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Regarding the requirements of the procurement procedure “Supply of buses” (ID No. RS 2026/17)

Riga Municipality Limited Liability Company (SIA) Rīgas satiksme (hereinafter – the “Contracting Authority”) Procurement Commission has received a request from a potential tenderer to provide answers to questions regarding the requirements of the procurement procedure “Supply of Buses” (ID No. RS 2026/17) (hereinafter – the “procurement procedure”).


To 04.06.2026 No. 2.7.8

We would also like to inform you that the Contracting Authority hereby provides answers to the following questions dated 4 June 2026, for which the term for submitting answers was extended until 19 June 2026:

Question 10
Paragraph B.9.2.1 of the Technical Specification (Internal and External Displays) provides for mounting locations for TFT and LED displays supplied by the Contracting Authority within the vehicle and, inter alia, stipulates that “where the protective glass is separate from the front windscreen, provision shall be made for its heating”. 
This requirement creates two ambiguities. Firstly, the wording does not clearly identify the component to which the heating requirement applies – the heating of the front LED display enclosure itself, the heating of the protective cover glass as a separate element from the display, or the provision of an additional heated section of the vehicle windscreen in the area adjacent to the display. Secondly, if the requirement concerns the heating of the LED display or its protective cover glass, the technical implementation of such functionality falls within the responsibility of the display manufacturer. As the display itself is to be supplied by the Contracting Authority pursuant to Paragraph B.9.2.1, the Supplier cannot, at the tender stage, determine whether the display ultimately selected by the Contracting Authority incorporates a protective cover glass, the design of such component, or whether its construction permits the integration of a heating system. 
We therefore ask the Contracting Authority to clarify: 
1) to which element the heating requirement set out in Paragraph B.9.2.1 applies, namely whether it relates to the display unit itself, the display’s protective cover glass, or the area of the vehicle windscreen located opposite the display; 
2) which party is responsible for the heating solution – the Contracting Authority (supplying the display) or the Supplier (supplying the vehicle); 
3) if the requirement relates to the display’s protective cover glass and responsibility for compliance rests with the Supplier, how is this requirement expected to be fulfilled at the tender stage, given that the display selected by the Contracting Authority and its design are not known at the time the tender is being prepared.

Answer 10:
The heating requirement specified in Paragraph B.9.2.1 of the Technical Specifications applies to the protective glass of the front LED display integrated into the vehicle's design, where such protective glass is separate from the windscreen. In such cases, the Supplier shall ensure that the relevant glass is heated, taking into account that the windscreen already has integrated heating, whereas a separate protective glass of the front LED display may not be.
This requirement does not apply to the heating of the LED display itself or any of its structural components. Nor does the Contracting Authority require the Supplier to provide or modify the construction of the LED display itself.
The Supplier shall ensure that the selected vehicle solution, including the design of the protective glass and, where applicable, its heating, provides adequate visibility of the display under operating conditions.
The specific technical solution may be agreed during the approval process in accordance with the requirements of Section A.17 of the Technical Specification.

The Contracting Authority further clarifies that it is aware of the technical risks associated with the integration of external LED displays, particularly with regard to their compatibility with the vehicle structure. The approach originally set out in Section B.9 of the Technical Specification envisages that the external LED displays will be supplied by the Contracting Authority, whereas the Supplier shall prepare the vehicle for their installation and integration.
At the same time, the Contracting Authority has considered it necessary to refine the above approach and stipulates that the external LED displays shall be supplied by the Supplier as part of the vehicle equipment, ensuring their full integration into the vehicle design. The relevant clarifications will be made and published in the amendments to the tender documentation.
Please refer to the amendments to the Regulations dated 19 June 2026, which have been published at www.eis.gov.lv and www.rigassatiksme.lv.   


