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ANTI NMPOAOTOY/

OxTWw Xpovia AoITTov. Kabnuepivd, o€ EIKOCITETPAWPN
Baon, akOuaKal TIC NPEPES TNUAVTIKWY TIPOCWTTIKWY
OTIVUWV, ayKaAI& pe éva laptop, «uéoax» oTo greeka-
rchitects.gr, aywviwvTtag yia Tnv KOs AeTTTOpéPEIQ
TNG TTopeiag Kail TG EEAIENG Tou...

OxTW XpoVvIa adIdKoTTNG TIPOCWTTIKAG TTPOCTTABEING,
ME KOOTOG coPBapd aAAd kal OTOXO OuvaTtd: HIa
OUCIOOTIKA, ONWOKPATIKA Kol EVvTiun Trapéupacn
OTNV APXITEKTOVIKI).

‘Exel kaTtaoTei, TAéov, ca@ég OTI TO greekarchi-
tects.gr dev cival pia akdua €TTIXEIPNPATIKN TTPAEN,
Oev armroteAei dlaxeIpIoTIKO epyaleio eAéyxou, dOev
KOAUTITEI TIPOOWTTIKEG PIAODOEIEG.

Togreekarchitects.griTav, eivaikaiBarapapeivel éva
avegApTNTO PECO ETTIKOIVWVIAG KAl N adiau@IioBATNTN
ETTITUXIO TOU OQEIAETAI O€ HEYAAO BaBUO OTNV eveEPYN
TTapoucsia OAwv C0G: Zuvepyatwy, @QIAwv Tou
TTEPIOBIKOU, OCUVADEAPWY KaI OTTAWY QVAYVWOTWY.

MoAUTIgo  Oeiypa  KABOAIKAG atmodoxng Kal N
(TrpaypaTikd) TTOAU peydAn cuppeToxr oto O1ebvi
APXITEKTOVIKO dlaywVIOuO pag pe Béua: MYProxz
MEIPAIA 2010 — ANGdovTag Tnv (TTp6c)OWH.

EuxapioTwy Bepud TNV OpPYyavwTIK Kal  KPITIKN
ETTITPOTII TOU TTOPOvVTa dlaywvicuou. Euxapiotw
1IOIITéEPWG TOUG 949 pehetnTég, ammd 44 XWPEEGS,
TTou OoUAewav pe evBouolaoud, o€ pubuolg
duvaTtoug kai dnuioupynoav Tig 380 AUCEIG TTOU 0OG
TTOPOUCIAOULE.

H dnuioupyia givai n yévn avtiotaon oto xpovo. Kai

o€ 60a BAIBePd pag TTepIBAAAOUV.

BagiAng MioTpIiwTng, apXITEKTWV
Ekd6TNG AleuBuvTAg ouvtagng GRA
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INSTEAD OF PREAMBLE/

It have been eight years... daily, in 24-hour base,
even during the days of important private moments,
embraced with a laptop, navigating in greekarchi-
tects.gr, worried about each single detail of its prog-
ress and its development...

Eight years of continuing personal effort with a huge
cost and a strong objective as well: essential, dem-
ocratic and honourable intervention in the architec-
ture.

It has been explicit that greekarchitects.gr is not
one more business action, it does not constitute an
administrative control tool and it does not fulfil per-
sonal ambitions.

Greekarchitects.gr was and it will still be an indepen-
dent means of communication and its indisputable
success greatly depends on the active presence of
all of you: Collaborators, friends of magazine, col-
leagues and simple readers.

Furthermore, superb example of its general accep-
tance is the really great attendance in our interna-
tional architectural competition entitled: TOWER
PIRAEUS 2010 — Changing its face/facade.

| deeply thank the organisation committee and the
jury of this competition. | would like to especially
thank for their hard and enthusiastic work the 949
participants coming from 44 countries who created
the 380 solutions that we present to you.

The creation is the only resistance to time and to
anything depressing that surrounds us.

Vasilis Mistriotis, architect
Publisher Editorial Director of GRA
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Mepi TNG KPioNG TWV SIASIKTUAKWYV
APXITEKTOVIKWYV S1ayWVICHWYV (18swvV)

Me Tnv TTapouca £€kdoon OAOKANPWVETAI O HEUTEPOG
OIEOVAG aPXITEKTOVIKOG IBEWV TOU e-TTEPIOdIKOU
GreekArchitects.gr (GRA) pe ToOAU peydAn emituyia.
O apIBU6G TWV PEAETWY, N SIOCTTOPA TWV PEAETNTWV
TTAYKOOMiWG Kal To UPnAS TTiTTedo Twv TTPOTACEWY
atrodeikvUouv OTi n TTpooTrdBeia auTh Tou GRA €ixe
OKOPO OeTIKOTEPN AVTATIOKPION O€ OXEON ME TOV
TTponyoupevo dlaywviouo, TnG A. Aepotrayitou.

