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15 May 2008
Pre-selection meeting

1 Introduction (3.15 p.m. to 6.30 p.m.)

The chairman briefly introduced the purpose of the meeting; to select the best qualified up to 20 participants and
b reserve candidates out of 171 pre-examined applications received from all over the world. He emphasised that
the selection should strictly be based on the criteria published in the Announcement. Subsequently, the requested
formal and visual material provided by the applicants shall form the basis of the evaluation.

The Chairman referred to the pre-examination, already reported on at the beginning of the meeting. In addition to
the verbal report, the method and results of the pre-examination were laid down in detail in a pre-examination
report handed over to the Jury.

2 Report on the pre-examination

The results of the pre-examination were transferred into the overview list. The list was provided for the Jury in
three versions:

= As'blank list', with applicants listed in alphabetical order without any results of the pre-examination;

= Aslist with applicants listed in alphabetical order, mirroring the results of the quantitative pre-examination
and of the pre-examination of the quantified qualitative criteria 'successful participation in competitions' and



‘professional prizes, honours and awards', but without assessment of the architectural quality of realised
projects (q&q list); and

= Aslist including the quantitative pre-examination, as well as the results of the pre-assessment of the
qualitative criteria (by the pre-examination team) listed in a preliminary ranking order; in case of equal ranks
in alphabetical order.

The completed verification and the completed assessment scheme were available during the Jury meeting for
each applicant as a print out, including the printed material (application form and images) as submitted by the
applicant.

For the selection procedure, a presentation was prepared. In addition, the images of the applications were hung-
up in alphabetical order.

3 Pre-selection

The Jury unanimously decided on the following procedure:
= The Jury relies on the results of the quantitative check of the pre-examination;
= The presentation should include all applications including those missing formal or minimum criteria;

= The presentation should be conducted in the first round via 2 projectors showing, on the one hand, the
completed application form of the applicant and, on the other hand, the images submitted;

= The order of the presentation of the applications should follow the ‘pre-ranking list' from below, but without
taking into consideration the ranking and the scores appointed by the pre-examination team to the criterion
‘architectural quality of realised projects'.

The Jury looked intensively and in detail at each application. After all the applications had been presented via
projector, the Chairman closed the meeting to be continued the following morning.

16 May 2008

4 Continuation of Pre-selection (9.30 a.m. to 5.30 p.m.)

The Chairman welcomed the Jury members and gave a brief opportunity for a further visual inspection of the
presented images.

Before the actual deliberations started, the Jury members decided on the basis of the approved material
presented by the pre-examination team on the previous day to exclude the applications which were missing
formal or minimum criteria. The result was that 156 eligible applications were to be assessed.

The Chairman proposed a 'positive selection process', ‘step by step'; the Jury agreed to this proposal:

Step 1: In respect of their specific qualification, the Chairman proposed to begin with the 8 architects among the
Jury members voteingwithout any ranking on 10 applications which best meet the criterion ‘architectural quality'
based on the visual material submitted by the applicants. He proposed that each architect should explain the
reasons for his / her choice. During the explanation, the images of the appointed applications were projected on
the screen.

The result of this first step was a short list consisting of 35 applications.

Step 2: The representatives of the ASP, the observers of the ICC and the ICC were asked for their comments.
After this, the ASP members of the Jury were asked to apply 4 votes and the ICC members were asked to apply 2
votes to the applicants listed on the short list and/or add further applications, stating the reasons in respect of
their architectural quality. Analogous to step 1, the images of the appointed applications were projected on the
screen.



The result of this step was a short list consisting of 39 applications.

In the reverse conclusion, the architectural quality of the 117 applications not appointed for the short list received
no merits to have influence on the weight respectively the selection.

The images of the 39 applications of the short list were projected once more on the screen and in addition hang
up in one line following alphabetical order.

Step 3: The Jury decided unanimously to appoint all applications with 3 or more votes to be selected for
participation in the competition.

The result of this step was that 18 applications were appointed.

Step 4 In order to select the 2 still vacant positions and the 5 reserve candidates, a list was provided listing the
18 already selected applications as 'IN" and the remaining 20 applications in the order of their sequential number;
the former votes were eliminated.

Each Jury member anonymously appointed 5 ranks. The counting was taken under control of all Jury members.

The result of this step was that the two vacant positions were appointed, as well as the first rank of the reserve
list.

Step 5: As 6 applications received equal numbers of votes, the procedure of step 4 was repeated in an analogous
manner in order to select the 4 remaining positions for the reserve list in a ranked order. Each Jury member
anonymously appointed 6 ranks.

The result of this step was the final list of participants in alphabetical order and of reserve candidates in ranking.

Next steps:

The selected participants have to declare their participation within a set time limit. Each applicant admitted to the
competition who does not confirm their participation in a given time shall be replaced by the best-ranked
applicant from the respective reserve list.

After conclusion, a list of the selected participants in the competition will be published on the website. According to
the announcement, the non successful applicants will not be published, in order to protect their privacy.

5 Final remarks

The Chairman thanked all Jury members for their effort and their support in selecting the best qualified architects
to take part in the competition. He looked forward to 20 interesting design concepts, as is to be expected in view
of the qualification of the selected participants.

The Chairman closed the meeting at 5.30 p.m.

Addendum

The selected office Foster and Partners withdrew its participation. Therefore the highest ranked reserve candidate
was asked for participation in the competition. This reserve candidate has already confirmed its particpation.

Rgd / ANP
29 May 2008