Question 18:
Paragraph E.3 (Fault Diagnosis and Troubleshooting) of the Technical Specification provides that the Supplier shall examine and accept or reject the warranty claim within 48 (forty-eight) hours of receipt of the Contracting Authority's application. The wording implies that these are calendar hours, which are counted continuously from the moment the application is received, regardless of the day of the week or the time of day. 
This period is disproportionate and, in practice, impossible to comply with in a number of scenarios. Firstly, Section E of the Technical Specification itself (Warranty Performance Conditions) expressly provides in Paragraph E.4 that the Supplier shall ensure the availability of the manufacturer’s technical support on working days from 08:00 to 17:00 EET (UTC+02:00). This means that, within the framework of the operational support arrangements, the Supplier is not required to provide technical support to the Contracting Authority on weekends, public holidays or outside the specified support hours. 
These two paragraphs of the same section constitute a direct internal contradiction. In practice, this gives rise to scenarios such as the following: if the Contracting Authority submits a notification on Friday at 17:01, the 48-calendar-day response period would expire on Sunday at 17:01, despite the fact that, pursuant to Paragraph E.4, the Supplier’s technical support service is not available during that period and has not had a single working hour in which to review the claim. An even more illustrative example would be a notification received at 19:30 on 21 December 2029, immediately before the Christmas public holidays, in circumstances where the next officially designated working day falls only on 27 December 2029. In such a case, the 48-hour period shall fall entirely outside any working hours and the Supplier shall be objectively unable to carry out the technical examination of the claim within that period. 
Therefore, we kindly request the Contracting Authority to align the claim review period specified in Clause E.3 with the Supplier’s actual support hours as set out in Clause E.4. Specifically, we kindly request that the wording “within 48 (forty-eight) hours” be replaced with “within 2 (two) working days” or another functionally equivalent formulation that links the deadline to working days and the Supplier’s established working hours. This wording preserves the Contracting Authority's desire for prompt complaint processing while making the requirement objectively enforceable and mutually consistent with the other requirements of Section E.

Answer 18:
The Contracting Authority clarifies that the time limit set out in Section E.3 of the Technical Specification shall be read in conjunction with the technical support availability requirements set out in Section E.4 of the Technical Specification.
At the same time, the Contracting Authority informs that the above time limit has been revised, and the Technical Specification now provides for a period of 3 (three) working days for the initial assessment of a warranty claim (this requirement has been revised by way of an amendment).
The above clarification is intended to ensure an objectively achievable and coherent procedure for the handling of warranty claims, while maintaining the Contracting Authority's requirement for a prompt response.
Please refer to the amendments to the Regulations dated 19 June 2026, which have been published at www.eis.gov.lv and www.rigassatiksme.lv.   


Question 23
Paragraph 8.3 of the draft contract for Lot 1 of the procurement (Supply of Electric Buses) (Annex 6.1 to the Regulations) provides that, in the event of failure to comply with the final delivery deadline for the buses, the Contracting Authority is entitled, in addition to a contractual penalty of 0.5% per day and a maximum delay penalty cap of 10%, to claim compensation from the Supplier for losses corresponding to the amount of European Union funding not received (where such funding has been awarded). A similar provision concerning losses related to European Union co-financing is also included in Paragraph 8.5 (refusal to deliver), Paragraph 8.18 (unilateral termination of the contract in connection with a criminal offence or an infringement of competition law), and Paragraph 8.19 (circumstances referred to in Section 69, Paragraph one of the Law on the Procurement of Public Service Providers). 
This contractual provision, as it stands, is disproportionate and effectively unenforceable at the tender stage. The share of co-financing from EU funds in a given project can vary considerably – in some support programme instruments, the co-financing rate can be around 10% of the project value, while in others it can be as high as 80–90%. This means that the currently stipulated cap on delay penalties, amounting to 10% of the value of the delayed obligation, may in practice be supplemented by damages that are potentially many times greater, the exact amount of which cannot be assessed or provisioned for by the Tenderer at the time of preparing its tender. 
It is not reasonable to expect the Tenderer to know under which projects the Contracting Authority has applied for, or intends to apply for, European Union co-financing, or the level of such co-financing, as this information is not publicly available at the tender preparation stage and relates to the Contracting Authority’s internal financial and project management processes. At the same time, failing to take such a significant financial risk into account when preparing the tender would not be consistent with prudent commercial practice on the part of the Tenderer, as the potential amount of such damages could, in theory, exceed the entire profit anticipated from the performance of the procurement contract. This uncertainty has a significant impact on the pricing of the tender, as the Tenderer is effectively forced either to include a conservative risk premium in its price to account for an unknown level of potential damages, or to assume an unlimited financial risk. 
We therefore request the Contracting Authority to amend Paragraphs 8.3, 8.5, 8.18 and 8.19 of the Part 1 of the draft contract by selecting one of the following options. Option 1 – complete deletion of the wording “and the CONTRACTING AUTHORITY shall also be entitled to claim compensation from the SUPPLIER for losses corresponding to the amount of European Union co-financing not received (where such co-financing has been granted)”, on the basis that the contractual penalty limits already established (10% of the value of the delayed obligation under Paragraphs 8.3 and 8.5, and the fixed contractual penalty of EUR 1,000,000.00 under Paragraphs 8.18 and 8.19) are deemed to constitute sufficient compensation for any resulting losses. 
Option 2 – the Contracting Authority establishes a clear maximum amount of damages by defining it either as a specific percentage of the total contract value (for example, not more than X% of the price of the delayed Bus or of the total contract price), as a fixed monetary amount, or by expressly identifying the relevant European Union funding project, including the project name, the co-financing intensity expressed as a percentage, and the total amount of co-financing in euro to which the references in Paragraphs 8.3, 8.5, 8.18 and 8.19 relate. This clarification would ensure that the Tenderer can correctly assess and price the specific risk, provide the necessary clarity to the guarantors on the maximum possible commitments and create a common understanding of the conditions of the procurement among all tenderers.

