTO HAa OTHAABIIUTE CHIIO €
JIPYT Ba’KEH CUJIEH aCIeKT Ha TO3U
npoekT. 2Kajko e, ue B cTpaTeruATa 3a
XpacTHUTEe U JbpPBETaTa He € HallpaBeHa 1
Bp'b3Ka C I'PaJia U3BBH IEHTHPA.

Very interesting proposal for the pavement
level. Enlarging the whole zone is giving a
nice coherence to the city center. It's a pity
the justification of the project is so badly
laid out. The tree and bushes densification
is very useful strategically and aesthetically.
Enlightening facades with a historical
highlight is an important move in making
visible the historical and cultural layers of
the city. The concept of reusing is one the
strongest points of this project, a point
which is missing in many other projects.
The infrastructural work and waste division
is also another important strong aspect of
this project. It is a pity that the bushes and
trees strategy is not made also a connection
to the city beyond the center.

3ursar

- rpaduyHO hopmaieH, 6e3
IIpOrpaMupaHe, MaJIKO 30HUPaHe
IToaxoneHo e ¢ yBaxkeHUe KbM HAKOHN
JIeTAMJIN OT ChIECTBYBAIIUS TPAZICKH
JU3aiiH.

TexHUUeCcKH 100pe 0OMHUCIIEH, HO Oe3
ybequTeIHA M MTHTEPECHA KOHIIETIITHS.
J1o6Bp mpocTpaHcTBeH aHaIu3. TBBpe
popmanucTruHO rpadUUHO pelieHne 3a
Tpotoapure. TBbp/ie MaIKO paboTa cbC

Zigzag

- graphic formal, no programming, little
zoning

It is respectful of some details of the
existing urban design.

Technically well-thought, but lacking a
convincing and interesting concept. An ok
spatial analysis. Too formalistic graphic
solution for the pavements. Too little work




3eMHHUTE 00EMH, IOPATU KOETO
eH3aKbT € I0CTa ITOBTAPSII] Ce.

with earth volumes, hence a rather
repetitive landscape as a result.

ITogxoxpT e rpaduyeH u
dopmanucrtruen. HoBusT mapkuHr
BMecto COOP e ciopHO pelienue, Thit
KaTO HaMaJIsBa OTPAaHNYEHUATA Ha
AKTUBHOTO IPAZICKO MPOCTPAHCTBO U
IIPUBJINYA ITOBEYe aBTOMOOMIIEH TpaUK.
- aHaJIN3 Ha ChIIeCTBYBALOTO
[I0JIOJKeHUe

- CKy4YHO pellleHue

- HUCKa rpadUvHa KyJITypa

The approach is graphical and formalistic.
The new parking house instead of COOP its
a questionable decision, as it is reducing the
active urban space limits and attracts more
auto traffic.

- analysis of the existing situation

- boring solution

- low graphic culture

Jloma koHmenTyanHa 6esekka. [le
IIOMOTHe JI1 OOHOBSBAHETO Ha
HaCTWIKAaTa U J00aBAHETO Ha
JIEKOPAaTUBHU BOJHU IUIOIIH 32
CHKUBABAHETO Ha yiuIure? Toa 111e ce
CJIy4YH, aKO XOpaTa XOJIAT C HaBeJIeHU
rsiasu. HUBOTO Ha cThHajaTa ocTaBa
MHOTO0 pparMeHTHpaHo. MHOTo BayKHU
BIBXHOBEHHA, KOUTO 0baue He ca
OTpa3eHU B IIPOEKTHOTO ITPEJJIOKEHHE.
Humro He ce Ka3Ba 3a 0OHOBEHO
M3II0JI3BaHE Ha ChIECTBYBAIIIUTE
00IIIeCTBEHU CTPAJIN WJIH HA T€3H, KOUTO
ca B YIIJIbK.

Poor conceptual note. Will the renovation of
pavement and adding of decoratory water
surfaces help in reviving the streets? It
would be the case if people walked with
their heads down.The foot level remains
very fragmented. Very important
inspirations, yet not reflected in the design
proposal. Nothing about renewed uses of
existing public buildings or those in decay.
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JlelicTBUs 3a MparMaTUYHO
Bb3CTAHOBSIBAHE

+ COJIMHU U PEAJTHU;UICTUHHY,
peopraHu3anus, H3KyCTBEHU
J'bpBeTa/OpHaMeHTH, 30HUPaHe,
OIpOOHU MepKU 3a MOJIepHU3UPaHe
- 6e3 mporpaMupaHe, KakBO Ce CJIy4Ba
TYK, IOAAPHKKA HOBH /bPBETA? 2
OT/IEJTHHU TPOTOApa? MOHYMeHTATHU?"

