C4C

competence for competitions

STA

A positive development un Stuttgart. The new Stöckach.
Submitted questions and minutes of the participant colloquium for the first competition phase

1/17
02.08.2019

Minutes of the participant colloquium and submitted questions
Time and location
15 July 2019, 3-5pm
EnBW site, Haus 32, Hackstraße 31, 70190 Stuttgart 1pm – site visit (for those interested)
3pm - Participant colloquium
Agenda
Item 1
Item 2
Item 3

Welcome and introduction
Discussion of the competition brief and answering of submitted questions
Handing out of model boards and networking opportunity with snacks and drinks

Participants
Competition participants
Participants were not registered
Attending representatives of the Jury on the discussion panel:
Frank Heberger
Peter Pätzold

Specialist juror, EnBW Energie Baden-Württemberg AG, Chief Representative
Expert juror, Architect and Mayor for Urban Planning, Housing and Environmental Issues, State

Capital of Stuttgart

Prof. Markus Allmann
Prof. Matthias Sauerbruch
Uwe Dahms

Expert juror, Architect, Munich
Expert juror, Architect, Berlin
Competition supervisor, C4C | competence for competitions, Berlin

Further jury representatives:
Dr. Wolfgang Eckert
Ingo Kanehl
Gabriele Mung

Specialist juror, EnBW Energie Baden-Württemberg AG, Chief Representative
Deputy expert juror, Architect, Cologne
Deputy specialist juror, Green Party (Die Grünen) Faction Member of the Municipal Council for

the State Capital of Stuttgart

Dr. Carl-Christian Vetter

Deputy specialist juror, CDU Faction Member of the Municipal Council for the State Capital of

Stuttgart

Robin Renner

Expert , City District Planner, Office for Urban Planning and Housing, State Capital of Stuttgart
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Item 1 Welcome and introduction (3pm)
Opening remarks by Uwe Dahms who introduced the discussion panellists and further present members of
the jury.
Frank Heberger welcomed the colloquium participants and thanked them for their great interest in the
colloquium. The fact that so many people had come to the colloquium was an important signal for EnBW
which is breaking new ground with this competition procedure.
The aim is to develop a quarter on the former plant grounds in Stöckach which should serve as an example for
future projects and the sole purpose of which is not to maximise economic benefits. The process showed
how the company is cooperating in new ways both with the City of Stuttgart and with the local residents and
future residents.
The goal of EnBW and all others involved in the project must be to develop the site sustainably and make it
future-proof in an ecological but also economic and social sense.
The EnBW is very much looking forward to this exciting process and wishes all participants much success and
fun in performing the task at hand.
Prof. Markus Allmann emphasised the importance of the project goal, particularly with regard to the IBA 27
and called upon participants to interpret the question “how do we wish to live in the future?” as broadly as
possible in the first phase of the competition. The current site situation should be thoroughly considered, and
participants should weigh up carefully how they deal with existing buildings and features. He encouraged
participants to approach the competition task in the first phase earnestly yet boldly.
Prof. Matthias Sauerbruch added that there are no obvious answers or previous examples to help with this
task, but that a new course can be set which will meet the high expectations of the awarding authority. He
encouraged participants to think about which assurances urban living can offer in a society shaped by
changing social structures. Participants might want to focus special attention on possibilities of up/recycling
of existing building structures. It is also expected that participants use resources sensibly, including raw
materials already found in the buildings.
Mayor Peter Pätzold underlined the importance of the project for the City of Stuttgart which is located at
the heart of the city, near Rosenstein and the Villa Berg, and that the project will help people to rediscover a
lost element of the city. The fact that EnBW is holding a two-phase open competition is positive and
appropriate for the task at hand. Peter Pätzold highlighted that it is down to the participants to answer the
question on the density of the development and stated that he is glad to be able to co-develop the project
in this excellent location and to contribute to a better provision of housing in Stuttgart.
Item 2 Discussion of the competition brief and answering submitted questions (3:30pm)
Uwe Dahms used a presentation to go through all questions which had been collated according to the
competition brief chapters. Further questions were asked during and after the presentation.
All questions and their answers (both those submitted online and during the event) are listed in the questions
protocol found in the appendix.
The participant colloquium ended at around 5pm, the model boards for models of the first phase were
handed out afterwards.
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Submitted questions
(1st Competition phase)
In the period between 28 June 2019 and 12 July 2019, a total of 50 questions were received, a further 11 were
asked during the colloquium. These have been sorted in the order of and according to the individual chapters
and paragraphs in the competition brief to which they refer. Some of the questions submitted were slightly
edited in order to improve their readability.
The questions asked during the participant colloquium can be found at the end of
the protocol. The answers will become a component of the offer of reward.