Answer 23:
Please refer to the amendments to the Regulations dated 19 June 2026, which have been published at www.eis.gov.lv and www.rigassatiksme.lv.   




To 10.06.2026 No. 2.7.9
We would also like to inform you that the Contracting Authority hereby provides answers to the following questions dated 10 June 2026, for which the term for submitting answers was extended until 19 June 2026:

Question 3:
Section B.2.4.2 (Lifting Mechanism) of the technical specifications stipulates that the vehicle must be equipped with a body-lift system integrated with the air suspension and electronic height control system (ECAS or equivalent). It is further specified that the system must be capable of temporarily increasing the vehicle’s ground clearance in raised mode to ensure the safe overcoming of obstacles (such as urban infrastructure elements and road unevenness). 
From a technical standpoint, the body-lift mechanism increases the height of the bus body relative to its chassis and suspension system, but does not change the vehicle’s ground clearance – that is, the distance from the lowest fixed point to the road surface. Ground clearance is a structural parameter of the vehicle determined by the chassis design, suspension geometry, and wheel dimensions, and is not directly affected by the body-lift mechanism. 
Thus, the wording of Section B.2.4.2 regarding the increase in ground clearance in the raised position does not technically correspond to the actual operation of the lifting mechanism. We request that the Contracting Authority amend Section B.2.4.2 to specify which part of the vehicle is intended to be lifted – that is, the increase in body height relative to the suspension.

Answer 3:
The Contracting Authority acknowledges that, in technical terminology and practice, the ground clearance of a vehicle may be interpreted differently depending on the vehicle design and the location of its lowest point.
The purpose of the requirement is not to define ground clearance as a fixed design parameter, but rather to ensure that, when operating in the raised mode, the vehicle is capable of increasing the clearance between the bodywork and other structural components and the road surface, thereby improving its ability to safely negotiate obstacles.
Accordingly, the requirement set out in Paragraph B.2.4.2 of the Technical Specification has been revised to specify that the lifting system shall increase the distance between the road surface and the vehicle bodywork, as well as any other structural components affected by the lifting function.

Please refer to the amendments to the Regulations dated 19 June 2026, which have been published at www.eis.gov.lv and www.rigassatiksme.lv.   


Question 6:
Section C.1 (Technical Maintenance) of the technical specifications concludes with the requirement that the tenderer submits a periodic maintenance plan in the technical offer, including the scope of work to be performed and maintenance intervals. 
It is unclear from the wording what time or mileage period the maintenance plan should cover. Possible interpretations vary significantly in terms of scope and workload, ranging from the vehicle’s basic warranty period (3 years or 210 000 km for electric buses), up to the vehicle’s designed service life (12 years in accordance with Section A.15) or another term. 
We ask the Contracting Authority to specify the time or mileage period for which the maintenance plan must be prepared – whether the tenderer must submit a complete maintenance plan for the entire design service life (12 years), only for the basic warranty period (3 years / 210 000 km), or for another period specified by the Contracting Authority. This clarification is necessary so that tenderers can prepare maintenance plans that are comparable with one another.