JTo6wp rpaacku ananus, SWOT e
CIIOMEHAT, HO He € II0Ka3aH.
[TosiokuTesIHA CTBIKA C BbBEXK/IAHETO Ha
noseue 3esieHnHA. PopMmasucTryeH
IIOAXO/, KbM IIPOEKTUPAHETO HA
Hacruikara. IIpenioxenure
KOHCTPYKIIMH Ha Iaibu ca

"Actions for pragmatic restoration

+ solid and real;istic, reorganization,
artificial trees / ornaments, zoning, detailed
measures upgrading

- no programming, what happens here,
maintenance of new trees? 2 separate
pavements? monumental?"

A good urban analysis, SWOT is mentioned
but not shown. Positive move with the
introduction of more greenery. Formalistic
approach towards the pavement design. The
proposed shading structures are
unconvincing, compared to trees. The




HEY6e}_II/ITe.TIHI/I B CpaBHEHUE C JbpBETaTa.
s1ocTHOTO ycemane € JEKOPAaTuBHO, HO
OCTaBa CTEPUJIHO.

overall feeling is decorative, but remains
sterile.

KaTo 1151710 moaXoabT ce OCHOBaBa Ha
donknopucTuyHu MoTUBH. ChHINO TaKa
JIUTICBA SICHOTA OTHOCHO KOHIIETIITUATA 32
MOOWJIHOCT, BEJIOCUTIETHATA aJIesl U
HACTaHsSBAHETO HA JIocTaBuuIuTe. B
YJIMYHUTE YIACTHIIM JIUIICBAT IETAWIH U
BU3US 32 TPAJICKU JKUBOT, KaTO HE CTaBa
SICHO KaK TPEJIJIOKEHUETO I1ie 0100pHu
YCJIOBUSATA 3a MpUJIesKaiuTe pyHKIUH,
X0para, MaJIKUsl JKUBOT,
6uopazHooOpasuero. CrbapsiHETO Ha
,KOOITUeTaTa“ ¢ MOCTPOsSIBAaHETO HA HOBA
crpajzia MoKe /ia € OT I10J13a 110
OTHOIIIEHVE Ha TAPKUPAHETO U
MOOWJIHOCTTA, HO KaTO IISIJIO € BPEZHO 3a
CBINECTBYBAIIUs aHCAMOBJI U HE €
YCTOMYMB BapUAHT 110 OTHOIIIEHHE HA
W3II0JI3BAaHUTE PECYPCH.

There is an overall reliance on folklorist
motives in the approach. Also there is a lack
of clarity of the mobility concept, bike lane
and delivery service accommodation. The
street sections are lacking detail and vision
of urban life, not making clear how the
proposal will improve conditions for
adjacent functions, people, small life,
biodiversity. The “coopses” demolition with
construction of a new building might be
beneficial in terms of parking and mobility,
but overall is damaging to an existing
ensemble and not a sustainable option in
terms of used resources.

- MMa aHaJIU3 Ha CHINECTBYBAIOTO
MMOJIOZKEHeE, JIUIICBA aHaJIN3 Ha IIOTOIH
Y IIPOCTPAHCTBEH aHAJIU3

- Hma npensiokeHue 3a rpajicku
JIN3aiH, U3TJIEAN, TPUEMIIUBU
BU3YyIU3AIUN

- there is an analysis of the existing
situation, there is no flow analysis and no
spatial analysis

- There is a proposal for urban design,
views, acceptable visuals

3amuckara e 10 ChIIeCTBO, HO KaTo IISJI0
MHOTO 3JI€ HojipesieH!. KaKkTo ¥ HAKOJIKO
JIDYTH, KOHIIENITyaTHaTa OesieskKa e
ChCTaBEHA OT MPEJIOKEHUS, HO HE U OT
HACTUHCKA KOHIENIU, B KOSATO T€3!U
MIPEJIVIOKEHU J]a ca MHTETPUPAHU U J1a
cTOAT B XapMoHUs. [1o oTHOIIEHHE Ha
unes 1: He ctaBa Bbppoc 3a ToBa
MIPUJIOKEHME, HO KaTo ISJI0 KaK ca
ompezieJIeH! OCTapEJIUTE eJIEMEHTH Ha
BU3YJIIHUTE 3aMbpcutesn? Hskou oT
*‘ocrapesuTe  eJIeMEHTH WIN

