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The Basel Kunstmuseum 
“Burghof“ Extension









The Competition Programme
April 27th 2009



The Connecting Wing (p. 26)



The Submitted Entries
September 18th 2009







Entry #2
“Neunhundertdreiundvierzig”









The Jury Sessions
November 5th, 6th & 20th 2009



First Round
November 5th 2009

10.30 am



“This façade looks provincial!”

(Juror A)



“This wooden box is an aberration! 
It disturbs the existing urban 
structure.”

(Juror B)



“Such an aboveground connection 
interferes with the street as a 
defined space.”

(Juror C)



“This connecting wing destroys the 
sequence of rooms of the Bonatz
building.”

(Juror D)

“Which belongs to the best on this 
planet!”

(Juror A)



“I appreciate the provisional 
character of that wooden box ... 
And I see a certain quality in 
connecting the two buildings 
aboveground.”

(Juror E)



Recap
November 6th 2009

8.45 am



“This is the only entry that 
convincingly suggests an 
aboveground connection. Maybe 
we just need this entry in order to 
see more clearly what we are 
looking for. But maybe we should 
really reconsider this proposal.”

(Juror F)



Second Round
November 6th 2009

5.15 pm



“This entry connects gallery spaces 
with gallery spaces via gallery 
spaces. That’s brilliant! This is 
probably the most unpretentious 
entry. Everything it suggests is 
gallery space!”

(Juror F)



“This is visible from the outside. 
This wooden interface building is 
probably rather consequent.”

(Juror G)



Third Round
November 20th 2009

1.45 pm



“You have to say that the 
underground approach looks a bit 
drab now.”

(Juror G)





Umgebung
Perimeter
Brandschutz
Zielkosten

Verbindung
Fassade

Raumorganisation
Materialwahl

Einpassung Städtebau
Architektonische Qualität
Funktionalität Museumsbetrieb
Wirtschaftlichkeit



Einpassung Städtebau
Architektonische Qualität
Funktionalität Museumsbetrieb
Wirtschaftlichkeit







“Latour believes that if scientists were 
transparent about how science really 
functions – as a process in which people, 
politics, institutions, peer review and so 
forth all play their parts – they would be 
in a stronger position to convince 
people of their claims.” 
(Ava Kofman, The New York Times Magazine, Oct. 25, 2018)

I juries

jury deliberations
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possibilities
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