Questions on Chapter 1 Introduction
No questions

Questions on Chapter 2 Starting point and vision
No questions

Questions on Chapter 3 The location
1. Question on Chapter 3.1 Site and size (par. 23)
Should the four-storey residential building on the corner of Metzstraße/Werderstraße be maintained? Or is
it possible to change the whole area around Heilandplatz including building within the dotted line?
Answer
As described in par. 122 of the competition brief, alongside the tasks within the actual competition area, “the
possibility of integrating and connecting Heilandplatz (surrounding area) to the competition area should also
be explored. We will be looking for proposals for the further structural design of Heilandplatz, as well as for the
optimisation of traffic management and of the design of the square.”
The residential buildings and land between Metzstraße/Werderstraße are property of EnBW and currently
provide company housing which would need to be reproduced in quantity and size in the event of a
restructuring of the area.
It should be noted that the suggested urban planning solution must function in the competition area even
without the participant being able to carry out its proposals in the surrounding area, or with minimal
intervention there.
Please pay attention to the instructions from par. 143 of the competition brief: “In the surrounding zone
around Heilandplatz it should be noted that the main traffic route Schwarenberg/Werderstraße may not be
interrupted. The points connecting to this road from Sickstraße and the new quarter circulation have a
subordinate volume of traffic from the quarters. The intersection at Heilandsplatz which is a roundabout does
not necessarily have to be kept in this form.”
2. Question on Chapter 3.1 Site and size (par. 24)
Should the surrounding area (Heilandsplatz) be connected to the newly designed area or can or should
this area also be designed?
Answer
See answer to question 1.
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3. Question on Chapter 3.4 Existing development (par. 44)
You have stated the area of the attic and basement level floor space as one figure (approx. 29,300m² ).
Please can you tell us how much of this space the basement level comprises?
Answer
The basement level floor space measures approx. 27,500m² . Given the topographic situation of the area, the
storey definitions of the buildings vary. In the updated version of the fact sheet, levels are listed instead of
storeys. An updated version will be available shortly.
4. Question on Chapter 3.4 Existing development (par. 44)
Is there any further information on the state of the existing buildings?
Answer
As far as we can tell, all buildings are capable of standing alone and bearing loads. No information on
hazardous materials is available. When assessing the potential of buildings to be given a new purpose,
participants should consider the technical standards applicable at the time the building was constructed;
furthermore, the circulation is designed with office space use in mind.
5. Question on Chapter 3.4 Existing development (par. 44)
Is it possible to visit the buildings on-site from the inside?
Answer
A visual inspection of the exterior of the buildings will suffice in the first phase. Participants in the second
phase will have a tour inside the buildings.
6. Question on Chapter 3.4 Existing development (par. 46)
Why is building 70 in dotted lines? How is this building currently used?
Answer
Building 70 is a temporary building comprising (leased) modules. It is currently being used as an office
building but should not be retained.
7. Question on Chapter 3.4 Existing development (par. 46)
Building 70 is outlined in dotted lines. Does that mean that this building should not be considered and does
not belong to the competition area or how should this distinct representation be interpreted?
Answer
See answer to question 6.
8. Question on Chapter 3.4 Existing development (par. 50)
Should the extension area for the substation measure 2,300m² in plot size or should it have the same floor
area (approx. 430m² )?
Answer
The area given in Par. 50 is incorrect and should be ignored. What is meant is that a replacement area for a
building of comparable size and comparable floor area should be kept free in the immediate vicinity of the
existing substation building. (See competition brief, par. 153, 154).
Further answer from the participant colloquium: Recently an extension building was constructed next to the
substation building for a network node. The same requirements apply for this building as for the substation.
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The size and area dimensions of the technical building of the substation/network node are increased
accordingly. The total size of the open space in which the replacement building(s) are to be placed will
depend on the design and should be determined by participants themselves.
The drawings below show the location and size of the network node building. Please add this information
into your own designs.