O1 apyitektovikoi dlaywviopoi 16ewv Tou GRA
TTPOKUTITOUV UCTEPA ATTO TOV EVTOTTIOHUO QCTIKWV
TPORBANUATWY O€¢ Kaipia onueia Twv EAANVIKWV
TOAEWV Kol TNV TTpooTIdBeia  €TTiAUCNG  TOUG
dlapéoou TNGAPXITEKTOVIKAG, dgixvovTag TTapdAAnAa
oToug TTOAiITEG Kal utrevBupidovtag otnv lMoAiTeia
OTI N APXITEKTOVIKN €ival TO JECO yia va AuBoulv Ta
TTPOBAARUATA TOU ACTIKOU TTEPIBAAAOVTOG.

To TpwT0o BpaBeio Tou TponyoUluevou dlaywviauoU
TTapadOBNKe A@IANOKEPDOWG Kal QaVIBIOTEAWS OTO
YI.MNO. wote va a&iomoinei aAAd duoTuxwg
ayvononke. ZeautoTodIayWVIOUOEYIVENTTPOCTTABEIA
KOl CUMMETEIXE O 1810KTATNG Tou lMUpyou, o ARuog
Meipaid  w¢ UTTOOTNPIKTAG.  YTIAPXE ETTOUEVWG
MIa  PEYOAUTEPN TTPOOTITIKA TO OTTOTEAECUO TOU
SlaywVIoUOU va TTPOXWPENOEI O€ PEAETN EQAPUOYAS
pe mBavéTnTa UAOTTOINONG. XPNOIUOTToiNCa adPIoTO
XPOVO OIOTI OTNV TTPWTN OUVEVTEUEN TUTTOU OTTOU
avakoIvwonke o dlaywVIOUOG, O EKTTPOCWTTOG TOU
A. Meipaid diatuptt@viCe TNV TOAVOTNTA QUTA KAl
TN BouAnon Tou Afpou va eKPETOAANEUTET ETTITEAOUG
TNV TEPAOTIO QUTA TIEpIoUCia Tou 1 €0Tw va
OAOKANPWOE EEWTEPIKA TO KTIPIO WOTE N €i0000G OTO
peyaAUTEPO Aipdvi TG EAAGSAG va un ouvodeleTal
amd TNV OYn &vog OyOOVTAUETPOU EPEITTIOU. 2Tn
OUVEXEIO OPWG aBETNOE TIG EAAXIOTEG UTTOXPEWOEIG
TOU WG UTTOOTNPIKTAG, TNG ékdoang Tou BIRAiou n
NG @IAogeviag Tng €kBeong oTov Melpaid Kal POAIg
£Quyav ol KAPEPES €apavioTnKe, aTTOdEIKVUOVTOG
yla pia akoua @opd Tnv TTaboyévela TnG TOTTIKAG
auTodioiknong kal Tng amagiwong Tng dnuociag
TTEplouaiag Tnge.

OAokAnpwvovtag 10  OeUlTEPO NAEKTPOVIKO
OlayWVIONO KpiveTal OKOTTIUO va Yivel hia oUvToun,
Kal 6xI akéua wpIun, atoTiunon autoU Tou VEou
€iI00UG aPXITEKTOVIKWYV BIAYWVICUWY TTOU €I0TyayE
10 GRA. H ouciaoTik Kaivotopia €ykeital aTn
dladikagia  agloAdynong Twv TIPOTACcEWV aTTd
TNV KpImik emTpoTh. OAn n diadikagia yiveTal
O1adIKTUOKA, PE TOV KABE KPITH va Wn@ilel povog Tou
atrd TOV UTTOAOYIOTH) TOU KOl TO ATTOTEAéOUATA TNG
KGBe @Aong va TTPOKUTITOUV OTTO TN CUVIOTAUEVN
TWV avegapTnTwy YnRowv twv pedwv. Kar atoug
U0 BIaywVIOUOUG €TTIAEXONKE N KPITIKY ETTITPOTTA
va atapTifetal atrd YeydAo apiBud pedwv (15 kai
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The judgement of online
architectural competitions (ideas)

By this publication, the second international ar-
chitectural competition of ideas of the e-magazine
GreekArchitects.gr (GRA) is completed success-
fully. The number of entries, the dissemination of
consultants worldwide and the high level of propos-
als prove that this effort of GRA was even more wel-
comed than the previous competition of Dionisiou
Aeropagitou.

