Atklata konkursa ,,Dzelzcela operacionala plana izstrade”, identifikacijas numurs RBR 2017/19

Open competition ,,Preparation of the operational plan of the railway”, Identification number RBR
2017/19

Zinojums /Report

Riga
Riga

Pasutitajs: Akciju sabiedriba RB Rail AS, registracijas
numurs: 40103845025, juridiska adrese: Krisjana
Valdemara iela 8-7, Riga, LV-1010, Latvija.

lepirkuma proceddra un identifikacijas numurs:
atklats konkurss ,Dzelzcela operacionala plana
izstrade”, identifikacijas numurs RBR 2017/19.

Datums, kad pazinojums par ligumu publicéts
Eiropas Savienibas Oficialaja Véstnest: 2017.gada
23.augusts.

Datums, kad pazinojums par ligumu publicéts
lepirkumu  uzraudzibas biroja: 2017.gada
23.augusts.

lepirkuma komisija: apstiprinata ar RB Rail AS
valdes RB Rail AS valdes 2017.gada 12.junija
rikojumu Nr.11/2017-52 un 2017.gada 26.jdlija
rikojumu Nr.11/2017-65 3ada sastava:

lepirkuma komisijas priekSsédétajs - M.Blaus,
Vadosais iepirkumu specialists;
lepirkuma  komisijas  loceklis -  G.Bramans,

Regionalais vaditajs, Latvija;

lepirkuma komisijas loceklis — T.Pelcers, lepirkumu
specialists;

lepirkuma komisijas loceklis — K.Rudzis, Jaunakais
dzelzcela inZenieris;

lepirkuma komisijas sekretare — E.Saule, lepirkumu
specialiste — juriste.

Pretendentiem noteiktas kvalifikacijas prasibas:
noteiktas atklata konkursa ,,Dzelzcela operacionala
plana izstrade” nolikuma.
Piedavajuma izvéles kritérijs:  saimnieciski
visizdevigakais piedavajums.

Piedavajumu iesniegsanas termins: 2017.gada
10.oktobris, lidz plkst.14:00.

lesniegtie
ligumcenas:

piedavajumi un piedavatas

2018.gada 25.janvari
25 January 2018

Contracting authority: Joint stock company RB Rail
AS, registration number 40103845025, registered
address: Krisjana Valdemara iela 8-7, Riga, LV-1010,
Latvia.

Procurement procedure and identification
number: open competition ,Preparation of the
operational plan of the railway”, identification
number RBR 2017/19.

Notice publication date at TED Tenders Electronic
Daily: 23 August 2017.

Notice publication date at Public Procurement
bureu: 23 August 2017.

Procurement commission: composition has been
approved by order No 11/2017-52 dated 12 June
2017, by order No 11/2017-65 dated 26 July 2017
consisting of:

Procurement commission chairman - M.Blaus, Lead
Procurement Specialist;

Procurement commission member — G.Bramans,
Country Manager, Latvia;

Procurement commission member - T.Pellers,
Procurement Specialist;

Procurement commission member - K.Rudzis,
Junior railway engineer;
Procurement Commission secretary - E.Saule,

Procurement Specialist — Lawyer.

Qualification criteria: included regulation of the
open competition ,,Preparation of the operational
plan of the railway”.

Proposal evaluation:
advantageous proposal.

the most economically

Submission of Proposal: 10 October 2017, till 14:00
o'clock.

Proposals and the proposed price:



1. IDOM  CONSULTING, ENGINEERING,
ARCHITECTURE S.A.U. reg.nr.A48283964 ar savu
2017.gada 25.septembra piedavajumu Nr.1
piedava veikt iepirkuma priekSmeta noteiktos
darbus par kopéjo summu 118 900, 00 EUR bez
pievienotas vértibas nodokla (turpmak — PVN);

2. ARDANUY INGENIERIA, S.A., A-80480759
ar savu 2017.gada 9.oktobra piedavajumu Nr.2
piedava veikt iepirkuma priekSmeta noteiktos
darbus par kopéjo summu 933 060,00 EUR bez
PVN;

3. DB Engineering & Consulting GmbH,
redg.nr.HRB 56655 ar savu 2017.gada 9.oktobra
piedavajumu Nr.3 piedava veikt iepirkuma
priekSmeta noteiktos darbus par kopéjo summu
489 970,00 EUR bez PVN;

4. ETC Transport Consultants GmbH, reg.nr.
HRB 8866 ar savu 2017.gada 9.oktobra
piedavajumu Nr4 piedava veikt iepirkuma
priekSmeta noteiktos darbus par kop&jo summu
499 340,00 EUR bez PVN;

5. Railistics GmbH, red.nr. HRB 12648 ar savu
2017.gada 9.oktobra piedavajumu Nr.5 piedava
veikt iepirkuma priekSmeta noteiktos darbus par
kopéjo summu 731 560,00 EUR bez PVN;

6. INGENIERIA Y ECONOMIA DEL
TRANSPORTE S.M.E.M.P., S.A. — INECO, reg.nr.
A28220168 ar savu 2017.gada 9.oktobra
piedavajumu Nr.6 piedava veikt iepirkuma
priekSmeta noteiktos darbus par kopéjo summu
320 490,00 EUR bez PVN;

7. SYSTRA SA, red.nr. 387949530 RCS Paris, ar
savu 2017.gada 10.oktobra piedavajumu Nr.7
piedava veikt iepirkuma priekSmeta noteiktos
darbus par kopéjo summu 538 387,00 EUR bez
PVN;

8. Geodata Engineering S.p.A, red.nr.
004639280017 ar savu 2017.gada 10.oktobra
piedavajumu Nr.8 piedava veikt iepirkuma
priekSmeta noteiktos darbus par kopéjo summu
614 308,00 EUR bez PVN;

9. Italferr S.p.A. red.nr. 06770620588 un
PricewaterhouseCoopers Advisory SpA, reg.nr.
03230150967 ar savu 2017.gada 10.oktobra
piedavajumu Nr.9 piedava veikt iepirkuma
priekSmeta noteiktos darbus par kopéjo summu
340 029,00 EUR bez PVN.

Piedavajumu atvérsanas vieta, datums un laiks:
2017.gada 10.oktobris, plkst.14:00, RB Rail AS,
KriSjana Valdemara iela 8-7, Riga, LV-1010.

