PELLUEHUE 3a knacupaHe Ha y4yacTHUUMTE W onpepensHe UsNbiHUTEN Ha obujecTBeHa
nopbuka/ for participants ranking and nominating contractor for public procurement order

Ne 469-TP-16-TE-Y-3 /P3/Z 1. % Fp.i ¥

Ha ocHoBaHve un. 106, an. 6 or 30 U cbrnacHo oTpaseHu 3aKw4veHWA B AOKNaA 3a
KJlacMpaHe Ha yyacTHULMUTe oT fata J0.0Y Lur¥ Ha KOMMUCHA, Ha3HaYeHa Ha gaTta
05.12.2016r. 3a NpoBeXXAaHe Ha fpoueaypa Ha AoroBapaHe C NpeABapuTeHa nokKaHa
3a yyactme N2 469-TP-16-TE-Y-3, ¢ mnpegMmerT: «[poekTUpaHe W aBTOPCKWU HaA3op,
ynpaBsieHWe Ha npoekTa, ChbfeiicTBMe NpW MOATOTOBKA Ha TeXHUYeckata Hact no
O6LUECTBEHN NOPBYKM, CBbP3aHN C M3rPAKAAHETO U OCLLLECTBABAHETO HA KOHTPON HA
06eKTa, KOHTPOJ Ha KayecTBOTO W [OCTaBKUTE, KOOpAVHMpaHe Ha npouecute W
KOHCYNTMpaHe B NepUOfia Ha M3rpaXcAaHe W BbBeXAaHe B eKCMNNOATauus Ha HOBU
3aMecTBaLX MOLLHOCTU 3a ropetua Boga”, OTKpwTa ¢ npenucka N2 00129-2016-0005/
Pursuant to Art. 106, par. 6 of the PPA, and the results of ranking of applicants created on

L 04 Je/¥ . by commission nominated on date 05.12.2016 for conducting procedure of
negotiating to conduct an agreement with preliminary calls for participation Ne 469-TP-16-TE-Y-3,
with subject: “ Design and architectural supervision, project management, assistance in preparation
of the technical part of public procurement related to the building and the exercising of control over
of the facility, quality and supply control, coordination of the processes and consulting during the
period of building and commissioning of new replacement powers for hot water.”, announced with
Nr.00129-2016-0005

1. Ha 6a3a KpuTepua Hal-HUCKA UeHa, ce onpenend cnegHoOTO KnacupaHe Ha
yuacTHuumTe B npouepypata: / Concidering the prosedure awarding criteria "best price”, the
following ranking of the participants is defined:

1.1. MwpBO MACTO / First place - PAM Cucremc bunrapus OO, Cocpus /Rap Systems Bulgaria
00D, Sofia

1.2. Bropo macTo / Second place - Puck UrxerepuHr Afl, Cocpus / Risk Engineering AD, Sofia

1.3. TpeTo macto / Third place - ALLPlan GmbH., AscTpusa / ALLPlan GmbH, Austria

2. CbrnacHo onpefeneHoTO KnacupaHe, 3a U3NbIHUTEN Ha oblyecTBeHaTa MopbyKa ce
onpeaens KNacMpaHUAT Ha MbPBO MAacTO YYacTHUK , a MMeHHo/ Concemning the ranking of
the participants, the first place ranked participant is defined for contractor, namely:

2.1. PAN Cuctemc Buarapus O0f, Codwms /Rap Systems Bulgaria OOD, Sofia

3. B cpoka 3a nonyyaBaHe Ha 3aABJieHUA 3a y4yacTue, CbrnacHo pasnen VII.1.2) oT poKy-
MeHT PelueHue 3a ofoGpsABaHe Ha OOABNEHME 3a M3MeHeHWe WK [AONbJIHWTENHA
uHgopmauus c ID 756855/08.11.2016, a umeHHo 16:00 Yaca Ha 02.12.2016r., B Ae-
JIOBOACTBOTO Ha Bb3NoXKuTeNnsa ca BXogMpaHu 3asBlieHUA 3a yyacTue, CbOTBETHO o1/
In the period for submitting notuficiations for participation, according section VII.1.2) from
document Decision for approval of a notice of amendment or additional information of
document wioth ID 756855/08.11.2016, namely 16:00 on 02.12.2016, in the registry of the
Assigner had been lodged notiffications for participation, respectively from:

a. ToTema EOO[, Codms/ Totema EOOD, Sofia — Bx. No 1181/ 14.11.2016/ inc. Nr. 1181/
14.11.2016;



b. KoHepmxw EOOL, Codusi/ Konergy EOOD, Sofia — Bx. Ne 1241/ 30.11.2016/ inc. Nr. 1241/
30.11.2016;