Extension building of the network node with grey façade.
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9. Question on Chapter 3.4 Existing development (par. 50)
Which building is the substation, which house number is it?
Answer
The substation is located on Metzstraße and is labelled building number 60 on the site plan. Please note
that recently the building was extended to include a network node. (See answer to question 8).
10. Question on Chapter 3.4 Existing development (par. 53)
How can the underground car park be accessed under bunker 33? Via the current plant grounds, i.e. from
within the competition area, accessed via Stöckachstraße?
How can the lower levels used as underground car parks in the bunker be accessed in house 40? Are plans of
these available? Can the 3rd Lower floor also be used as an underground car park in its current state?
Answer
The car park under house 33 can be accessed from the northern direction of the plant site. The entrances and
vehicle entrances to the buildings are marked with arrows on the fact sheets (an updated version will be
available shortly).
The bunker for house 40 is not being used as a car park. The description in paragraph 53 of the competition
brief refers to building 33. The following description would be more suitable: “The two-storey bunker
structure under building 33(!) was constructed as a nuclear bomb shelter and has vehicle access. Today, the
upper two storeys are partially used as parking space. A further level is not able to be used for parking.
11. Question on Chapter 3.4 Existing development (par. 53)
According to the brief, the bunker underneath building 40 has a vehicle entrance since the upper two
storeys are used as car parks. Where can this entrance be found?
It is clear to see that there is a vehicle entrance to the bunker below building 33. Is this also used for parking?
Answer
See answer to question 10.
12. Question on Chapter 3.5 Planning and construction law (par. 63)
May we have access to the feasibility study referred to in the text and/or could a link be provided where
it is possible to read this?
Answer
The feasibility study will shortly be available for download. In the view of the awarding authority, publishing
these documents would only be of use for reference purposes only. The competition task is described
comprehensively in the brief. All possible further information from the study are irrelevant. The design
approaches found in this study have a completely different basis from that of the current competition
objective and therefore show neither preferred nor excluded solutions.
13. Question on Chapter 3.5 Planning and construction law (par. 67)
“Development plan”. Could you explain this paragraph better? It contradicts the rest of the competition brief.
Answer
The term “development plan” is used in the translation for the “legally binding land-use plan” which will be
created by the municipality based on the winning master plan of the competition.
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Questions on Chapter 4 Dialogue with citizens and experts
No questions.