Answer 6:
The periodic maintenance schedule shall be submitted for the vehicle’s basic warranty period, corresponding to the warranty period and mileage offered by the Tenderer where these exceed the minimum requirements specified in the Technical Specification. (The requirement set out in Section C.1 of the Technical Specification has been revised accordingly.)
This approach ensures that the maintenance schedules are directly comparable and are aligned with the Contracting Authority's requirements regarding the provision of spare parts and consumable materials.
The Tenderer may provide additional information regarding maintenance beyond the basic warranty period at its discretion.
Please refer to the amendments to the Regulations dated 19 June 2026, which have been published at www.eis.gov.lv and www.rigassatiksme.lv.   


Question 7:
Section C.2.1 (Spare Parts for Periodic Maintenance) of the technical specifications stipulates that the Supplier must provide a set of spare parts intended for the periodic maintenance of all vehicles supplied under the contract during the warranty period, and that the tenderer must provide a detailed list of spare parts and materials in the technical offer, specifying the quantity per vehicle and the total quantity for the supply batch. 
This wording creates two ambiguities. First, it is unclear exactly which warranty period is meant – whether the vehicle’s basic warranty (3 years or 210 000 km) or another term (for example, 5 years and 350 000 km, if a 5-year warranty is provided, 10 years and 700 000 km as a battery warranty, or another). 
Second, it is unclear how to interpret the scope of the list of “parts subject to natural wear and tear” – should the tenderer specify, for example, a single set of windscreen wiper blades, or should they estimate the total expected quantity for each part over the entire relevant period? 
We ask the Contracting Authority to clarify, 
1) what specific warranty period Section C.2.1 stipulates for the provision of a set of spare parts – the basic warranty period (3 years / 210 000 km) or another specific term, and 
2) whether the list of parts subject to natural wear and tear should specify the quantity per maintenance cycle (for example, one set of wiper blades) or the total quantity expected for the entire relevant period. Both the calculation for Item 3 of the financial offer and the quantity in the spare parts list of the technical offer depend directly on these answers. 
3) the list of parts that are considered wear-and-tear parts for the purposes of this procurement. 
4) whether the answer to these questions (regarding the interpretation of the warranty period and the methodology for determining the quantity of spare parts) also applies to the preparation of the financial offer, as set forth in Annex 4.1 (Part 1 of the procurement subject – electric buses) Item 2 and, accordingly, Annex 4.2 (Part 2 of the procurement subject – diesel buses), Item 2, where the Tenderer specifies the price of the set of spare parts and materials required for a single vehicle and the total price for all vehicles; 
5) whether the Contracting Authority undertakes to actually purchase the entire quantity of spare parts and materials specified in Item 2 of the tenderer’s financial offer (for 60 vehicles) and, if so, by what specific term the Contracting Authority undertakes to complete this purchase (for example, at the same time as the supply of the vehicles, during the warranty period, or by another specific term). This clarification is necessary in order to objectively determine the prices of spare parts.

Answer 7:
The Contracting Authority explains that:
1)	The spare parts kit for periodic maintenance shall be provided for the vehicle's basic warranty period, corresponding to the warranty period and mileage offered by the Tenderer, where these exceed the minimum requirements specified in the Technical Specification.
2)	The quantity of spare parts and consumables shall be specified as the total quantity expected to be required for one vehicle throughout the relevant warranty period, rather than for a single maintenance cycle. Accordingly, the specified quantity shall include all the necessary consumables and wear parts required to carry out periodic maintenance throughout the warranty period.
3)	For the purposes of this procurement, naturally wearing parts shall mean parts whose wear under normal operating conditions is expected and whose replacement is either specified in the manufacturer's maintenance schedule or can reasonably be anticipated during the vehicle's operation in order to ensure its safe and continuous operation. The minimum quantity of such components is defined in Paragraph C.2.1 of the Technical Specifications (the requirement is specified in the Technical Specifications). In addition, the Tenderer shall include any other parts required for the relevant vehicle model in accordance with the manufacturer's maintenance schedule and technical documentation.
4)	The Contracting Authority confirms that the above clarifications concerning the interpretation of the warranty period and the methodology for determining the quantity of spare parts shall also apply to the preparation of the financial proposal.
At the same time, the Contracting Authority draws attention to the fact that the spare parts and consumables for periodic maintenance correspond to Item 3 of the Financial Proposal (Lots 1 and 2 of the procurement), under which the Tenderer shall specify the price per vehicle and the total price for the entire quantity to be supplied.
5)	Yes, the Contracting Authority shall purchase the entire quantity of the spare parts and consumables set specified in the Tenderer's Financial Proposal, in accordance with the terms and conditions of the Draft Contract (Annex 6.1 to the Regulations). Payment for the relevant delivery quantities shall be made in accordance with the procedure set out in Clause 2.5 of the Draft Contract.
Please refer to the amendments to the Regulations dated 19 June 2026, which have been published at www.eis.gov.lv and www.rigassatiksme.lv.   