C. ALLPlan GmbH., Asctpus/ ALLPlan GmbH, Austria — BX. Ne 1245/ 02.12.2016/ inc. Nr. 1245/
02.12.2016,

d. PAMN Cucremc Buarapua 00f, Codms/ RAP Systems Bulgaria OOD, Sofia. — Bx. Ne 1256/
02.12.2016/inc. Nr. 1256/ 02.12.2016;

e. Puck UrxeHepurr Afl, Codust / Risk Engineering AD, Sofia — Bx. N° 1257/ 02.12.2016/ inc.
Nr. 1257/ 02.12.2016;

C PelueHue Ne 469-TP-16-TE-Y-3 /P2/15.02.2017 Bb3noxuTtenat e onpedennn/ With Decision Nr :
469-TP-16-TE-Y-3/ P2/ 15.02.2017 the Assigner determined:
A. KanoupatuTe, KouTto [1a 6baaT noKaHeHW fa npeacTaBar othepTa/ The Candidates who will
be invited to submit offer :
a. ALLPlan GmbH., Asctpra / ALLPlan GmbH, Austria
b. PAM Cvictemc Bbarapus OO[, Codpua / RAP Systems Bulgaria OOD, Sofia
. Puck UnxeHepuHr Afl, Cocbus / Risk Engineering AD, Sofia

B. KaHaupatuTe, KOUTO Aa He BbaT nokaHeHn fa NPeCTaBAT ogepTa, BKIOYNTENHO U
MOTMBMTE 3a ToBa pelleHne/ The Candidates who will not be invited to submit offer,
including the motives for that decision:

a. ToTema EOO[, Codma / Totema EOOD, Sofia

Motusw/ Motives: B cpoka, MoCTaBeH OT Bb3noxntensa 3a oTCTpaHABaHe Ha KOHCTaTupaHnTe ot

KOMUCHSITE HeCbOTBETCTBMS, onucaHy B [porokon oT paboTtata Ha KOMWCKMATa OTHOCHO

CbOTBETCTBME Ha NOJAJEHWUTE 3afBfieHMA C U3UCKBaHVATE Ha Bb3noxutend oT [nata

25.01.2017r. v u3npateH Ha KaWpupata C nucmo € M3x.Ne 96 /26.01.2017, CbWwmAT e

MpencTaswl AOMLAHUTENHM IOKyMeHTH C BX. Ne 170/02.02.2017r/ In the deadline set by the

Assigner to remove the discrepancies found by the Commission, described in the protocol from

the work of the commission on conformity of applications with the requirements of the Assigner,

dated 25.01.2017 and sent to the Candidate by letter with Outc.Nr. 96 /26.01.2017, it has

submitted additional documents inc. Nr. 170 /02.02.2017,

KomucuATa e KOHCTaTMpasa HechbOTBETCBUE C U3MCKBAHWMATA Ha Bb3JIOXUTE/A, N3NIOXKEHO B T.

1.5. ot TpoTokon oT pabotaTa Ha KOMWCWATA OTHOCHO CBOTBETCTBUE Ha MNOAAMEHWTE

33ABAEHNA C U3MCKBAHMATA Ha Buanoxurensa. CornacHo T. 1.5. ot MpoTokona KaHan#aTeT He €

nocounn BMOA Ha NPaBOOTHOLUEHWETO C AEeBeT OT n3bpoeHute suua 8 EEOOM, dacT IV:

Kputepun 3a ropbop, pasgen BiTexuyecku W NpochecuoHasH cnocobHocty, T.6a). C

JOMbAHUTENIHUTE OOKYMEHTW KaHAMOaThT e Mocoyun, ue Lle W3Mo/3Ba Tesn Juula Kato

nogu3nbAHVTeNM 1 e nNpeactasun otaenHn EEAONM-n 3a BCAKO OT AvuaTa. BbB BCekM OoTOeseH

gokymeHT EEOM W Opyru OOKYMEHTM, KOMUCKUSTA € KOHCTaTupana cnefiHata Jnrnca,

HEMbJHOTA WWIM HEChbOTBETCTBME Ha WHMOPMALWATa, BIJIIOUNTENHO HEPefOBHOCT U/

hakTuuecka rpellika, U/ HecsoTeercrame/ The Commission had found a discrepancy with the

requirements of the Assigner stated in point 1.5. Protocol from the work of the Commission cn

the compliance of the applications with the requirements of the Assigner. According point 1.5

of the Protocol the candidate had not presented the type of the relationship with nine of the

listed persons in EEDOP, part IV: Selection criterias, paragraph B: Technical and proffesional



abilities, point 6a). With the additional documents the Candidate had presented that he will use
the persons as subcontractors and had presented different EEDOPs for each person. In each
EEDOP and additional documents the commission had found the following failuers,
incompleteness and discrepancy of the information, including irregularity and/ or clerical error
and/ or discrepancy:.

— B EEAOM, yacT I: MHdopmauua 3a npolienypaTa 3a Bb3narate Ha obLecTBeHa
nopbuka W 3@ Bb3NAraMA  OpraH W BB3NOXUTENs,  BCekn  OT
NOAM3MLIHNTENNTE @ MOCoYMA KaTo Bb3noxwten upma ,Totema EOOM".
BbafoXMTen Mo HactoslaTa obulectseHa rnopwyka e EBH  bwarapua
Tonnodgukauma EALL Bb3NOXUTENAT C4WTa, He AOMYCHATOTO Hapyllenne npw
nombisaHe Ha EEAOMN 3a cbllectBeno/ In EEDOP, part T:Information for the
procurement and for the contracting authority or the assigner, each one of the
subconractors and pointed Totema EOOD as an assignet. The Assigner of the
present tender procedure is EVN Bulgaria Toplofikatsia EAD. The Assigner had
considered the filling infringement of EEDOP as essential.

—~ 32 HWTO eayH OT NOOW3MbIHUTENNTE KAaHGUAATHT He € NPefcTaBii Aekapalms
no un.101, an.11 ot 30M. Cernacko T.1.7.4. n T.1.7.45. OT DBOKYMEHT
,MpouefypHo onucaHve”, nNpyi MofasaHe Ha 3asBfieHMA 3a ydact/e B
npollefypaTta onakoskata TrpAbBa [a BKIOYBA HA-ManKo CiefHuTe
OoKyMeHTM: [lekfapalusa 3a JiWnca Ha CBbP3aHOCT C Apyr KaHpanat B
npotienypata. CbrnacHo T.1.2 1 T.1.2.1.11 ocHOBaHWe 3a 3ab/DKUTENHO
oTCTpaHABaHe e KaHAMOaTLT [a e CBbp3aHo auue ¢ Apyr KaHAMdaT B
npouemypata. CbrmacHo T. 1.5.4 u 7. 1.5.4.1 OT JOKyMeHT LlpouenypHo
onucaHWe”, KaHaMAaTLT NOCOYBa B 3a8AB/IEHNETO NOAU3MBIHWUTENNUTE W Aesla OT
fopbuKaTa, KOWTO Lie UM BL3NOXW, @ CamuTe MOAM3MbAHMTENN Tpabea Aa
OTroBapAT Ha ChOTBETHWUTE KPWUTepun 3a noabop CbobGPasHoO BWUAA W Aena ot
nopbukaTa, KOWTO LU W3MbIHABAT, W 3a TAX AA He Ca Hajanue ocHOBaHWA 3a
oTCTpaHABaHe OT npouefypata. KbM [JOKyMeHTauwATa 3a ydactve B
npouepypata Bb3NOXUTENAT e NMpunoxun obpasel Ha Jexnapauua no 4n.101,
an.11 ot 3001, B obpaseua Ha [eknapaunaTa UpUYHO e 3anncaHo, Ye CbulnAT
ce mpencTaBs M OT TpeTn avua:” m.3 Jeknapayusma ce npedcmasa u om
mpemume auua u/unu noduU3NbAHUMeEsUMe, Cb2A1acHo Y. 65, an. 4 u y. 66,
an. 2 om 301" ( nog, nvHnAa, T.3). B Ta3n BPb3Ka BB3NOXUTENAT € cyesl, de
KaHOMOATLT He e MpeacraBun  U3nckyem AOKymeHT/  For non of the
subcontractors had not been presented a declaration acc.art.101, par.1 of PPA .
According point1.7.4. and point 1.7.4.5 from document Description procedure ,
for submission an application for participation the the package shall include at
least the following documents: Declaration for absence of relationship to
another Applicant in the procedure. According point 1.2 and point 1.2.1.11 a
ground for mandatory exclusion is the candidate to be a related entity with
another candidate in the procurement procedure. According point 1.5.4 and
point 1.5.4.1 from document Description procedure, the candidate shall indicate
the exact subcontractors and the kind of works which will be assigned to them,