The architectural competitions of ideas of GRA
arise from the identification of urban problems in vi-
tal points of Greek cities and from effort for resolving
them through the Architecture showing in the citi-
zens and reminding in the State that Architecture is
a means in order the urban environment problems
to be handled.

The first award of the previous competition was de-
livered altruistically and unselfishly in the Ministry of
Culture so that it will be developed but unfortunately
it was ignored. In this competition the householder
of Tower, the Municipality of Piraeus, was partici-
pated as supporter. Thus, it has been more possible
for the result of the competition to be implemented. |
used past tense because during the first press con-
ference when the competition was announced, the
representative of the municipality of Piraeus was
spreading abroad this probability of implementa-
tion and the will of Municipality to exploit at last this
enormous heritage or at least to complete externally
the building so that the access in the bigger port
of Greece will not be accompanied by the aspect
of a 80-metres ruin. However, he failed to fulfil his
minimum obligations as supporter, such as the pub-
lication of book or the hospitality of the exhibition in
Piraeus and as soon as the cameras left, he was
disappeared, revealing one more time the pathoge-
nicity of local authority and the scorn of its public
fortune.

By completing the second online competition, a short
and not yet mature assessment of this new type of
architectural competitions introduced by GRA is
deemed necessary. The essential innovation lies in
the process of evaluation of proposals from the jury.
The whole process is held online: every member of
the jury votes alone via the computer and the re-
sults of each stage result from the resultant of the
independent votes of the members. In both these
competitions the jury is composed by a big number
of members (156 and 11) who are Greek and interna-
tional, professionally or academically established,
architects (at the majority). In this way the existence
of a big number of opinions and judgments was en-
sured that may offer as much more different points
of view as possible, fulfilling therefore all the ques-
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11) pe apXITEKTOVEG (KUPIWG) KaTaglwPEvVoug €iTe
ETTAYYEAUATIKAG €iTE TTAVETTIOTAMIOKA, 'EAANVES OAAG
kal O1ebveig. Me Tov TPOTTO QUTO BIACPAAICTNKE N
UTTapEn MIAg TTAVOTTEPUIAs aTTOWEWV KAl KPIoEWV
TTou duvatal va TTPooPépEl 660 TOo duvaTov TTIO
OIAQOPETIKEG KPIOEIG KOAUTITOVTAG €TOI OAEG TIG
TITUXEG TwV {NTOUMEVWY OTTO TNV OPYAVWTIK
ETTITPOTT).

Eyyevég TPORANUA TWV QAPXITEKTOVIKWV
OIAYWVICUWY €ival N QVTIKEIMEVIKOTNTA TOUG O€
eTEdO  ATTOTEAEOUATWY, ATTOKOAUTITOVTAG TNV
TTOAUTTAOKOTNTA  TNG  QPXITEKTOVIKAG  Onuioupyiag
Kal TNG a1oBnTIKAG afioAdynong mg. H xprion tou
MOVTEAOU TNG aveEAPTNTNG KPIONG XWPIG TN QUOIKN
OuUVAVTNONTWVKPITWVKAITNGOUZATNONG METAEU TOUG,
TTOU OPWG O€ Kapia TrepIiTTwon dev atrayopeUeTal
va yivel g€ TTPOCWTTIKG €TTITTESO KAl WAAIOTA OTO
dlaywviopd Tou [Mupyou [Meipaid dnuioupyndnke
ammd TNV OPYAVWTIKN ETTITPOTIN €I0IKO KAEIOWMUEVO
blog yia Tnv avraAAayr amoyewyv TO OTT0I0 OPWG
O¢€ XpNOIUOTTOINBNKE, XOPAKTNPIOTNKE aTTO TTOAAOUG
wg reality show ) otamioTikA agloAdynaon.