" '3aMbpCHTENIM  MOTrar Aa O’b/1aT yacT
OT coIlMaJTHATa U KyJITypHaTa UCTOPUS
Ha rpaza. Jlaau ToBa He e Taka? Mges 2
JlocTa 100pe IeTalyin3upa eJIEMEHTUTE,
KOUTO MOTAT J]a Ce U3I0JI3BaT IIOBTOPHO
1 He TPsIOBa Jja ce CBAIAT Oe3 BHUMAaHHE.
Wnes 3 He Ka3Ba MHOTO 3a Bpb3KaTa
MEXKIy 3eJIEHUTE TUIOIIIH, a ChIIO U 3a
WHTETPUPAHETO HA CHIIECTBYBAIUTE

The note is to the point, but as in overall
note documents are very badly laid out. As
few others, the concept note is made up of
proposals but not really a concept, in which
such proposals are integrated and stand in a
harmony. Referring to idea 1: It is not a
question to this application, but in overall,
how are outdated elements of visual
pollutants defined? Some of " “outdated ™"
elements or " “polluants " may be part of the
social and cultural history of the city. Isn't
it? Idea 2 is detailing quite well elements
that can be reused and are not to be taken
off without consideration. Idea 3 doesn't say
a lot about the connection between the
green areas, and also integration of existing
fountains, as well as old and to be built
infrastructure. The project provides a nice
solution to the foot level fragmentation that
interrupts the walk/frequentation of the
pedestrian areas. Nice drawings.




dboHTaHM, KAKTO U Ha cTapaTa U
IIPE/ICTOSAIIATA 32 U3TPAXKIAHE
nHdpactpykrypa. [IpoekTsT pesiara
xybaBo peleHre Ha ¢pparMeHTauATa Ha
HUBOTO Ha CTHIIAJIaTa, KOETO ITPEKHCBA
pasxo/iKaTa/JyecToTara Ha IelIeX0THUTE
30HU. Xy0aBH UepTEKHU.
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"[TaBunoH "Xepoc" - ucropus
HesICHA KOHIIeII A"

Omnut 32 Bpb3Ka € IO-IIUPOK, I0PU
MIOETUYEH/CUMBOJIMYEH KOHTEKCT. 11 B
CBIIOTO BpeMe OMUT /ia O'bJIeM MHOTO
IIparMaTHYHU, MOKe OU JOpU TBBP/Ie
TeXHUUYECKU ChC ChIIIECTBYBAIaTa
HHPPACTPYKTypa, esieMeHTH. Ci1ab
I'paioyCTPOMCTBEH aHAJIU3 - CAMO
Ka/IaCTpaIHA KapTa U HAKOJIKO CHUMKU U
BU3yanu3anuu. IIpoekTsT e TBbp/ie
dopmanucTiyeH, JUNCBA My
MMaruHepHOCT U Ch3/1aBa KAPTUHKY,
BMECTO IPOEKT.

"Heros pavilion - history

unclear concept"

Attempt to relate to a wider, even
poetic/symbolic context. And at the same
time trying to be very pragmatic, maybe
even too technical with the existing
infrastructure elements. Poor urban
analysis - just a cadastral map and some
pictures and renderings. The design is too
formalistic, lacks imagination and produces
pictures, instead of a project.

B npeasiokeHreTo JIMIICBa CMUCIEH
OTTOBOP Ha BBIIPOCA 32 KOHKYPEHIIHUATA.
H3rpakgaHeTo Ha MacTUPCKa crpajaa
BMECTO ,KooIrderaTa” ¢
peuHTepIpeTHPaHa peIINKa Ha cTapaTta
KyJla 32 BTOPH ITBT CJIeJ] palioHa Ha
Crapus Jlo6pud He ce BIKCBa 100pe B
CBINECTBYBAIIMSA TPAJICKU 00pa3.
KonnenmusTa mpekoMepHO pa34yuTa Ha
(hoTKIIOpHY MOTUBU ¥ HOCTAJITUIHU
eJIeMEeHTH Ha apXuTeKTypara 6e3 peajiHa
JobaBeHa CTOMHOCT.

The proposal is missing to address the
competition brief in any meaningful
manner. The building of a pastiche building
instead of the “coopses” with a reinterpreted
replica of the old tower for a second time
after the Old Dobrich area, is not well
integrated into the existing urban image.
The concept is overly relying on folklorist
motives and nostalgic elements of
architecture with no real added value.