Question 15:
Section B.1.1.5 (Equipment Compartments, Covers) of the technical specifications stipulates, among other things, that the battery housing must be protected against acid exposure by “constructing it from layers of the highest-quality special material”. 
This wording describes a specific design solution – an acid-resistant protective layer consisting of several layers of special materials. Category M3 articulated buses manufactured in Europe use modern battery compartment solutions that comply with applicable safety and material requirements, but do not always include such a specific layered acid-resistant protective layer. Modern low-voltage batteries are often sealed (AGM, gel, lithium-ion, or equivalents), and their design inherently eliminates the risk of acid leakage, making an additional protective layer structurally and functionally unnecessary. 
This wording appears to describe a specific manufacturer’s technical solution, which potentially restricts competition by excluding manufacturers whose standard solutions are objectively unable to meet this requirement. We request that the Contracting Authority replace this specific design requirement with a functional requirement, i.e., the battery compartment must ensure protection of the passenger compartment and driver’s cabin against the risk of exposure to acid or other electrolytes in accordance with the vehicle’s type approval and the applicable UN/ECE Regulation and safety standards. This functional requirement safeguards the Contracting Authority’s security interests while allowing all European bus manufacturers to participate, regardless of the specific design solution.

Answer 15:
The Contracting Authority confirms that the wording set out in Paragraph B.1.1.5 of the Technical Specification may be interpreted as referring to a specific design solution.
The purpose of the requirement is to ensure that the battery housing ensures safe operation and provides protection against exposure to electrolyte or other hazardous substances.
Accordingly, the requirement has been revised to establish a functional requirement, specifying that the battery housing shall ensure the protection of the passenger compartment, the driver's cab and the vehicle structure against the risk of exposure to electrolyte under normal and foreseeable operating conditions.
The Supplier shall select the specific technical solution, ensuring compliance with the applicable safety requirements and the applicable vehicle type approval requirements.
Please refer to the amendments to the Regulations dated 19 June 2026, which have been published at www.eis.gov.lv and www.rigassatiksme.lv.   

To 18.06.2026 No. 2.7.11

Question 1:
Annex 5 to the Regulations (Declaration A) and Section 14 of the Draft Contract (Cybersecurity Provisions) set out a number of requirements regarding the Supplier's personnel and designated contact persons responsible for cybersecurity. 
Specifically, the clauses of Section 14 of the Draft Contract set out the following interrelated obligations: 
Clause 14.1 provides that the information systems and ICT resources provided by the Supplier and connected to the operational technologies used to ensure the operation of the Bus shall comply with the requirements applicable to Class A information systems and ICT resources under Cabinet of Ministers Regulation No. 397 of 25 June 2025, 'Minimum Cyber Security Requirements (Regulation No. 397). 
Clause 14.2 provides that the Supplier is responsible for engaging subcontractors involved in the manufacture of the Bus Systems to which the cybersecurity requirements apply and shall inform the Contracting Authority of such subcontractors and certify their compliance with Cabinet Regulation No. 397 and the requirements of the Contract. 
Clause 14.3 provides that a list of the natural persons involved in the manufacture of the Bus Systems to which the cybersecurity requirements apply, together with an explanation of each person's role in the performance of the Contract, shall form an annex to the Contract and the Supplier shall notify the Contracting Authority of any changes to that list during the performance of the Contract. 
Clause 14.4 provides that the Contracting Authority shall designate a person responsible for supervising the performance of the Contract in the field of cybersecurity, together with that person's name, telephone number and email address. 
In practice, this can be resolved using a role-based or functional team, as is often the case. 
We ask the Contracting Authority to explain: 
1) For the purposes of Annex 5 (Declaration A) and Section 14 of the Draft Contract, may the Supplier designate a functional mailbox (i.e. a team or organisational unit email address) as its cybersecurity contact point instead of the email address of a specific natural person, taking into account industry practice and the principle of continuous availability? 
2) If the Contracting Authority insists on the designation of a specific natural person, how will the requirement for continuous availability be ensured, and how will changes (e.g. temporary replacement during periods of leave or following a change of position) be managed without requiring a formal amendment to the Contract in each such case?