Oa Tmapabéow TN dnuoécia culnTnon PETagu dUOo
MEAWV TNG TTpoNyoUNEVNG KPITIKAG  ETTITPOTING
O61ou o0 évag dnAwae Ot To TpiTo Bpafeio ATav n
TIPOCWTTIKA TOU ETTIAOYA YIA TTPWTO KAl EVOEXOUEVWG
TO KAAUTEPO Kal O GAANOG OTI TN OUYKEKPIPEVN
TpoTacn dev TN BaBuoAdynoe kav wg Pn adia,
au@OTEPOI OPWG TTapadéxBnkav Ot av gixav BpeOei
aTnV idia aibouca wg KPITES TO TTo TBave gival OTI
Ba aAAnAoettnpeddovTav KabBwg gival xpovia @ilol
KOl €XOUV QPKETEG KOIVEG aTTOWEIG Kal TTBavwg Ba
TTapacUpOVTaV C€ WIa TTIO KOIVA yneogopia. Mg 1o
TTapadelyua autd Tovidetal n raboyévelia TNG Kpiong
TWV APXITEKTOVIKWY SIOYWVICUWY OTTOU Jolpaia KaTd
TIG OUVEDPIATEIG TTPOKUTITOUV OPICHEVEG NYETIKEG
@lyoupeg, aveEdptnta amd TNV APXITEKTOVIKA,
ETTIOTNUOVIKA KAl TIPOCWTTIKN aia Tou GuvOAoU TwV
MEAWV, 01 OTTOIEG KATEUBUVOUV UE TNV KOAN A TNV KAKI)
€vvola Tnv 6An diadikaaia. H aveEdptntn €TTOPEVWLG
Wneoyopia, Je Ta atroTeEAETPATA TNG KABE daong va
KOIVOTToIoUVTal € OAQ Ta PEAN WATE va yvwpilouv
TTAPAGAANAQ TIG TTPOTIMACEIS TWV UTTOAOITTWY, HE TA
Tpia oT@dia agloAdynong kal TNV TEAIKA yneoopia
METAEU Twv OUO TTPOTACEWV TIOU GUVEAEEQV TIG
TTEPICOOTEPEG WHAQPOUG OTNV TPt QAcn, oTnv
TTEPITITWAN TTOU N TTPWTN O&V €iXE CUUTTANPWOEI
TNV atméAuTn TTAgiown@ia, divel atroTEAéoUATA TTOU
MOVO QVTIKEIPEVIKA PTTOpOUV va BewpnBoulv. ZTo
dlaywviopd paAiota tng A. Agpotrayitou Ta Tpia
TpwTa Bpapeia ATav Katd YEVIKN opoAoyia Ta Tpia
KOAUTEPQ aTTO KABE JIa aTTo TIG APXITEKTOVIKEG TATEIG
QVTIUETWTTIONG TOU TTPOPANMOTOG, YyeEYOvOG TTou
amodeikvUel TNV emTuxia Tng dladikagiag Kpiong.
Na TovioTei o€ autd TO onueio o1 6Aa Ta OTAdIA
KPIiong Kail Ol avTiOTOIXEG WNPOPopies, KaBwWG Kal ol
QITIOAOYIKEG €KBETEIC TWV KPITWV, AVOKOIVWVOVTAI
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tions asked by the organisational committee.

Innate problem of architectural competitions is their
objectivity as far as the results are concerned, re-
vealing the complexity of architectural creation and
its esthetic evaluation. The use of model for inde-
pendent judgments without any meeting or discus-
sion between the members of the jury was charac-
terized as a reality show or a statistical evaluation.
Nevertheless, such a meeting is not prohibited in
any case in personal level. In the competition of
Piraeus Tower in particular a special locked blog
was created by the organisational committee for the
opinion exchange which was not used.

I will mention the public discussion between two
members of the previous jury where the one de-
clared that the third award was his personal choice
for first and potentially the best and the other one
claimed that he did not even mark this proposal be-
cause it did not worth. However they admitted that
if they had been in the same room as members of
the jury, they would have been influenced by each
other since they are good friends and they usually
share the same point of view. With this example
the pathogenicity of the judgment of architectural
competitions is stressed where certain leading fig-
ures are present during the meetings without taking
into account the architectural, scientific and per-
sonal value of all the members directing thus the
whole procedure. As a result, the independent vote
where the results of each stage are announced in
all members so that they will know at the same time
the preferences of the other ones gives results that
cannot be considered but objective. There are three
stages of evaluation and one final voting between
the two finalist proposals in the third phase, in the
case where the first proposal has not the absolute
majority of the votes. In the competition of Aeropagi-
fou the three first awards were generally speaking
the best ones from every architectural tendency for
resolving the problem. This fact proves the success
of the judgment process. It should be mentioned in
this point that all stages of judgment and the corre-
sponding votes, as well as the explanatory reports
of the jury are announced with details in the internet
after the announcement of results so that everyone
interested in them will have access.

