INTERNATIONAL DESIGN COMPETITION - LICEUL LUCIAN BLAGA, CLUJ-NAPOCA
ANNEX 1 of the Jury Report - Points table according to the award criteria

EVALUATION CRITERIA 100 101 102 103 104 105 106 107 108 109 110 111 112 113 114 115 16 [117 118 119 120 121 123|124 125 126 127 128 129 130 [131 132
A. Fulfillment of the spatial, A1. Spatial quality of the «integration of the intervention in the urban context, compliance ~ |8.00 8,50 3,00 4,00 10,00 |5,00 4,00 7,00 4,00 8,00 4,00 7,00 3,00 12,00 |7,00 3,00 7,00 10,00 |7,00 12,00 |7,00 11,00 |5,00 2,00 8,00 7,00 4,00 3,00 5,00 11,00 (10,00 |7,00
funct.ional and technical interv?ntion - maximum with the regulations and urban conditions of the area,
requirements 20 points consideration of the relationship with the vicinities, with the
60% of the final evaluation existing and preserved buildings and with the areas of interest in
(maximum 60 points) the vicinity - maximum 12 points
«the proposed urban landscape - the viability of the urban 3,00 3,00 4,00 3,00 5,00 5,00 4,00 3,00 3,00 2,50 3,00 2,00 4,00 6,00 2,00 2,00 3,00 5,00 2,00 5,00 3,00 4,00 3,00 2,00 3,00 2,00 3,00 4,00 4,00 5,00 3,00 2,00
arrangements, the roadway/pedestrian area, the parking areas,
the transitions between the public spaces and the educational
complex, the way of relating to the existing built and vegetal
background, etc. — maximum 8 points
A2. Functional quavlity of «compliance with the program (integration of all functions 8,00 9,00 5,00 5,00 10,00 |7,00 7,00 8,00 5,00 9,00 4,00 7,50 5,00 10,00 |8,00 4,00 8,00 9,00 7,50 10,00 |8,00 9,00 4,00 3,00 8,00 8,00 5,00 5,00 5,00 8,00 10,00 |8,00
the p_roposed soll_mon - requested by the competition brief), compliance with the
maximum 25 points standards and norms regarding school buildings, sports halls,
etc. — maximum 10 points
“functioning of the overall proposal and the optimization of the 10,00 10,00 (5,00 6,00 10,00 6,00 6,00 8,50 6,00 10,00 (4,00 8,00 5,00 10,00 |8,50 3,00 10,00 (10,00 |8,50 14,00 |10,00 |9,50 3,00 3,00 10,50 |7,00 3,00 5,00 6,00 12,00 (15,00 8,00
space usage, their accessibility, versatility and flexibility in ways
that are appropriate to the functions and in relation to the
proposed scenarios of use, the possibility of subsequent
adaptation to new ways of use— maximum 15 points
A3.Technical value: «the energy concept in relation to the current regulations 1,00 1,50 3,00 3,00 2,00 3,00 4,00 1,00 3,00 1,50 1,00 2,00 3,00 3,50 2,00 2,00 1,00 4,00 2,00 4,00 1,00 5,00 1,00 1,00 1,00 2,00 1,00 3,00 3,00 3,00 4,00 2,00
energy COHCGP' apd regarding energy economy — maximum 5 points
means of '91%“23‘[0’: - 450 [350 [300 [300 [1,00 [200 [300 [450 [200 [350 [1,00 [500 [300 {300 [500 [100 [450 [300 [500 300 [450 [300 [1.00 [100 [450 [500 [1,00 [300 [200 [300 [400 [500
maximum 10 points «the economy and rationality of the means of realizing the project
in order to limit the construction and operating costs — maximum
5 points
A4. The financial criterion — maximum 5 points 4,11 4,11 4,04 4,13 4,30 4,04 4,04 4,11 4,18 4,56 4,06 4,25 4,57 4,09 4,39 5,00 4,19 4,04 4,26 4,04 4,04 4,08 4,04 4,04 4,04 4,04 4,06 4,04 4,04 4,04 4,04 4,04
B. The expressive- B1. Artistic ; ) 15,00 14,00 (4,00 6,00 14,00 |8,00 7,00 15,00 5,00 14,50 6,00 14,50 |3,00 14,50 |[13,00 |2,00 14,50 (13,00 |7,00 18,00 14,50 (14,00 |4,00 2,00 14,50 |10,00 |3,00 4,00 7,00 17,00 (16,00 |14,50
. tal attribut £ th . £ th «the overall concept, the architectural, urban planning and
.enwronnfen aha rzljdu :S °| e expressz/?ness o " € landscaping expression, the quality and clarity of the
intervention, the added value .pr?pose mte.rventlon representation of ideas — maximum 20 points
of the proposal in intself and in
40% of the final evaluation relation to the 4,00 4,50 3,00 2,00 5,00 2,00 2,00 4,00 3,00 4,00 3,00 2,50 1,00 5,00 3,00 2,00 4,50 5,00 3,00 5,00 4,00 5,00 3,00 2,00 4,50 2,50 2,00 2,00 3,00 5,00 5,00 3,00
(maximum 40 points) vicinities - maximum «the representative/contemporary nature of the proposed
25 points complex — maximum 5 points
B2. The character, 6,50 6,50 3,00 4,00 7,00 5,00 4,00 6,00 4,00 6,50 2,00 5,00 3,00 5,00 5,00 2,00 6,50 6,00 5,00 10,00 |6,50 7,00 2,00 2,00 6,50 5,00 2,00 3,00 4,00 8,00 9,00 5,00
quality and the quality of the proposed spaces, the experience of different
atmosphere of the categories of users — maximum 10 points
proposed spaces -
maximum 15 points 4,00 4,00 1,00 2,00 3,00 2,00 2,00 4,00 1,00 4,00 1,00 2,00 1,00 3,00 2,00 1,00 4,00 3,00 2,00 5,00 4,00 3,00 1,00 1,00 4,00 2,00 1,00 1,00 1,00 5,00 5,00 3,50
«the adaptation of details and finishes to the specific needs of
each function — maximum 5 points
68,11 168,61 (38,04 |42,13 |71,30 (49,04 |47,04 |6511 (40,18 |68,06 (33,06 |59,75 |35,57 (76,09 59,89 (27,00 |67,19 (72,04 |53,26 |90,04 |66,54 |74,58 (31,04 |23,04 |68,54 |54,54 |29,06 (37,04 |44,04 (81,04 |8504 |62,04
TOTAL!
100 101 102 103 104 105 106 107 108 109 110 111 112 113 114 115 116 117 118 119 120 121 123 124 125 126 127 128 129 130 131 132
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