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Slovni zhodnoceni (max 2000 znakui)
Verbal Assessment (max 2000 characters)

The work engages the urban renewal and optimisation of a part of Cerno$ice, adding commercial and sport
facilities to a central part of the district. The analysis of the historical morphology of the district is conducted with
aptitude and diligence, uncovering the various layers of the area that preceded the current state. The work
identifies a relatively unattratictive plot in the center of the district and proposes to string the site into a larger
network with the river, sports facilities and other cultural and civic aspects.

To use an existing supermarket, which alone is unattractive in a civic and cultural sense and elevate it and
embellish the surroundings with an urban and commercial program is a great move. The design of the facade of
the sports center however feels like an afterthought at best, while the organisation of the internal space above
the supermarket into 9 quadrants with a central garden is a powerful modernist gesture which is simultaneously
rational and calming, bringing daylight and greenery into all of the upper programme. The reviewer would have
loved to see a more conscious development of the facade and the interior programme together, through models,
sketches and collages, to study and develop the civic potential of the building in its outward appearance.

The bakery is a nicely conceived building. It has a clean modernist facade with contemporary massing. It is
unfussy and functional, with well arranged generous openings. The reviewer would have loved to see more
interest in showing the natural materials of the walls and more thought put into how the massing was developed
in relation to the sports center.

Overall it is a neat, well put together project with potential.

Formalni a grafické zpracovani projektu, tplnost (max 300 znak)
Formal and Graphic Design of the Project, Completeness (max 300 characters)



The formal and graphic aspects of the project are very well put together. More attention could have been put into how the
author arrived at her ideas and also about the structure and materiality of the works through diagrams, sketches, models and
collages.

Otazky k obhajobé (volitelné, max 300 znakii)
Questions for the Defense (optional, max 300 characters)

Zavérecné shrnuti a navrh znamky (max 500 znaku)
Final Summary and Proposed Grade (max 500 characters)

Diplomova prace, podle mého nazoru, jednoznacné spliuje poZzadavky kladené na zavéreénou praci
tohoto typu

a doporucuiji ji k obhajobé. Vzhledem k mirnym nedostatku v kvalité navrhu navrhuji hodnoceni (B).
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