Pretendents ar kuru tiks slégts ligums un
pamatojums piedavajuma izveélei:

lepirkuma komisija noléma pieskirt liguma slégsanas
tiesibas pretendentam ar saimnieciski
visizdevigako piedavajumu no piedavajumiem,
kas atbilda visam Nolikuma prasibam:

Summa (EUR bez legutie

Pretendents PVN) punkti

1. IDOM  CONSULTING, ENGINEERING,
ARCHITECTURE S.A.U. reg. No.
A48283964 with Proposal No. 1 dated
25 September, 2017 offers to provide services for
total amount of the Proposal
118 900,00 EUR excl.VAT;

2. ARDANUY INGENIERIA S.A., reg. No.
A-80480759 with Proposal No. 2 dated
9 October, 2017 offers to provide services for total
amount of the Proposal
933 060,00 EUR excl.VAT;

3. DB ENGINEERING & Consulting GmbH, reg.
No.

HRB 56655 with Proposal No. 3 dated
9 October, 2017 offers to provide services for total
amount of the Proposal
489 970,00 EUR excl.VAT;

4. ETC Transport Consultants GmbH, reg. No.
HRB 8866 with Proposal No. 4 dated
9 October, 2017 offers to provide services for total

amount of the Proposal
499 340,00 EUR excl.VAT;
5. Railistics GmbH, reg. No.

HRB 12648 with Proposal No. 5 dated
9 October, 2017 offers to provide services for total
amount of the Proposal
731 560,00 EUR excl.VAT;

6. INGENIERIA Y ECONOMIA DEL TRANSPORTE
S.M.E.M.P,, S.A. — INECO, reg.no. A28220168 with
proposal No.6 dated 9 October, 2017 offers to
provide services for total amount of the Proposal
320 490,00 EUR excl.VAT;

7. SYSTRA SA, reg.no. 387949530 RCS Paris, with
proposal No.7 dated 10 October, 2017 offers to
provide services for total amount of the Proposal
538 387,00 EUR excl.VAT;

8. Geodata Engineering S.p.A, reg.no.
004639280017 with proposal No.8 dated
10 October, 2017 offers to provide services for
total amount of the Proposal 614 308,00 EUR
excl.VAT;

9. Iltalferr S.p.A. reg.nr. 06770620588 and
PricewaterhouseCoopers Advisory SpA, reg.nr.
03230150967 with proposal No.9 dated
10 October, 2017 offers to provide services for
total amount of the Proposal 340 029,00 EUR
excl.VAT.

Opening of Proposals: 14.00 o'clock 10 October
2017 ar RB Rail AS, Krisjana Valdemara iela 8-7, Riga,
Lv-1010.

The decision and justification on the contract
award:

Procurement commission decided to award the
contract to the Tenderer with the most
economically advantageous proposal form all
proposals which met all qualification criteria
described in the Regulation:

Total

Tenderer Total EUR (excl. VAT) .
points




ETC Transport ETC Transport
Consultants GmbH, 499 340,00 76,82 Consultants GmbH, 499 340,00 76,82
reg.nr. HRB 8866 reg.No. HRB 8866
Piedavajumu izvértésanas kopsavilkums Proposal evaluation summary please see in

pievienots pielikuma.

Pretendents ETC Transport Consultants GmbH
piesaistijis Sadus apaksSuznéméjus: COWI A/S,
req.Nr.44623528 un IFB Institut fur Bahntechn ik
GmbH, reg.Nr.HRB 22641.

Apak$uznéméjam COWI A/S, red.Nr.44623528,
planots nodot $adus darbus/liguma dalu: Nolikuma
tehniskas specifikacijas 2.2.punkta minéto darba
uzdevumu grupu Satiksmes izpétei (WP1) (pilniga
iesaiste un pilna atbildiba), 2.3.punktad minéto darba
uzdevumu grupu Ritosa sastava izpétei (WP2)
(iesaiste un atbalsta funkcija), 2.4.punkta minéto
darba uzdevumu grupu Infrastruktdras izpétei (WP3)
(daléja iesaiste, nav atbildigs par izpildi), 2.5.punkta
minéto darba uzdevumu grupu operacionala plana
iteracijai (1) (WP4) (iesaiste un atbalsta funkcija),
2.6.punktd minéto darba uzdevumu grupu Ritosa
sastava apkopei (WP5) (daléja iesaiste, nav atbildigs
par izpildi), 2.7.punktd minéto darba uzdevumu
grupu Infrastruktaras apkopei (WP6) (pilniga iesaiste
un pilna atbildiba), 2.8.punktd minéto darba
uzdevumu grupu rekomendacijam un optimizacijai
(WP7) (iesaiste un atbalsta funkcija), 2.9.punkta
minéto darba uzdevumu grupu operacionala plana
iteracijai (2) (WP8) (iesaiste un atbalsta funkcija),
2.9.punkta minéto darba uzdevumu grupu kontroles
komandu sistéemai (WP9) (iesaiste un atbalsta
funkcija). ApakSuznéméja galvena atbildiba bds
parvadajumu  sagatavosana un satiksmes
organizésana.

ApakSuznéméjam  IFB Institut fur Bahntechn ik
GmbH, red.Nr.HRB 22641, planots nodot Sadus
darbus/liguma dalu:

Nolikuma tehniskas specifikacijas 2.3.punkta minéto
darba uzdevumu grupu Ritosa sastava izpétei (WP2)
(galvena atbildiba darbu izpildei), 2.6.punkta minéto
darba uzdevumu grupu Rito3a sastava apkopei
(WP5) (galvena atbildiba par darbu izpildi) un
2.9.punkta minéto darba uzdevumu grupu kontroles
komandu sistémai (WP9) (galvena atbildiba par
darbu izpildi).

Annex.

Tenderer ETC Transport Consultants GmbH has
involved subcontractors: COWI A/S, reg.no
44623528 and IFB Institut fur Bahntechn ik GmbH,
reg.no. HRB 22641.

The part of the procurement contract which the
tenderer intends to subcontract to COWI A/S, reg.no
44623528 work package for Traffic studies (WP1)
(full involvement, responsible for the WP) indicated
in the Section 2.2. of Technical specification of
Regulations, work package for Rolling stock studies
(WP2) (continuous involvement, but supportive
responsibility for the completion of the work
package) indicated in the Section 2.3 of the
Technical specification of Regulations, work
package for Infrastructure studies (WP3) (partial
involvement, no responsibility in completion of the
work package) indicated in the Section 2.4 of the
Technical specification of Regulations, work
package for Operational plan - iteration 1 (WP4)
(continuous  involvement, but  supportive
responsibility for the completion of the work
package) indicated in the Section 2.5 of the
Technical specification of Regulations, work
package for Rolling stock maintenance (WP5)
(partial involvement, no responsibility in completion
of the work package) indicated in the Section 2.6 of
the Technical specification of Regulations, work
package for infrastructure maintenance (WP6) (full
involvement, responsible for the WP) indicated in
the Section 2.7 of the Technical specification of
Regulations, work package for Recommendations
and optimisation (WP 7) (continuous involvement,
but supportive responsibility for the completion of
the work package) indicated in the Section 2.8 of the
Technical specification, work package for
Operational plan - iteration 2 (WP 8) (continuous
involvement, but supportive responsibility for the
completion of the work package) indicated in the
Section 2.9 of the Technical specification of
Regulations, work package for Control command
system (WP9) (continuous involvement, but
supportive responsibility for the completion of the
work package) indicated in the Section 2.9 of the
Technical specification of Regulations.
Subcontractors key role will be transportation, as
well as traffic modelling.