Questions on Chapter 5 The task
14. Question on Chapter 5.7 Dealing with existing buildings (par. 151)
Buildings 30, 31 and 32 are not mentioned in this paragraph, nor are they mentioned in Chapter 3.4 Existing
development. Is there a reason for this? Does the awarding authority think that these buildings are less
suitable for conversion?
Answer
The possibility of retaining the buildings mentioned in the brief was discussed with the public in the run up
to the procedure and in the decision on the development plan. The remarks on these were incorporated
into the brief to provide further information for participants. The fact that these buildings are listed does
not reflect a preference on the part of the awarding authority. However, it does expect the participant to
express how it will deal with buildings 30-21, particularly on the high point on the corner of Hackstraße and
Heinrich-Baumann-Straße.
15. Question on Chapter 5.7 Dealing with existing buildings (par. 151)
Is it possible to demolish all other existing buildings - apart from the substation and the underground
structural elements? How important is it for residents that existing buildings are kept? Thank you for your
answer!
Answer
Part of the task is to find an adequate way of dealing with existing buildings on the competition site whilst
weighing up conversion options alongside economic and ecological aspects. The awarding authority and
the jury are open to different solutions.
We understand the second part of the question as referring to neighbours, local residents, since there are
no residents living in the competition area itself. Please refer to the conclusions of the citizens’ workshops
which are summarised in the appendix to the competition brief.
16. Question on Chapter 5.7 Dealing with existing buildings (par. 153)
The substation is supposed to be retained and a space the same size should be kept free for a replacement
building. At the same time, the sports hall should also be retained. Is it therefore envisaged that the
replacement building is constructed along Metzstraße?
Answer
The area used to build the replacement building of the substation must be located in close proximity to
the existing building. It must also provide vehicle access. Depending on how the participant decides to
deal with building 50, there will be various options for the arrangement and location of replacement
areas. This means that constructing the new building longitudinally or transversely to Metzstraße is just
one of these possibilities.
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17. Question on Chapter 5 Existing development (par. 154)
The substation is to be replaced at the end of its technical working life. It is described that it should be
replaced in a different location. The brief speaks of an “interim” use for this free area until the substation is
moved to this area. Is it possible to leave the substation on the newly built space without moving it back
later to the original site? Or what kind of length of time are we talking about for changing locations? How
long are these long cycles of change of location?
Answer
The working life of the substation cannot be predicted exactly and depends on technical developments. In
case the substation needs to be replaced, the old and new substations must exist in parallel to each other for
a short while in order to ensure a smooth “switch over”. After the end of the technical working life of the new
building (which will then be “old”), a new building will be needed once again. The length of the cycle of the
change of location will presumably be several decades but this depends considerably upon technical
developments.
18. Question on Chapter 5 Existing development (par. 155)
The sports hall has been converted to encompass further uses. Should these also be kept? Could these
parts of the building be left out and would the sports hall in this case still be self-supporting? What is the
minimum possible floor area for the sports hall?
Answer
That is correct, the sports hall is part of a building with other uses. The sports hall is located on the second
and third floors above a production hall. In the opinion of the awarding authority, it is only possible in a few
areas to demolish parts of the building which are not used by the sports hall and its ancillary spaces
(changing rooms, sanitary facilities). In many areas the building exhibits great depths and corresponding
dark zones.
19. Question on Chapter 5.7 Existing development (par. 155)
Does the sports hall have to measure a particular minimum size?
Answer
As a minimum it must have a single-field hall with a playing area of 15m x 27m. It is also possible to
submit proposals which go beyond these dimensions. In the immediate proximity of the competition
area there are two three-field halls which are operated by the City of Stuttgart (Zeppelin-Sporthalle,
Neckarstraße 149/1 and Sporthalle Ostheim, Landhausstraße 117).
The sports hall which currently exists on the EnBW site is a privately-run company sports hall.
20. Question on Chapter 5.7 (par. 155)
Who uses the current sports hall?
The sports hall is currently used by company sports groups, sports clubs and schools.
21. Question on Chapter 5.3
Should participants also consider the public spaces adjoining the competition area?
Answer
The awarding authority is only permitted to realise the designs on its own property, at the same time it
should be noted that there are no binding provisions and thus no potential exclusion from the procedure
for failure to comply with these.
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22. Question on Chapter 5.6 (par. 146)
Could the awarding authority be more specific regarding the parking space per residential unit?
Answer
Participants are called upon to also propose bold, forward-thinking mobility and thus circulation solutions
and stationery MPT concepts. With good public transport connections, a reduction of the parking space
per residential unit to 0.5 is possible. To what extent additional factors can help to reduce this ratio will be
determined on the basis of the competition results together with the City of Stuttgart.
23. Question on Chapter 5.7
When the awarding authority was preparing the competition procedure did it have anything in particular in
mind regarding the conversion or preservation of existing buildings which it would be able to tell
participants?
Answer
Due to the broad spectrum of possible solutions, no statements of preference will be made. The awarding
authority is aware that the task at hand is challenging and is looking forward to reading participants’
submissions.
24. Question on Chapter 5 Existing development (par. 174)
Could you please specify how many m2 of gross floor area (GFA) should be developed in total on the site for
living spaces, working spaces and social infrastructure? On page 47, par. 174, a living space of 60,000m2 is
specified as amounting to 80% of the total space. This would mean that a space of 15,000 m2 is envisaged for
working and social infrastructure spaces. Could you please confirm this? Is there a min. or max. value?
Answer