and these subcontractors must comply with the relevans selestion criterias
according the type and the proportion of the work, which will be performed,
and for these subcontractors there are not grounds for mandatory exclusion.
With the documentatuon for participation the Assigner had applied a sample of
the Declaration acc.art.101, par.1 of PPA. In the sample there is specifically
written that it should also be submitted by thirth parties “point 3 The declaration
is also submitted by the third parties and/or the subcontractors pursuant to art.
65, par. 4 and art. 66, par. 2 of the Public Procurement Act”( inder the line,
point 3). In connetion to this the Assigner had considered that the candidate had
not submitted a necessary document.

b. KoHepmku EQOJ, Codua / Konergy EOOD, Sofia

MoTueu/ Motives: B cpoka, NocTaBeH oT Bb3noxuTesA 33 0TCTPaHABaHE Ha KOHCTAaTMpaH1Te OT
KOMWCMATA HECLOTBETCTBUS, onvcaHn B TlpoTokosi oT pabotata Ha KOMUCWATA OTHOCHO
CHOTBETCTBME Ha MOdadeHUTe 3afBeHUs C M3WCKBaHMATa Ha Bwbanoxutena oT JAdTa
25.01.2017r. n w3npateH Ha KaHoupata C nucmo ¢ M3x.Ne 96 /26.01.2017, ColLmAT €
MpencTaBu AOMBAHATENHU BOKyMeHTM ¢ Bx, Ne 153/31.01.2017r./ In the deadline set by the
Assigner to remove the discrepancies found by the Commission, described in the protocol from
the work of the commission on conformity of applications with the requirements of the Assigner,
dated 25.01.2017 and sent to the Candidate by letter with Outc.Nr. 96 /26.01.2017, it has
submitted additional documents inc. Nr. 153/31.01.2017.

KOMUCMATa e KOHCTaTUpana HeCbOTBETCBUE C U3UCKBAHMATA Ha Bb3NOXUTENA, N3NOXKEHO B T.
2.5. ot [Mpotokon oT paboTata Ha KOMWMCMATA OTHOCHO CHOTBETCTBME HA MOA3AEHUTE
3a39BMIeHNS C U3WUCKBAHWSTa Ha Bb3noxuTensa. B 3adBfeHWETO (M KaHAUAATLT € NpencraBun
KoMMe Ha OunaoMa 3a 3aBbplieHo cpefHo obpasosanue ECTY ¢ npenofasaHe Ha 3anapHi
eauuy. MpuNoXeHna [OKYMeHT 3a JoKa3BaHe Ha ornpefienied HUBO Ha BAfleeHe Ha AHIINACKN
WWAN HEMCKM €3MK Ha MPeyIoKeHWs PbKOBOAWTENl Ha MpOekT He e [0Ka3aTencTBo 3a
cBOGOMAHO BRAfleeHe Ha aHMWACKM W/ AN HEMCKKA e3uK Cropep, eBponeickus efyHeH
cTaHgapT — B1. KoMmcuATa e w3unckana [AOMb/HWTENHW AOKasaTeNcTea 3a BNAafeeHe Ha
AHTAIAMICKA W/ WM HeMCKM e3UK  Cropef] eBporeiickua  efuHeH craHjapT — B1 Ha
PBKOBOAMTENATE NpOeKT. KaHmWAaTbT OONBAHWTENHO € MPeAcTaBni  CepTignKkaTi 3a
BIafleeHe Ha aHIIMRCKK e3vk Ha Mapwa MassioBa BeHUMU1aBOBa - HABO Headway intermediate
U Ha Mwuna OrHsHoBa AHacTacoBa — HWBO B2, 3a [peTe NUa He € NMOCOYeHO KakBa POJIA L
W3MBAHABAT MPW ydacTveTo cu B obLlecTBeHaTa ropbuka. CbrnacHo Paspen i, T7.1.3 or
OBSBIEHNETO Ha HacTOALIATa OBLLECTBEHa NOPBHKA M CbIIAcHO JoKymeHT Kputepum noadop (
M3paHne Nel), pasmen: TexHudeckute U MpodecnoHanHuTe  CnocobHoct T.2.9 OT
JlokyMeHTaUvATa 3a yyacTue, PLKOBOAMTENAT Ha NpoekT TpAGBa cBobopHO na Bnagee
AHTTIMNACKU W/ WM HeMCKV 31K Cope[] eBPOMefcky euHeH CTaHdapT — B1 — rosopeHe #
pasbupaHe. KaHIMAATHT He e NMPUNOoXWUA 3a [BeTe JINLa A0oKa3aTesCTBa 38 NpUTeXasaH onuT B
yNpaB/ieHUETO Ha MPOEKTMW 3a WU3rpakaHe Ha TOMNoeNeKTpUYecK LEeHTPaNN UK UeHTpanu 3a
MPOM3BOLCTBO Ha TOMMHHA EHEPrYis, KakKTo ¥ He e NombaHWA pa3nen IV, vact 4 Kputepun 3a
nogbop, pasgen B TexHUYeckn U npodechoHanHu cnocobHocT, 7.6 ot EEJOMN ¢ KopekTHO