The part of the procurement contract which the
tenderer intends to subcontract to IFB Institut fur
Bahntechn ik GmbH, reg.No HRB 22641: work
package for Rolling stock studies (WP2) (full




Noraiditie pretendenti: ARDANUY INGENIERIA,
S.A., red.nr. A-48283964, Railistics GmbH, reg. nr.
HRB 12648, IDOM Consulting, engineering,
architecture S.A.U., red.nr. A 48283964, Italferr S.p.A.
reg.nr. 06770620588 un PricewaterhouseCoopers
Advisory SpA, reg.nr. 03230150967.

Pamatojums Iémumam

pretendentiem:

1. ARDANUY INGENIERIA, S.A. piedavajums
neatbilst prasibam, kas noteiktas Nolikuma
7.5.punkta (3.punkta (ii) apakSpunkta). Saskana ar
Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (3.punkta (ii) apaksSpunkta)
noteikto, pretendenta piedavatajam
operacionalajam ekspertam jabat 3adai pieredzei:
.Pieredze 1 (viens) dzelzcela operacionald plana
izstradé, kas aptver vairak neka 200 km dzelzcela
satiksmes infrastruktdras dalu, k& minimums ar P2-
F1 TSI klasifikaciju, ieklaujot vismaz vienu dzelzcela
mezglu (ar vismaz 40 pagriezieniem), kas ieguta
pédéjo 15 (piecpadsmit) gadu laika (no 2002.gada -
2017.gadam lidz piedavajuma iesniegsanas dienai)”.
lepirkuma  komisija  noraidija  ARDANUY
INGENIERIA, S.A. piedavajumu, jo:

par noraiditajiem

Operacionala eksperta pieredze, kas noradita
eksperta CV 3.1.punktd neatbilst prasibam, kas
noteiktas Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (3.punkta (ii)
apakspunkta), nemot véra, ka konkréta projekta
priekSmets péc buatibas nav dzelzcel§, bet gan
tramvaja sliezu cels.

Operacionala eksperta CV 3.2.punktd noradita
pieredze neatbilst prasibam, kas noteiktas Nolikuma
7.5.punkta (3.punkta (ii) apakSpunkta), nemot véra,
ka konkréta projekta ietvaros nav ticis izstradats
dzelzcela operacionala plana modelis.

Operacionala eksperta CV 3.3.punkta noradita
pieredze neatbilst Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (3.punkta (ii)
apakspunkta) noraditajam prasibam, nemot véra, ka
projekta noradita dzelzcela linija (115 km) ir isaka par
200 km un atrums mazaks neka tas ir klasificéts P2-
F1 TSI klasifikacija.

Operacionala eksperta CV 3.4.punktd noradita
pieredze neatbilst Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (3.punkta (ii)
apakspunkta) noraditajam prasibam, nemot véra, ka
konkréta projekta priekSmets péc batibas nav
dzelzcel$, bet gan tramvaja sliezu cel$ un ta garums

involvement, responsible for the WP) indicated in
the Section 2.3 of the Technical specification of
Regulations, work package for Rolling stock
maintenance (WP5) (full involvement, responsible
for the WP) indicated in the Section 2.6 of the
Technical specification of Regulations and work
package for Control command system (WP9) (full
involvement, responsible for the WP) indicated in
the Section 2.9 of the Technical specification of
Regulations.

Rejected Tenderers: ARDANUY INGENIERIA, S.A,
reg.No A-48283964, Railistics GmbH, reg.No HRB
12648, IDOM Consulting, engineering, architecture
S.A.U., reg.No A 48283964, ltalferr S.p.A. reg.No
06770620588 un PricewaterhouseCoopers Advisory
SpA, reg.No 03230150967.

Justification for the decision to reject tenderers:

1. ARDANUY INGENIERIA, S.A. proposal does not
comply with the requirements setin Clause 7.5 (item
No 3 (ii)). In accordance with minimal qualification
requirements set in Clause 7.5 (item No 3 (ii)) of
Regulations, proposed Operation expert has to
comply with the requirement: “Experience in
development of 1 (one) railway operational plan
covering more than 200 km railway mixed traffic
infrastructure section with at least P2-F1 TSI
classification, including at least one railway node
(minimum 40 turnouts) within last 15 (fifteen) years
(2002 to 2017 until the date of submission of the
Proposal)”. Procurement commission rejected
ARDANUY INGENIERIA, S.A. proposal as:

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.1. of Operation expert's CV (item No 3.1.)
does not comply with the requirements set in Clause
7.5 (item No 3 (ii)) as the subject matter of the
specific project fundamentally is not to be
considered as a railway but a tram.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.2. of Operation experts CV does not
comply with the requirements setin Clause 7.5 (item
No 3 (ii)) as a model of railway operational plan has
not been developed within the specific project.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.3. of Operation experts’ CV does not
comply with the requirements set in Clause 7.5 (item
No 3 (ii)) as the lenght of railway line indicated in
project (115 km) is less than 200 km and the speed is
less than it is classified in P2-F1 TSI classification.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.4. of Operation experts’ CV does not
comply with the requirements setin Clause 7.5 (item
No 3 (ii)) as the subject matter of the project



ir isaks un atrums mazaks neka tas ir klasificéts P2-F1
TSI klasifikacija.

Operacionala eksperta CV 3.5.punktd noradita
pieredze neatbilst Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (3.punkta (ii)
apakspunkta) noraditajam prasibam, nemot véra, ka
dzelzcela linijas atrums ir mazaks neka tas ir
klasificéts P2-F1 TSI klasifikacija.

Operacionala eksperta CV 3.6.punktda noradita
pieredze neatbilst Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (3.punkta (ii)
apakspunkta) noraditajam prasibam, nemot véra, ka
dzelzcela linijas atrums ir mazaks neka tas ir
klasificéts P2-F1 TSI klasifikacija.

Operacionala eksperta CV 3.7.punktd noradita
pieredze neatbilst prasibam, kas noteiktas Nolikuma
7.5.punkta (3.punkta (ii) apakSpunkta), nemot véra,
ka konkrétad projekta ietvaros nav ticis izstradats
dzelzcela operacionala plana modelis.