The figure of approximately 60,000m2 refers to living space, not GFA, and is, like all spatial dimensions listed
in the brief, an approximate value. It is correct that the area used for residential purposes should make up ca.
80% of the total area. 20% of the space is for other uses (e.g. work, social infrastructure, retail, leisure
activities, sport etc.)
The awarding authority quite explicitly refrains from making stipulations regarding urban design or economic
parameters. Rather, it is the task of the competition to come up with the appropriate number of storeys,
building heights and densities which are suited to the site and its envisaged uses. Please refer to Chapter 5.3
Urban planning objectives and 5.4 Planning objectives, particularly paragraphs 111, 113, 118:
Par. 111: Part of the task is to determine the appropriate density to integrate the quarter into its
environment and to develop an urban, versatile city quarter.
Par. 113: The task for the competition is to find the optimal relationship between the urgent
requirement for residential property in Stuttgart and the goal of providing an urban city quarter that is
integrated into its environment. The project’s economic feasibility depends on finding a careful balance
between quantity and quality. A larger volume offers more apartments – and therefore also more lowcost apartments – however, these will only ultimately be cost-effective if the buildings and their urban
environment are of high quality.
Par. 118: The tasks under this competition include proposing the appropriate number of floors and building
heights from a planning perspective. Four to six floors is considered acceptable for the future build from a
planning point of view, although higher buildings to accentuate the area are possible as an exception (to be
justified).
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25. Question on Chapter 5 Existing development (par. 174)
A GFA of 75,000 m2 would produce an SOR of 1.76. Or should participants work with an SOR of
2.0 (see page 22, par. 63)?
Answer
See answer to question 23.
26. Question on Chapter 5 Existing development (par. 174)
How many m2 of GFA must be realised as a minimum for the project to be economically viable?
Shouldn't there be a stipulated min. and max. GFA to help ensure better comparability of the
projects?
Answer
See answer to question 23.
27. Question on Chapter 5 Existing development (par. 174)
Does the requested living space of 60,000m2 refer to a living space within the meaning of the WoFlVo
(German Residential Space Ordinance) or does this refer to GFA?
Answer
The figure of approximately 60,000m2 refers to living space within the meaning of the WoFlVo, not
GFA, and is, like all spatial dimensions listed in the brief, an approximate value.
28. Question on Chapter 5 Existing development (par. 203)
Can the open-air spaces of the child daycare facilities also be used by the children of local residents and
integrated into the open spaces accessible by the public?
Answer
No.
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Questions on Chapter 6 Competition procedure
29. Question on Chapter 6.3 Competition conditions (par. 241)
Does the commissioning after the second phase apply for both parts of the winning design team, i.e. both
the architect and landscape architect? Or does paragraph 271 apply in this case, i.e. there is no commitment
provided by the awarding authority for the commissioning of specialist designers.
Answer
In the second phase of the competition, landscape architects may be involved as authors of an entry,
therefore there is a corresponding commissioning commitment for them. (Service phases 2-4 and master
details of service phase 5 according to Section 39 of HOAI - cf. Par. 241 of competition brief.) In the first
competition phase landscape architects cooperate alongside participants in a consulting role which allows
them in the first phase to contribute to several design teams, should they so wish.
30. Question on Chapter 6.4 Parties to the procedure (par. 264)
Is it necessary to involve the landscape architect in the first phase?
Answer
Yes, a landscape architect must be involved starting from the first phase.
(Note: Landscape architects function as consultants to teams in the first phase and can therefore form part
of several teams. Only in the second phase do landscape architects become co-authors and are then only
allowed to represent one team.)
31. Question on Chapter 6.4 Parties to the procedure (par. 264)
Is it possible to have a team comprised of an architect and landscape planner or would one of the two
have to also be an urban planner?
Answer
In every team there must be an architect and/or urban planner and a landscape architect.
The following team constellations are possible: a) architect + landscape architect; b) urban planner +
landscape architect; c) architect + urban planner + landscape architect.
Landscape architects function as consultants to teams in the first phase and can therefore form part of
several teams.
32. Question on Chapter 6.4 Parties to the procedure (par. 273)
In the draft version of the competition brief it was not stated that each team had to be comprised of (e.g.)
landscape architects and architects. In the draft version it was only stated that landscape architects could be
involved in the second phase. Is it possible to submit competition entries developed by architects exclusively?
Answer
Only the final version of the competition brief is valid.
The version of the brief to which this question presumably relates was a part of the internal communication
with the city administration, politicians, urban community and Chamber of Architects. This was not the final
version and this fact had been marked accordingly in the brief. As part of an intense process involving
much coordination and participation by all those involved, many passages of the original brief were
amended.
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33. Question on Chapter 6.4 Parties to the procedure (par. 273)
Is it possible for architects to participate on their own - without the involvement of a landscape architect/
urban planner? Or are only teams permitted?
Answer
See answers to questions 28 to 30.
34. Question on Chapter 6.5 Assessment criteria (par. 279)
How will the aspect of ecological sustainability be judged in the entries?
Answer
In the second phase of the competition external experts will be called upon to give their opinions on the
carbon footprint of the drafts. These valuations will be given to the jury.
35. Question on Chapter 6.7 Competition documentation (par. 286)
It is difficult to understand the fact sheets since the “levels” in the floor plans do not match up with the tables
provided (e.g. Level 0 is not always GF) Could you please correct these or make them match up?
Answer
Thank you for pointing this out. The fact sheets have been amended accordingly.
Further answer from the participant colloquium: An updated version of the fact sheet will be uploaded
again which also shows entrance arrows. Please refer to
www.c4c-berlin.de/projekte/sta > Downloads > B | Planunterlagen