nocouBaHe Ha ATbKHOCTTa UM/ The Commission had found a discrepancy with the requirements
of the Assigner stated in point 2.5. Protocol from the work of the Commission on the compli-
ance of the applications with the requirements of the Assigner. In his application the candidate
had presented a copy of the diploma for secondary education ESPU with western languges. The
document for meeting the level of competences of the project’s manager in English and/or
German language is not an evidence for fluence in English and/or German language in
compliance with the Single European Language Competences Standard — B1 — speaking and
understanding. The Comission had requested addition| evidences for fluency of the project’s
managers in English and/or German language in compliance with the Single European Language
Competences Standard — B1 — speaking and understanding. The candidate had presented addi-
tionally a sertificates for fluency in English language to Maria Pavlova Ventsislavova — level
Headway Intermediate and to Mila Ogyanova Anastasova — level B2. For both persons had not
been pointed what position would they performed. According to Section lll, point 1.3 of the
Announcement and according to the document Selection criteria (Issue Ne1), section: Technical
and professional abilitie, point.2.9 of documentation for participation, the project manager
should be fluent in English and / or German as a single European standard - B1 - speaking and
understanding. The candidate had not applied for them these two persons proof of possession
of experience in managing projects to build power plants or plants for the praduction of heat,
and had not completed Section IV, Part 4 selection criteria section C: Technical and professional
abilities, item 6 of EEDOP with correct indication of their positions.

OpraH n cpoK 3a o6ansaHe Ha HacTosAwlOTO pewleHwe: Komucua 3a 3aliuta Ha
KOHKypeHUMATa, He no-KbcHo oT 10 pAHM OT nojyvyaBaHe Ha HacToALlOTO
pelweHue /Authority and deadline for appeal the decision: Commission on Protection of
Competition, not later than 10 days from receipt of the decision

Ha ocHoBaHue un. 43, an. 1 ot 30[, HacTOALLOTO pelleHWe Aa Ce u3npatu B TpPUAHEBEH
CPOK [0 BCUYKM ydacTHuuw/ Pursuant to Art. 43, par. 1 of the PPA, the decision is to be sent to
all participants.

HacToAwoTo peluenne, KakTo U BCUHKN AOKYMEHTH, CBbp3aHu € npolieaypara, ce
ny6nukyeat Ha Mpoduna Ha KynyBaya Ha Bb3IoXKUTeNa Ha cnepfHus appec/ This decision,
as well as all documents related to the procedure shall be published on the buyer's profile of the
contracting authority at the following address: https.//www.evn.ba/Za-nas/BuyersProfile/16 TP 469-
Proektirane i avtorski nadzor upravlenie.aspx?listnode=/Za-nas/BuyersProfile

// N0

1HopMaLmsTa e 3anmyeHa cbriacHo Y. 2 u un. 4 ot 3314

Cum
/W3n
Simo Georgiev Simov ® ‘?Slt// Jeanette Petkova Stoftschewa
/Executive member of the BoD/ / Deputy-chairman of the BoD/
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VHpopmauuaTa e 3annyeHa cbrracHo yn. 2 nun. 4 ot 33J1[