ARDANUY INGENIERIA, S.A. piedavajums neatbilst
prasibam, kas noteiktas Nolikuma 7.5.punkta
(4.punkta (iii) apakSpunkta). Saskana ar Nolikuma
7.5.punkta (4.punkta (iii) apakSpunkta) noteikto,
pretendenta piedavatajam operacionalas
modeléSanas ekspertam jabut $adai pieredzei:
.Pieredze 1 (viens) dzelzcela operacionald plana
modela izstradé, kas aptver vairdk neka 100 km
dzelzcela satiksmes infrastruktdru, ieskaitot vismaz
vienu dzelzcela mezglu (vismaz 40 pagriezieni), kas
iegUta pédéjo 5 (pieci) gadu laika (no 2012.gada -
2017.gadam lidz piedavajuma iesniegsanas dienai)”.
lepirkuma  komisija  noraidija  ARDANUY
INGENIERIA, S.A. piedavajumu, jo:

Operacionala modelésanas eksperta CV 3.1.punkta
noradita pieredze neatbilst prasibam, kas noteiktas
Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (4.punkta (iii) apakSpunkta),
nemot véra, ka dzelzcela operacionala plana modelis
konkréta projekta ietvaros nav izstradats.

Operacionala modelésanas eksperta CV 3.2.punkta
noradita pieredze neatbilst prasibam, kas noteiktas
Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (4.punkta (iii) apakSpunkta),
nemot véra, ka dzelzcela linijas garums ir isaks par
100 km un ta nav uzskatama par jauktas satiksmes
dzelzcela infrakstruktaru.

Operacionala modelésanas eksperta CV 3.3.punkta
noradita pieredze neatbilst prasibam, kas noteiktas
Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (4.punkta (iii) apakSpunkta),
nemot véra, ka konkrétad projekta priekSmets péc
batibas nav dzelzcel$, bet gan tramvaja sliezu cels.

fundamentally is not to be considered as a railway
but a tramway and the length and the speed of line
is less than it is classified in P2-F1 TSI classification.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.5. of Operation experts’ CV does not
comply with the requirements setin Clause 7.5 (item
No 3 (ii)) as the speed of railway line is less than it is
classified in P2-F1 TSI classification.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.6. of Operation experts CV does not
comply with the requirements setin Clause 7.5 (item
No 3 (ii)) as the speed of railway line is less than it is
classified in P2-F1 TSI classification.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.7. of Operation experts’ CV does not
comply with the requirements set in Clause 7.5 (item
No 3 (ii)) as a model of railway operational plan has
not been developed within the specific project.

ARDANUY INGENIERIA, S.A. proposal does not
comply with the requirements setin Clause 7.5 (item
No 4 (iii)). ARDANUY INGENIERIA, S.A. does not
comply with the requirements setin Clause 7.5 (item
No. 4 (iii)). In accordance with minimal qualification
requirements set in Clause 7.5 (item No. 4 (iii)) of
Regulations, proposed Operation modelling expert
has to comply with the requirement: “Experience in
development of 1 (one) model of railway operational
plan, covering more than 100 km railway mixed
traffic infrastructure, including at least one railway
node (minimum 40 turnouts) within last 5 (five) years
(2012 to 2017 until the date of submission of the
Proposal)”.

Procurement commission
INGENIERIA, S.A. proposal as:

rejected ARDANUY

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.1. of Operation modelling experts” CV
does not comply with the requirements setin Clause
7.5 (item No 4 (iii)) as a model of railway operational
plan has not been developed within the specific
project.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.2. of Operation modelling experts” CV
does not comply with the requirements setin Clause
7.5 (item No 4 (iii)) as the length of railway line is less
than 100 km and it is not railway mixed traffic
infrastructure.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.3. of Operation modelling experts” CV
does not comply with the requirements setin Clause
7.5 (item No 4 (iii)) as the subject matter of the
project fundamentally is not to be considered as a
railway but a tramway.



Operacionala modelésanas eksperta CV 3.4. (1)
punkta noraditd pieredze neatbilst prasibam, kas
noteiktas Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (4.punkta (iii)
apaks$punkta), nemot véra, ka konkréta projekta
ietvaros nav izstradats dzelzcela operacionala plana
modelis, kas attiecas uz elektrifikacijas izpéti un
jaudu simulacijam.

Operacionala modelésanas eksperta CV 3.4. (2)
punkta noradita pieredze neatbilst prasibam, kas
noteiktas Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (4.punkta (iii)
apaks$punkta), nemot véra, ka konkréta projekta
ietvaros nav glta pieredze jauktas satiksmes
dzelzcela infrakstruktara.

Operacionala modelésanas eksperta CV 3.5.punkta
noradita pieredze neatbilst prasibam, kas noteiktas
Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (4.punkta (iii) apakSpunkta),
nemot véra, ka konkréta projekta ietvaros nav gita
pieredze jauktas satiksmes dzelzcela infrakstruktara
un konkrétd projekta ietvaros nav izstradats
dzelzcela operacionala plana modelis, kas attiecas uz
elektrifikacijas izpéti un jaudu simulacijam.

Operacionala modelésanas eksperta CV 3.6.punkta
noradita pieredze neatbilst prasibam, kas noteiktas
Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (4.punkta (iii) apakSpunkta),
nemot véra, ka konkrétd projekta ietvaros nav
izstradats dzelzcela operacionalad plana modelis, kas
attiecas uz elektrifikdcijas izpéti un jaudu
simulacijam.

Operacionala modelésanas eksperta CV 3.7.punkta
noradita pieredze neatbilst prasibam, kas noteiktas
Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (4.punkta (iii) apakSpunkta),
nemot véra, ka konkréta projekta ietvaros noraditas
dzelzcela linijas garums ir isaks par 100 km.

Operacionala modelésanas eksperta CV 3.8.punkta
noradita pieredze neatbilst prasibam, kas noteiktas
Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (4.punkta (iii) apakSpunkta),
nemot véra, ka konkréta projekta ietvaros noraditas
dzelzcela linijas garums ir isaks par 100 km un
konkréta projekta ietvaros nav izstradats dzelzcela
operacionala plana modelis, kas attiecas uz
elektrifikacijas izpéti un jaudu simulacijam.

Operacionala modelésanas eksperta CV 3.9.punkta
noradita pieredze neatbilst prasibam, kas noteiktas
Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (4.punkta (iii) apakSpunkta),
nemot véra, ka pieredze konkréta projekta ietvaros
nav gita iepriekséjo 5 (pieci) gadu laika (no
2012.gada - 2017.gadam lidz piedavajumu
iesniegsanas dienai).