36. Question on Chapter 6.7 Competition documentation (par. 286)
Is it possible for you to add information on the mean sea level of each level on the floor plans so that it is
easier for participants to know the height above sea level of the existing buildings?
Answer
The heights of the different storeys - as far as they are known - will be added to the fact sheets. A .dwg file on
the topography of the area has been newly uploaded to the project website under “B Planning documents”
Further answer from the participant colloquium: This data is irrelevant for the first phase of the competition.
Specific data will be given for the second phase.
37. Question on Chapter 6.7 Competition documentation (par. 286)
Is it possible for you to provide the file STA-Factsheets_Bestand.pdf (floor plan representation of existing
buildings) also as a .dwg file?
Answer
The CAD files of the existing buildings are intended only for the start of the second phase. They are very
detailed and do not constitute a suitable basis for the urban design standard expected for the first
competition phase. Nevertheless, they are available for download on the project website- for informative
purposes. Please be aware that these files have not been edited and that they contain a substantial amount of
data.
In the first phase only a site plan (roof plan, no floor plans) and a representation of elevations and sections of
buildings - both according to a 1:1,000 scale - are required for the urban design entries. At this level, the fact
sheets can provide a basis for participants to assess how and whether to integrate existing buildings into their
new concepts.
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38. Question on Chapter 3 Existing development (par. 52)
Could you please provide the positions and heights of the underground car parks and bunkers?
Answer
A .dwg file on the topography of the area has been uploaded to the project website under “B Planning
documents”. The heights of the different storeys - as far as they are known - will be added to the fact sheets.
39. Question on Chapter 6.7 Competition documentation (par. 286)
Is it possible for you to provide us with the sectional views of existing buildings? This would make it easier to
understand the different levels.
Answer
Unfortunately, there are no sectional views available to us for the existing buildings. Storey heights are only
available for some buildings. The latter can be found on the fact sheets.
40. Question on Chapter 6.7 Competition documentation (par. 286)
Could you please provide ridge and eaves heights and storey heights of the existing buildings?
Answer
All data available to us on this topic can be found on the fact sheets.
41. Question on Chapter 6.7 Competition documentation (par. 286)
Could you please provide us with information on the heights of the height lines or at least a clear reference
dimension for at least one contour line on the site?
Answer
A .dwg file on the topography of the area has been uploaded to the project website under “B
Planning documents”.
42. Question on Chapter 6.7 Competition documentation (par. 286)
Is it possible for you to provide an aerial photo (orthophoto) of the site?
Answer
An aerial photograph can be found on the project website under downloads “D Additional Documents”.
43. Question on Chapter 6.7 Competition documentation (par. 286)
The attached site plan is represented on a very small scale. To better comprehend the spatial relations
between different buildings, a larger section of the site will need to be illustrated. (A14, Park Villa Berg,
Rotebergstraße). Could you please provide a larger excerpt of the site plan (dxf, vwx)?
Answer
The excerpt of the site plan matches the deliverables necessary for the first phase. Data from the land
surveying office were used for the site plan which required a usage approval from this authority. All plan data
are copyright protected.
The representations of site plan images - e.g. page 14 of the brief- are highly scalable as vector-based .PDF
files. This means that spatial relations can be sufficiently deduced using these representations.
The map on page 14 was created using a figure-ground diagram provided by SCHWARZPLAN.EU, which uses
data from OpenStreetMap.
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The awarding authority will try and find out whether the data from the map provided by SCHWARZPLAN.EU
can be given to all participants of the competition. Alternatively, participants can purchase this map on the
website of the above provider for 10€.
The data from OpenStreetMap can be accessed by participants under www.openstreetmap.de.
44. Question on Chapter 6.7 Competition documentation (par. 286)
Are there digital planning documents for the site plan and the figure-ground diagram encompassing a larger