This process however in the competition of Piraeus
looks that disappointed some of the members of the
jury and the following phenomenon was observed:
After the third phase was completed where a sec-
ond judgment was necessary between the first two
proposals because of the lack of absolute major-
ity, four members of the jury did not vote for their
personal reasons. The general explanation was that
these two proposals were not of their choice, they
considered them not feasible and so on. The com-
petition was a clear competition of ideas. The rules
and the process of judgment were known from the
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avaAuTIKG oTo SI0QIKTUO PETE TV AVOKOIVWGON TWV
ATTOTEAEOUATWY WOTE Va gival EAeUBepa TTpocBaciua
o€ KABe evOIapePOUEVO.

H d&iadikacia Ouwg auti oto dlaywvioud Tou
Meipaid @aivetar 0TI dUCAPECTNOE OPICUEVA ATTO
Ta PEAN TNG KPITIKAG ETTITPOTING KAl TTapatneronke
T0 €ENG Qaivouevo. Metd tnv TpiTn QAcn OTTOU
TIPOEKUWE N avAYKn ETTAVAANTITIKAG KPiong METALU
TwV OUO0 TTPWTWYV G& YAPOUG TTPOTACEWV AdYw TNG
MN UTTapéng ammoAuTng TTAEIOWN®Iag, TECOEPa PEAN
TNG KPITIKAG ETTITPOTINAG, VIO JIAQPOPETIKOUG Adyoug
0 KaBévag 1Tou avaAlovTtal OTa KEipeva Toug, Oev
wAgioav. H yevikn aimiohoyia Atav 6T oI dU0 AUTEG
TpoTdoelg Oev NTAV PECA OTIG TTPOCWTTIKEG TOUG
€TMAOYEG, OTI TIG B€wPOUV N UAOTTOINTIKES Kal GAAOI
Aoyor. O diaywvioudg ATav kaBapd diaywviouog
10ewv. O1 kavéveg kal n diadikagia TNG Kpiong ATav
YVWOTOI EEAPXNAS Kal TNEABNKAV atrd TNV 0PYAVWTIK
EMMTPOTIN OTO €TaKPO. H voéuiun (dpa kai nOikn;)
AEUKA WAPOG Kal n attoxA ATAV OPWS AvaPaipeETO
OIKaiwpa OAwv.

H duvarétnta va utrdpéer pia TeAIK ywneogopia
METAEU OTIG OUO TTPOTACEIG WATE TO TTPWTO Bpafeio
va 000¢i pe ammoAuTn TTAclown@ia HeTAlU OAwV Twv
MEAWV TNG KPITIKAG ETITPOTING TTPOCHETEI KUPOG
OTO QTTOTEAECUA. Oewpw TTPOCWTTIKA OTI QUTH N
ammégacn Ba aflohoyndei peANOVTIKA o€ GuvApPTNON
ME TN oUVOAIKN dladIKaagia Kpiong TTou €ICAyayeE TO
GRA, kal ptropei va xpnoiyotroindei ye agiotmaoTia
g€ 6AOUG TOUG APXITEKTOVIKOUG BIAYWVITHUOUG IDEWV.
AvTigToixa o€ dlaywvIGUoUG TTOU a@opoUV KTipla N
MEAETEC TTPOG UAOTTOINCN TTOU TTPOUTTIOBETOUV TTIO
ouvBeTa KpITAPIa agloAdynong UTTOPEl va unv €xel
TETOIO ETTITUXIO ] VO XPEIACTEI TOUAGXIGTOV IO KOIVI)
ouvedpiaan Katd Tnv TEAIKA @Aon Kpiong.

EATTidw o emduevog o diaywviopog tou GRA va
aQopPa pIa TETOIO PEAETN WOTE VA PTTOPECOUNE Va
eCdyoupe Ta avaloya CUUTTEPACUATA..

AAECI0G Bavdwpog, apxITEKTWY
Apxiouvtdktng GRA
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beginning and they were fully followed by the or-
ganisational committee. The legal (and also moral?)
white vote and the abstention were however inalien-
able right for each one.

The possibility for a final voting between the two
proposals in order that the first award will be given
with absolute majority adds prestige in the result. |
personally believe that this decision will be evaluat-
ed in the future in connection with the total process
of judgment introduced by GRA, and it can be used
with reliability in all architectural competitions of
ideas. On the other hand, it may not be so success-
ful in competitions regarding buildings or entries that
presuppose more complex criteria of evaluation or
at least a common meeting at the final phase of the
Jjudgment may be necessary.

I hope that the next competition of GRA will be on

such an entry so that we can draw a conclusion..

Alexios Vandoros , architect
Chief editor GRA

~
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