ARDANUY INGENIERIA, S.A., piedavajums neatbilst
prasibam, kas noteiktas Nolikuma 7.5.punkta
(5.punkta (ii) apakspunkta). Saskana ar Nolikuma
7.5.punkta (5.punkta (ii) apakSpunktu) pretendenta
piedavatajam apkopes ekspertam jabut sadai
pieredzei: ,Pieredze 1 (viens) dzelzcela

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.4. (1) of Operation modelling experts’ CV
does not comply with the requirements setin Clause
7.5 (item No 4 (iii)) as a model of railway operational
plan has not been developed within the specific
project which concerns electrification study sizing
simulation.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.4. (2) of Operation modelling experts® CV
does not comply with the requirements setin Clause
7.5 (item No 4 (iii)) as it is not railway mixed traffic
infrastructure.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.5. of Operation modelling experts’ CV
does not comply with the requirements setin Clause
7.5 (item No 4 (iii)) as it is not railway mixed traffic
infrastructure and as a model of railway operational
plan has not been developed within the specific
project which concerns electrification study sizing
simulation.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.6. of Operation modelling experts” CV
does not comply with the requirements setin Clause
7.5 (item No 4 (iii)) as a model of railway operational
plan has not been developed within the specific
project which concerns electrification study sizing
simulation.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.7. of Operation modelling experts” CV
does not comply with the requirements setin Clause
7.5 (item No 4 (iii)) as the length of railway line
within the specific project is less than 100 km.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.8. of Operation modelling experts” CV
does not comply with the requirements setin Clause
7.5 (item No 4 (iii)) as the length of railway line
within the specific project is less than 100 km and as
a model of railway operational plan has not been
developed within the specific project which
concerns electrification study sizing simulation.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.9. of Operation modelling experts CV does
not comply with the requirements set in Clause 7.5
(item No 4 (iii)) as it is not gained within last 5 (five)
years (2012 to 2017 until the date of submission of
the Proposal).

ARDANUY INGENIERIA, S.A. proposal does not
comply with the requirements setin Clause 7.5 (item
No 5 (ii)). In accordance with minimal qualification
requirements set in clause 7.5 (item No 5 (ii)) of
Regulations, proposed Mantainance expert has to
comply with the requirement: “Experience in



infrastruktdras uzturésanas plana izstradé pédéjo 5
(pieci) gadu laika (2012, 2013., 2014., 2015., 2016,
ieklaujot 2017.gadu lidz piedavajuma iesniegsanas
dienai)”.

lepirkuma  komisija  noraidija
INGENIERIA, S.A. piedavajumu, jo:

ARDANUY

Apkopes eksperta CV 3.1.punkta noradita pieredze
neatbilst prasibam, kas noteiktas Nolikuma
7.5.punkta (5.punkta (ii) apakSpunkta), nemot véra,
ka dzelzcela infrastruktiras uzturésanas plans
konkréta projekta ietvaros nav ticis izstradats.

Apkopes eksperta CV 3.2.punkta noradita pieredze
neatbilst prasibam, kas noteiktas Nolikuma
7.5.punkta (5.punkta (ii) apakSpunkta), nemot véra,
ka konkréta projekta priekSmets péc buatibas nav
dzelzcels.

Apkopes eksperta CV 3.3.punkta noradita pieredze
neatbilst prasibam, kas noteiktas Nolikuma
7.5.punkta (5.punkta (ii) apakSpunkta), nemot véra,
ka konkréta projekta priekSmets péc buatibas nav
dzelzcels, bet gan metro.

Apkopes eksperta CV 3.4.punkta noradita pieredze
neatbilst prasibam, kas noteiktas Nolikuma
7.5.punkta (5.punkta (ii) apakSpunkta), nemot véra,
ka konkréta projekta priekSmets péc buatibas nav
dzelzcels.

Apkopes eksperta CV 3.5.punkta noradita pieredze
neatbilst prasibam, kas noteiktas Nolikuma
7.5.punkta (5.punkta (ii) apakSpunkta), nemot vér3,
ka konkréta projekta priekSmets péc batibas nav
dzelzcel$, bet gan metro.

Apkopes eksperta CV 3.6.punkta noradita pieredze
neatbilst prasibam, kas noteiktas Nolikuma
7.5.punkta (5.punkta (ii) apakSpunkta), nemot vér3,
ka konkréta projekta priekSmets péc batibas nav
dzelzcels.

Apkopes eksperta CV 3.7.punkta noradita pieredze
neatbilst prasibam, kas noteiktas Nolikuma
7.5.punkta (5.punkta (ii) apakSpunkta), nemot véra,
ka dzelzcela infrastruktiras uzturéSanas plans
konkréta projekta ietvaros nav ticis izstradats.

Apkopes eksperta CV 3.8.punkta noradita pieredze
neatbilst prasibam, kas noteiktas Nolikuma
7.5.punkta (5.punkta (ii) apakSpunkta), nemot véra,
ka dzelzcela infrastruktiras uzturésanas plans
konkréta projekta ietvaros nav ticis izstradats.

Apkopes eksperta CV 3.9.punkta noradita pieredze
neatbilst prasibam, kas noteiktas Nolikuma

development of 1 (one) railway infrastructure
maintenance plan within last 5 (five) years (2012;
2013;2014;2015; 2016; including 2017 until the date
of submission of the Proposal)”.
Procurement commission rejected ARDANUY
INGENIERIA, S.A. proposal as:

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.1. of Maintenance experts’ CV does not
comply with the requirements setin Clause 7.5 (item
No 5 (ii)) as railway infrastructure maintenance plan
has not been developed within the specific project.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.2. of Maintenance experts’ CV does not
comply with the requirements set in Clause 7.5
(item No 5 (ii)) as the subject matter of the specific
project fundamentally is not to be considered as a
railway.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.3. of Maintenance experts’ CV does not
comply with the requirements set in Clause 7.5
(item No 5 (ii)) as the subject matter of the specific
project fundamentally is not to be considered as a
railway but a metro.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.4. of Maintenance experts’ CV does not
comply with the requirements set in Clause 7.5
(item No 5 (ii)) as the subject matter of the specific
project fundamentally is not to be considered as a
railway.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.5. of Maintenance experts’ CV does not
comply with the requirements set in Clause 7.5
(item No 5 (ii)) as the subject matter of the specific
project fundamentally is not to be considered as a
railway but a metro.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.6. of Maintenance experts’ CV does not
comply with the requirements set in Clause 7.5
(item No 5 (ii)) as the subject matter of the specific
project fundamentally is not to be considered as a
railway.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.7. of Maintenance experts’ CV does not
comply with the requirements set in Clause 7.5
(item No 5 (ii)) as railway infrastructure maintenance
plan has not been developed within the specific
project.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.8. of Maintenance experts’ CV does not
comply with the requirements set in Clause 7.5
(item No 5 (ii)) as railway infrastructure maintenance
plan has not been developed within the specific
project.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.9. of Maintenance experts’ CV does not



7.5.punkta (5.punkta (ii) apakSpunkta), nemot véra,
ka konkréta projekta priekSmets péc batibas nav
dzelzcels.