area?
Answer
See answer to question 43.
45. Question on Chapter 6.7 Competition documentation (par. 286)
Is it possible for you to provide the file of the altitude levels + model boards (3-D model) with the current
existing buildings (on the site) in addition?
Answer
The 3D model for the model making will be available shortly.
46. Question on Chapter 6.7
Can the 3D models of the city administration and of the modeller be provided?
Answer
The 3D model which was produced by the modeller using a 3D city model provided by the City Surveying
Office of Stuttgart will be provided. Please note that the model has been idealised. The 3D model from the
City Surveying Office of Stuttgart will also be provided. Please note that there are some inaccuracies in this
model- particularly as regards the representation of existing buildings on the competition site.
47. Question on Chapter 6 (par. 286)
The model-making files are not exact as some of the altitude levels intersect each other and differ from those
given in the site plan. Could you please check this and send a corrected version of the file?
Answer
There are three altitude levels in the model which consist of layers (1mm each) simply stacked on top of each
other since the topography of the existing buildings is obscured in these places or is unclear. Please note that
the contour lines for the model have been idealised and can therefore differ from those in the site plan.
48. Question on Chapter 6.7 Competition documentation (par. 286)
Are there any photos for the surroundings model for the first phase?
It would also be very useful to know the panel thickness for the topography of the surroundings model for the
1st phase at scale 1:1000. Thank you.
Answer
Photos of the surrounding model of the first phase are available under Downloads > “D Further
Documents”. The board thickness is 1mm.
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49. Question on Chapter 6.7 Competition documentation (par. 286)
Does the model making board provided already have contour lines?
Answer
No, the model boards for the first phase will be distributed without contour levels. A plan illustrating the
shape of the model board cutting edges including the connecting heights to the surroundings model will be
available to download.
50. Question on Chapter 6.7 Competition documentation (par. 286)
When will the documents be published in English?
Answer
The English-language documentation was published on Wednesday, 3 July.
51. Question on Chapter 6.8 Competition requirements (par. 299)
In our view, submitting data via the file-hosting service WeTransfer does not seem secure and we do not
understand why this is a requirement. It should suffice that participants submit files via data storage device. If
this is not possible, we request legal clarification on data protection and a way of checking that documents
have been submitted.
Answer
We confirm that the “official” submission is the postal submission of documents (plans, model, data stick). The
(additional) electronic submission is to comply with procurement procedures and facilitates:
- Swift confirmation of successful receipt of competition entries for participants (on the project website
and/or a letter will be sent with the code numbers of all participants whose entries have been received.)
- Lower risk involved than with delayed or lost postal consignments. (Particularly relevant for
participants outside of Europe - if sent online, the competition entry can still be considered by the jury
even if the postal consignment has not yet arrived or is held up in customs.)
- It also helps to shorten and assist in the preliminary examination of entries. The preliminary examination
can begin immediately since all digital data is available. On the day of submissions the receiving authority
already knows how many participants are submitting an entry.
There is an irresolvable contradiction between having a completely anonymous submission in an open
competition on the one hand and sender and recipient wanting to acknowledge delivery/receipt on the
other hand. This applies both for submissions by post and courier and for electronic submissions. So far, we
have had positive experiences using the anonymous upload procedure chosen for this competition and ask
participants to support us in this procedure.
The file-host service WeTransfer is a service provided by WeTransfer B.V., with headquarters at: Willem
Fenengastraat 19, 1096 BL Amsterdam in the Netherlands, registered in the Dutch Commercial Register
under the number 34380998. It is subject to European data protection regulations. We are unaware of a
comparable service provider based in Germany.
Data submitted by participants are made available only to authorised employees of the competition