Answer 1:
The Contracting Authority clarifies that the person designated in Section 14 of the Draft Contract refers to the Contracting Authority's, and not the Supplier's, cybersecurity contact person. Clause 14.4 of the Draft Contract provides that the Contracting Authority shall designate the person responsible for cybersecurity oversight of the performance of the Contract and specify that person's contact details. Accordingly, Clause 14.4 shall not be construed as requiring the Supplier to designate a specific natural person as its cybersecurity contact point.


Question 2:
Section A.7 of the Technical Specification (Operating Conditions) specifies an average operating speed of 18 km/h, an average route length of 34 km, and an average annual mileage of 70,000 km. Section A.6 of the Technical Specification, in turn, provides that the electric bus shall achieve a minimum driving range of 130 km under urban operating conditions with a fully charged traction battery. 
These figures indicate an average daily mileage of approximately 192 km (assuming the bus is operated 365 days per year) or approximately 213 km (assuming operation on 90% of the days in a year). Accordingly, the average daily mileage significantly exceeds the guaranteed single-charge driving range of 130 km. Furthermore, the concept set out in the introductory paragraph of Section A.7 envisages a combined charging strategy consisting of overnight slow charging at the depot and supplementary fast charging at route termini. It therefore follows that the required single-charge driving range is not intended to correspond to the vehicle's daily mileage, which is consistent with the envisaged operating model. At the same time, although the expected duration of one day's operation can be inferred from the above parameters, the Technical Specification does not specify the period within which the minimum single-charge driving range must be achieved. 
Regardless of the operating model, the actual adequacy of the traction battery capacity depends not only on the distance travelled, but also on the total period over which that capacity is consumed. An electric bus consumes energy not only during driving (traction motor), but also when stationary, including for the operation of the HVAC system, interior lighting, control electronics, door opening and closing cycles, the passenger information system, the air compressor, and other auxiliary systems. Accordingly, travelling 130 km over a period of 5 hours (with shorter stationary periods at route termini and bus stops) is not equivalent, in terms of energy consumption, to travelling the same distance over a period of 11 hours (with longer stationary periods at route termini, during which the HVAC system and other auxiliary systems continue to operate). 
An average speed of 18 km/h suggests that a journey of 130 km would take 7.2 hours. At the same time, it is not entirely clear whether downtime is included in the calculation of the average speed; consequently, the total number of hours may be higher. 
We ask the Contracting Authority to clarify, 
1) Does the average operating speed of 18 km/h specified in Section A.7 refer only to the time during which the vehicle is in motion, or does it also include stationary periods at bus stops and route termini (including drivers' statutory rest breaks and time spent charging)? 
2) If the above average speed does not include stationary periods, please specify the approximate expected total period, in hours, during which the electric bus must be capable of achieving the 130 km single-charge driving range required under Section A.6, both under a minimum scenario (e.g. an intensive route with short stationary periods) and a maximum scenario (e.g. long stationary periods at route termini between trips). 
This clarification is necessary to enable the Tenderer to correctly determine the required usable energy capacity of the traction battery, taking into account not only propulsion energy consumption, but also the energy consumption of auxiliary systems, including the HVAC system, lighting and control systems.

Answer 2:
The average operating speed of 18 km/h specified in Clause A.7 includes both driving time and dwell time at stops and termini, reflecting typical urban public transport operating conditions.
The minimum driving range of 130 km specified in Clause A.6 shall be understood as a functional requirement for operation under urban conditions, taking into account energy consumption during both driving and non-driving periods.
The Contracting Authority does not define a specific time period (in hours) within which this range must be achieved, as it depends on the technical characteristics and energy consumption profile of the proposed vehicle.
Tenderers shall take into account all operational factors, including driving, dwell time and comfort/auxiliary energy consumption, when determining the required battery capacity and preparing their financial offer.





Chairperson of the Procurement Commission
										Karīna Meiberga*	



*THE DOCUMENT IS SIGNED WITH A SECURE ELECTRONIC SIGNATURE AND CONTAINS A TIMESTAMP
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