ARDANUY INGENIERIA, S.A., piedavajums neatbilst
prasibam, kas noteiktas Nolikuma 7.5.punkta
(7.punkta (i), (i) apakSpunkta). Saskana ar Nolikuma
7.5.punkta (7.punkta (i) apakSpunkta) noteikto,
pretendenta piedavatajam ekspertam jabat sadai
pieredzei: ,Vismaz 5 (pieci) gadu pieredze pédéjo 10
(desmit) gadu laika ( no 2007. - 2017.gadam, lidz
piedavajumu iesniegsanas dienai) dzelzcela ritosa
sastava parka konfiguracija un izméru noteiksana,
tehnisko specifikaciju sagatavosana gan pasazieru
gan kravas dzelzcela ritosajam sastavam un apkopes
planu izstradé”. Saskand ar Nolikuma 7.5.punkta
(7.punkta (ii) apakSpunkts) noteikto, pretendenta
piedavatajam ekspertam jabat 3adai pieredzei:
.Pieredze pédéjo 10 (desmit) gadu laika (no
2007.gada - 2017.gadam, lidz piedavajumu
iesnieg$anas dienai) 1 (viens) dzelzcela rito3a sastava
iegades un uzturédanas plana izstradé”.
lepirkuma  komisija  noraidija
INGENIERIA, S.A. piedavajumu, jo:

ARDANUY

Ritosa sastava eksperta CV 3.1.punktd noradita
pieredze neatbilst prasibam, kas noteiktas Nolikuma
7.5.punkta (7.punkta (ii) apakSpunkta), nemot véra,
ka konkréta projekta priekSmets péc batibas nav
dzelzcels.

Ritosa sastava eksperta CV 3.3.punktd noradita
pieredze neatbilst prasibam, kas noteiktas Nolikuma
7.5.punkta (7.punkta (ii) apakSpunkta), nemot vér3,
ka konkréta projekta priekSmets péc batibas nav
dzelzcels.

Ritosa sastava eksperta CV 3.4.punktd noradita
pieredze neatbilst prasibam, kas noteiktas Nolikuma
7.5.punkta (7.punkta (ii) apakSpunkta), nemot vér3,
ka konkréta projekta priekSmets péc batibas nav
dzelzcels.

Ritosa sastava eksperta CV 3.6.punktd noradita
pieredze neatbilst prasibam, kas noteiktas Nolikuma
7.5.punkta (7.punkta (ii) apakSpunkta), nemot vér3,
ka konkréta projekta priekSmets péc batibas nav
dzelzcels.

Ritosa sastava eksperta CV 3.7.punktd noradita
pieredze neatbilst prasibam, kas noteiktas Nolikuma
7.5.punkta (7.punkta (ii) apakSpunkta), nemot véra,
ka konkréta projekta priekSmets péc batibas nav
dzelzcels.

comply with the requirements set in Clause 7.5
(item No 5 (ii)) as the subject matter of the specific
project fundamentally is not to be considered as a
railway.

ARDANUY INGENIERIA, S.A. proposal does not
comply with the requirements set in Clause 7.5 (item
No 5 (i), (ii)). In accordance with minimal
qualification requirements set in clause 7.5 (item No
7 (i)) of Regulations, proposed Rolling Stock expert
has to comply with the requirement: “(i) At least 5
years' experience in the period of last 10 years (2007
to 2017 until the date of submission of the Proposal)
in railway fleet configuration and sizing, and
preparation of technical specifications for both
passengers and freight railway rolling stock, and
development of maintenance plans thereof”. In
accordance with minimal qualification requirements
set in clause 7.5 (item No 7 (ii)) of Regulations,
proposed Rolling Stock expert has to comply with
the requirement: “(ii) Experience in development of
1 (one) railway rolling stock procurement and
maintenance plan within last 10 (ten) years (2007 to
2017 until the date of submission of the Proposal)”.

Procurement commission rejected ARDANUY
INGENIERIA, S.A. proposal as:

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.1. of Rolling stock experts® CV does not
comply with the requirements set in Clause 7.5
(item No 7 (ii)) as the subject matter of the specific
project fundamentally is not to be considered as a
railway.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.3. of Rolling stock experts® CV does not
comply with the requirements set in Clause 7.5
(item No 7 (ii)) as the subject matter of the specific
project fundamentally is not to be considered as a
railway.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.4. of Rolling stock experts® CV does not
comply with the requirements set in Clause 7.5
(item No 7 (ii)) as the subject matter of the specific
project fundamentally is not to be considered as a
railway.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.6. of Rolling stock experts” CV does not
comply with the requirements set in Clause 7.5
(item No 7 (ii)) as the subject matter of the specific
project fundamentally is not to be considered as a
railway.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.7. of Rolling stock experts” CV does not
comply with the requirements set in Clause 7.5
(item No 7 (ii)) as the subject matter of the specific
project fundamentally is not to be considered as a
railway.



Ritosa sastava eksperta CV 3.2. un 3.5.punkta
noradita pieredze neatbilst prasibam, kas noteiktas
Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (7.punkta (i) apakSpunkta)
attieciba uz vismaz 5 (pieci) gadu pieredzi.

3. Railistics GmbH piedavajums neatbilst Nolikuma
7.5.punkta (3.punkta (ii) apakSpunkta) noteiktajam
prasibam. Saskana ar Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (3.punkta
(ii) apakspunkta) noteikto, pretendenta
piedavatajam operacionalajam ekspertam jabat
sadai pieredzei: ,Pieredze 1 (viens) dzelzcela
operacionala plana izstradé, kas aptver vairak neka
200 km dzelzcela satiksmes infrastruktaras dalu, ka
minimums ar P2-F1 TSI klasifikaciju, ieklaujot vismaz
vienu dzelzcela mezglu (ar vismaz 40
pagriezieniem), kas gita pédéjo 15 (piecpadsmit)
gadu laikda (no 2002.gada - 2017.gadam lidz
piedavajuma iesniegSanas dienai)”. lepirkuma
komisija noraidija Railistics GmbH piedavajumu,
jo:

lepirkuma komisija nevienda no operacionala
eksperta CV noraditajiem projektiem nekonstatéja
opercionala eksperta atbilstibu Nolikuma 7.5.punkta
(3.punkta (ii) apakspunkta) prasibam.

Railistics GmbH neatbilst Nolikuma 7.5.punkta
(5.punkta (i) apakSpunkta) noteiktajam prasibam.
Saskana ar Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (5.punkta (i)
apakspunkta) noteikto pretendenta piedavatajam
apkopes ekspertam jabut $adai pieredzei: ,Vismaz 3
(tris) gadu pieredze pédéjo 5 piecu gadu (2012,
2013., 2014., 2015, 2016., ieskaitot 2017.gadu lidz
piedavajumu iesniegsanas dienai) dzelzcela
infrastruktlras uzturésana™. lepirkuma komisija
noraidija Railistics GmbH piedavajumu, jo:

lepirkuma komisija neviena no apkopes eksperta CV
noraditajiem projektiem nekonstatéja apkopes
eksperta atbilstibu Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (5.punkta (i)
apakspunkta) prasibam.