supervisor C4C and are deleted in full from the server after they have been successfully downloaded unauthorised access to your data is not possible. The C4C employees will note the date of submission and
name and size of the files.
You can also protect your ZIP files with a self-chosen password and then share this password with us
(anonymously!).
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52. Question on Chapter 6.8 Competition requirements (par. 302)
The scope of deliverables for the first phase is far too large.
The RPW stipulates that the first phase should be limited to general solution approaches. The first phase is
supposed to be an application for the second phase, the requirements for the first phase are therefore
equivalent to the requirements for an entire urban design competition.
For the purposes of an urban planning project, this can be sufficiently communicated with a site plan and a
sectioned drawing according to scale 1:1000 with some pictos/schemata explaining the concept. The scope
of deliverables should be reduced to 1 DIN A1 plan without a model.
Should other participants share this opinion, we ask that they also call this point into question.
Answer
In the first competition phase the requested site plan and the section and elevation representations
should have the level of detail of a drawing on scale 1:1000. Nevertheless, this plan should be also
printed on a scale of 1:500 for better visibility during jury sessions. We ask participants to excuse the
fact that this was not formulated as clearly as above until now.
To offer more space for free representations and to enable submission of just one sheet (DIN A0 in portrait
orientation 841mm x 1189mm), the deliverables will be reduced. Participants are now only required to
submit one schematic representation of sections and elevations on scale 1:500. Submission of a second
sheet is not required but is permitted.
53. Question on Chapter 6.8 Competition requirements (par. 302)
Is it possible to not submit a model in the first phase?
Answer
Submission of a model 1:1000 is part of the deliverables for the first competition phase. We ask that
participants only use a white mass model. Translucent components are not permitted.
54. Question on Chapter 6.8 Competition requirements (par. 307)
Should the site plan be represented as a roof plan?
Answer
Yes
55. Question on Chapter 6.8 Competition requirements (par. 309)
What is meant under “building design, impression”? What kind of representation should be shown here?
Answer
The list in paragraph 309 is not a list of deliverables but just a list of possible examples of further explanatory
representations to accompany design concepts. The list is not exhaustive and is non-binding.
Here, “building design, impression” refers to first attempts at designing buildings and façades.
56. Question on Chapter 6.8 Competition requirements (par. 309)
What is meant under “Further representations: Utilisation and circulation concept (diagram
should be in accordance with layout requirements)”?
Answer
See answer to question 53. The kind of representation chosen is up to the participants, please ignore the
reference to the layout requirements.
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57. Question on Chapter 6.9 Sequence and deadlines (par. 359)
Is it just the model board (scale 1:1000) which will be distributed at the first colloquium or the overall model
too?
Answer
The models of the first and second phase can be viewed at the participants’ colloquium on 15 July 2019 (but
not taken away).
58. Question on Chapter 6.9 Sequence and deadlines (par. 359)
For participants not attending the colloquium on the 15th of July, how the model plate can be arranged?
Would it be possible to get it delivered by post also in the first phase? If so, how can we request it?
Answer
Please send a mail with the subject “STA Einsatzplatte 1 Phase” to vergabe@c4c-berlin.de.
59. Question on Chapter 6.9 Sequence and deadlines (par. 316)
Do we have to have a registration for the Participant Colloquium? Can you also specify an address or a
location point of the meeting? Thanks!
Answer
There is no registration needed for the Participant Colloquium. The meeting point will be at Hackstraße 31.
60. Question on Chapter 6.9 Sequence and deadlines (par. 367)
Should the 1:1000 model be sent to the same address as the other physical materials?
Answer
Yes, the address is C4C | competence for competitions, Lützowstraße 93, 10785 Berlin.
61. Question on Chapter 6.9 Sequence and deadlines (par. 367)
When will the protocol of questions and the updated files be provided?
It is envisaged that both will be provided by the end of CW 29 on the project website www.c4cberlin.de/projekte/sta . You will be notified of this.