Railistics GmbH neatbilst Nolikuma 7.5.punkta
(5.punkta (ii) apakSpunkta) noteiktajam prasibam.
Saskana ar Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (5.punkta (ii)
apakspunkta) noteikto pretendenta piedavatajam
apkopes ekspertam jabat $adai pieredzei: ,,Pédéjo 5
(pieci) gadu (2012, 2013, 2014., 2015, 2016,
ieklaujot 2017.gadu lidz piedavajumu iesniegsanas
dienai) laikd pieredze dzelzcela infrastruktdras
uzturésanas plana izstradé”. lepirkuma komisija
noraidija Railistics GmbH piedavajumu, jo:

lepirkuma komisija neviena no apkopes eksperta CV
noraditajiem projektiem nekonstatéja apkopes
eksperta atbilstibu Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (5.punkta
(ii) apakspunkta) prasibam.

4. IDOM Consulting, engineering, architecture
S.A.U. piedavajums neatbilst Nolikuma 7.5.punkta

The experience gained in all appropriate projects
indicated in item No 3.2. and 3.5. of Rolling stock
expertss CV does not meet requirements set in
clause 7.5 (item No 7 (i)) of Regulations (At least 5
years’ experience).

3. Railistics GmbH proposal does not comply with
the requirements set in Clause 7.5 (item No 3 (ii)). In
accordance with minimal qualification requirements
set in Clause 7.5 (item No 3 (ii)) of Regulations,
proposed Operation expert has to comply with the
requirement: “Experience in development of 1 (one)
railway operational plan covering more than 200 km
railway mixed traffic infrastructure section with at
least P2-F1 TSI classification, including at least one
railway node (minimum 40 turnouts) within last 15
(fifteen) years (2002 to 2017 until the date of
submission of the Proposal)”.
Procurement commission
GmbH proposal as:

rejected Railistics

The Procurement commission did not provide the
compliance of the Operation expert with Regulation
7.5. (item No 3, (ii)) in any of the projects indicated in
Opertion experts” CV.

Railistics GmbH does not comply with the
requirements set in Clause 7.5 (item No. 5, (i) of
Regulations. In accordance with  minimal
qualification requirements set in clause 7.5 (item No.
5, (i)) of Regulations, proposed Maintenance expert
has to comply with the requirement “At least 3 years’
experience in the period of last 5 years (2012; 2013;
2014; 2015; 2016; including 2017 until the date of
submission of the Proposal) in railway infrastructure
maintenance”.
Procurement commission
GmbH proposal as:

rejected Railistics

The Procurement commission did not provide the
compliance of the Maintenance expert with
Regulation 7.5. (item No 5, (i)) in any of the projects
indicated in Maintenance experts’ CV.

Railistics GmbH does not comply with requirements
set in clause 7.5 (item No. 5, (ii)) of Regulations. In
accordance with minimal qualification requirements
set in clause 7.5 (item No. 5, (ii)) of Regulations,
proposed Maintenance expert has to comply with
the requirement “Experience in development of 1
(one) railway infrastructure maintenance plan within
last 5 (five) years (2012; 2013; 2014; 2015; 2016;
including 2017 until the date of submission of the
Proposal)”. Procurement commission rejected
Railistics GmbH proposal as:

The Procurement commission did not provide the
compliance of the Maintenance expert with
Regulation 7.5. (item No 5, (ii)) in any of the projects
indicated in Maintenance experts™ CV.

4. IDOM Consulting, engineering, architecture
S.A.U. proposal does not comply with the



(7.punkta (i); (ii) apakSpunkts) prasibam. Saskana ar
Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (7.punkta (i) apakspunkts)
noteikto, pretendenta piedavatajam ekspertam
jabat Sadai pieredzei: ,Vismaz 5 (pieci) gadu
pieredze pédéjo 10 (desmit) gadu laika ( no 2007. -
2017.gadam, lidz piedavajumu iesniegsanas dienai)
dzelzcela ritosa sastava parka konfiguracija un
izméru noteiksana,  tehnisko  specifikaciju
sagatavo3ana gan pasazieru gan kravas dzelzcela
ritoSajam sastavam un apkopes planu izstradé”.
Saskana ar Nolikuma 7.5.punktda (7.punkta (ii)
apakspunkts) noteikto, pretendenta piedavatajam
ekspertam jabat sadai pieredzei: ,Pieredze pédéjo
10 (desmit) gadu laika (no 2007.gada - 2017.gadam,
lidz piedavajumu iesniegsanas dienai) 1 (viens)
dzelzcela rito3a sastava iegades un uzturésanas
planaizstradé”. Izvértéjot visu pieejamo informaciju,
lepirkuma komisija noraidija IDOM Consulting,
engineering, architecture S.A.U. piedavajumu, jo:

Ritosa sastava eksperta CV 3.1.punktd noradita
pieredze neatbilst Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (7.punkta (i)
apaksSpunkts) prasibam, nemot véra, ka projekta
ietvaros veikta detalizéta projektéSana [-], kas
paredzéta vienigi kravu parvadajumiem.

Ritosa sastava eksperta CV 3.1.punktd noradita
pieredze neatbilst Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (7.punkta (ii)
apakspunkts) prasibam, nemot véra, ka projekta
ietvaros projektétais 6,55 km garais sliezu posms, kas
ir ieklauts dzelzcela mezgla, nevar tkt uzskatits par
pietiekamu dzelzcela infrastruktdrai, lai tam batu
nepiecieSams atsevisks ritosa sastava parks un
atsevisks uzturésanas plans.

Ritosa sastava eksperta CV 3.2.punktd noradita
pieredze neatbilst Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (7.punkta (i);
(i) apakSpunkts) prasibam, nemot véra, ka
konkrétais projekts péc bitibas nav uzskatams par
dzelzcelu, bet gan par metro.

Ritosa sastava eksperta CV 3.3.punktd noradita
pieredze neatbilst Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (7.punkta (i);
(i) apakSpunkts) prasibam, nemot véra, ka
konkrétais projekts péc butibas nav uzskatams par
dzelzcelu, bet gan par metro.

Ritosa sastava eksperta CV 3.4.punkta noradita
pieredze neatbilst Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (7.punkta (i);
(i) apakSpunkts) prasibam, nemot véra, ka
konkrétais projekts péc batibas nav uzskatams par
dzelzcelu, bet gan par metro.

Ritosa sastava eksperta CV 3.5.punktd noradita
pieredze neatbilst Nolikuma 7.5.punkta (7.punkta (i);
(i) apakSpunkts) prasibam, nemot véra, ka
konkrétais projekts péc batibas nav uzskatams par
dzelzcelu, bet gan par metro.

requirements set in Clause 7.5 (item No 7 (i), (ii)). In
accordance with minimal qualification requirements
set in clause 7.5 (item No 7 (i)) of Regulations,
proposed Rolling Stock expert has to comply with
the requirement: “(i) At least 5 years’ experience in
the period of last 10 years (2007 to 2017 until the
date of submission of the Proposal) in railway fleet
configuration and sizing, and preparation of
technical specifications for both passengers and
freight railway rolling stock, and development of
maintenance plans thereof’. In accordance with
minimal qualification requirements set in clause 7.5
(item No 7 (ii)) of Regulations, proposed Rolling
Stock expert has to complay with the requirement:
“(ii) Experience in development of 1 (one) railway
rolling stock procurement and maintenance plan
within last 10 (ten) years (2007 to 2017 until the date
of submission of the Proposal)”. Evaluating all
available information Procurement commision
rejected IDOM Consulting, engineering,
architecture S.A.U. proposal as:

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.1. of Rolling stock experts® CV does not
comply with the requirements set in Clause 7.5
(item No 7 (i) as the detailed design of the access to
[-] is for the freight traffic only.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.1. of Rolling stock experts® CV does not
comply with the requirements set in Clause 7.5 (item
No 7 (ii)) as the detailed design of a 6,55 km track
included in a railway node cannot be a sufficiently
consistent railway infrastructure to require specific
rolling stock fleet and separate maintenance plan.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.2. of Rolling stock experts’ CV does not
comply with the requirements set in Clause 7.5
(item No 7 (i); (ii)) as a metro line subject matter of
the specific project fundamentally is not to be
considered as a railway.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.3. of Rolling stock experts® CV does not
comply with the requirements set in Clause 7.5
(item No 7 (i); (ii)) as a metro line subject matter of
the specific project fundamentally is not to be
considered as a railway.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.4. of Rolling stock experts’ CV does not
comply with the requirements set in Clause 7.5
(item No 7 (i); (ii)) as a metro line subject matter of
the specific project fundamentally is not to be
considered as a railway.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.5. of Rolling stock experts’ CV does not
comply with the requirements set in Clause 7.5
(item No 7 (i); (ii)) as a metro line subject matter of

10



Ritosa sastava eksperta CV 3.6., 3.7. un 3.8.punkta
noradita pieredze neatbilst Nolikuma 7.5.punkta
(7.punkta (i); (ii) apakSpunkts) prasibam, nemot véra,
ka pieredze So projektu ietvaros ir guta agrak ka 10
(desmit) gadu ietvaros (no 2007. - 2017.gadam lidz
piedavajumu iesniegsanas dienai).

5. ltalferr S.p.A. and PricewaterhouseCoopers
Advisory SpA piedavajums noraidits saskana ar
Nolikuma  10.punktu, jo netika iesniegts
piedavajuma nodrosinajums.

Pielikuma: Piedavajumu vértésanas kopsavilkuma
tabula uz 2 (divi) lapam.

lepirkuma komisijas priek3sédétajs/
Procurement commission chairman

the specific project fundamentally is not to be
considered as a railway.

The experience gained in the project indicated in
item No 3.6., 3.7. and 3.8. of Rolling stock experts’ CV
does not comply with the requirements setin Clause
7.5 (item No 7 (i); (ii)) as it is not gained within last 10
(ten) years (2007 to 2017 until the date of submission
of the Proposal).

5. ltalferr S.p.A. and PricewaterhouseCoopers
Advisory SpA proposal was rejected according to
the Section 10. of the Regulations, as the Tenderer
has not submitted proposal (bid) security.

Annex: Summary evaluation table on 2 (two) pages.

M.Blaus
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Zinojuma pielikums
Annex

Piedavajumu vértésanas kopsavilkuma tabula

Summary evaluation table

18.5. Evaluation of the quality of the Technical proposal

18.5.1. Quality of the Technical proposal will be evaluated by scoring the Technical proposals according to the following criteria:
e DB INGENIERIA'Y
SHEE Engineering& {0 AP ECONOMIADEL  gcronch  propmocrin
Consulting ek TRANSPORTE S.M.E. 95 A 9
GmbH M.P., S.A. - INECO P-A-
(a) Understanding of the topic and clarity of the tender 34 37 12 30 31
(b)Organisation of the work and resources 34 31 27 34 31
(c) Quality of the proposed methodology for the traffic studies 62 56 21 49 62
(WP1)
(d)Quality of the proposed methodology for the Operation 100 110 30 110 90
Plan (WP 4.1, 4,2 and 4,3)
(e)Quality of the proposed methodology for the 30 33 6 37 34
Infrastructure and Rolling stock Maintenance (WP 5 and 6)
(f) Quality of the proposed methodology for 61 74 21 74 42
Recommendations and Optimization (WP7)
Total points (in accordance with Clause 18.1.2.): 48,15 51,15 17,55 50,1 43,5
18.5.2. The procurement commission shall obtain the score for each Technical proposal in this criterion by summing up all points obtained by the particular

Technical proposal in this criterion and dividing the sum with the number of members of the procurement commission which participated in the evaluation of the
Technical proposals (4 procurement commission members). The result shall be used as the points for the calculation of the score for the particular Technical proposal
according to the following formula:

Total sum of points received for Technical proposal
100

X 60

points =
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18.6. Evaluation of the Financial proposal

18.6.1.
proposed price.

18.6.2.

Other Financial proposals shall receive score in accordance with the following formula:

lowest proposed price from the compliant proposals

points =

Tenderer's proposed price

DB

ETC

INGENIERIA'Y

X 40

Criteria . . Geodata
Engineering & Transport ECONOMIA DEL . A
Consulting  Consultants TRANSPORTESME. - °TRASA Engs'"ef\"“g
GmbH GmbH MP., S.A. - INECO P
Total price of the Proposal in EUR (excl. 489 970,00 499 340,00 320 490,00 538 387,00 614 308,00
VAT):
Points for the Financial Proposal: 26,16 25,67 40 23,81 20,87

Total Scoring

Criteria

DB
Engineering &

Consulting
GmbH

ETC Transport

Consultants
GmbH

INGENIERIA' Y
ECONOMIA DEL

TRANSPORTE S.M.E.

M.P., S.A. - INECO

SYSTRA SA

Geodata
Engineering
S.p.A.

Points for The Financial Proposal 26,16 25,67 40 23,81 20,87
Points for the Technical Proposal: 48,15 51,15 17,55 50,1 43,5
Total Points: 74,31 76,82 57,55 73,91 64,37

The procurement commission shall award the maximum available points for the Financial proposal to the Financial proposal with the lowest
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