Participant / Ucastnik:
Baumschlager Eberle / Abalos+Sentkiewicz / Ateliér YYYY

Represented by the lead contractor / Zastoupen vedoucim dodavatelem:
Baumschlager Eberle Lustenau GmbH,

Millennium Park 20

6890 Lustenau, Austria / Rakousko

ID No. / ICO: ATU 52393002

Application for Participation No. / Zadost o ticast ¢.: 8

delivered via the Contracting Authority’s Profile /
doruceno prostiednictvim Profilu Zadavatele
Prague, 25 July 2022
V Praze dne 25. 7. 2022

REQUEST FOR EXPLANATION OF AN APPLICATION FOR PARTICIPATION
VYZVA K PODANI VYSVETLENI ZADOSTI O UCAST

Dear Participant,

(Ceské znéni vyzvy je uvedeno nizel the Czech version of the request is given below)

Thank you for your interest in participating in the procurement procedure with a competitive dialogue
entitled “Novy Hlavak / New Main Station District” (“Competitive Dialogue” or “Public
Contract”), the contracting authority of which is, on the basis of a joint procurement agreement
concerning the Public Contract, the Capital City of Prague, represented by the Department of Property
Management of the Capital City of Prague, the Prague Public Transit Company, joint-stock company,
and Sprava zeleznic, state organization.

we have we have carried out a check of your Application for Participation to ensure that the information
contained therein demonstrates compliance with the conditions of qualification for the Competitive
Dialogue within the meaning of paragraph 6. of the Tender Documentation. In view of the fact that in
the course of this inspection the following ambiguities have been identified which prevent us from
formally confirming that your qualifications have been met in the Competitive Dialogue, we hereby
send you this invitation to clarify or complete your Application for Participation within the meaning of
paragraph 6.4.3 of the Tender Documentation.

We hereby ask you to provide clarification of the following ambiguities no later than Thursday,
28 July 2022 by 5:00 p.m. CET. Upon your prior request, this deadline may be extended; the deadline
for demonstrating compliance with the qualification (if your request for an extension of time to submit
an explanation is granted) is Monday, 1 August 2022 12:00 a.m. (noon) CET.

The explanation must be delivered via the Contracting Authority's Profile (by sending an individual
message to the Contracting Authority).

If the ambiguities described below are not clarified, the Contracting Authority will unfortunately be
compelled to proceed in accordance with paragraph 6.4.4 of the Tender Documentation and exclude the
participant from the Competitive Dialogue.

The terms used in this request have the same meaning as in the Tender Documentation and its annexes.

Novy Hlavak 1



Explanation of the Contracting Authority:

The Contracting Authority required the submission of 2 reference contracts to demonstrate the
compliance with the technical qualification as per paragraph 6.1.4 point C. of the Tender Documentation
- 1 reference contract for the preparation of an Architectural Study or Documentation of a Public Space
(in detail according to paragraph 6.1.4, (C.1) of the Tender Documentation) and 1 reference contract for
the preparation of an Architectural Study or Documentation of a New Building (set of new buildings),
Reconstruction/Renovation with Addition of a Building or Civil Construction Hall (in detail according
to paragraph 6.1.4, ( C.2) of the Tender Documentation). The Contracting Authority shall not prevent
the participant from submitting more than one reference contract in the Application for Participation,
but only 2 reference contracts will be considered at any time, namely (simplified) 1 contract for the
public space and 1 contract for the Building or Hall of the Civil Construction (see above), and only those
that have been prepared or participated in the preparation by a member of the submitted implementation
team.

The participant has submitted as a basic reference contract for the theme “Public space” - FELIPE VI
PARK, LOGRONO, LA RIOJA, SPAIN. The participant has submitted as a basic reference contract for
the theme “Building or Hall of the Civil Construction” - INTERMODAL STATION IN LOGRONO,
LA RIOJA, SPAIN. The reference contract No. 1 for the public space is located on the roof of reference
contract No. 2 for the Building or Hall of Civil Construction. Reference contract No. 2 cannot be
accepted because the Contracting Authority has set the condition in the Tender Documentation that the
reference contracts must not be demonstrated by 1 project. Thus, the reference contract “MONTAGE
DU PARC, BRUSSELS, BELGIUM” was accepted in place of reference contract No. 2, which fully
meets the requirements of the Contracting Authority for a reference contract on the subject of Building
or Hall of Civil Construction.

Ambiguity No. 1

According to paragraph 6.1.4. of the Tender Documentation, technical qualification will be met by
participants who, among other things, demonstrate that they have an implementation team consisting of
two to three architects. Due to the complexity of the subject of the Competition Brief, we understand
that the participant’s team will be further expanded to include additional collaborators for the next
phases, but for qualification purposes the bidder should only present the core implementation team of
no more than 3 persons.

This implementation team of two to three architects is also linked to the reference contracts that the
participant must submit to demonstrate compliance with the technical qualification in accordance with
paragraph 6.1.4.(C) of the Tender Documentation. The Contracting Authority required the submission
of 2 reference contracts - 1 reference contract for the preparation of an Architectural Study or
Documentation of a Public Space (in detail according to paragraph 6.1.4, (C.1) of the Tender
Documentation) and 1 reference contract for the preparation of an Architectural Study or Documentation
of a New Building (set of new buildings), Reconstruction/Renovation with Addition of a Building or
Civil Construction Hall (in detail according to paragraph 6.1.4, ( C.2) of the Tender Documentation).
The Contracting Authority shall not prevent the participant from submitting more than one reference
contract in the Application for Participation, but only 2 reference contracts will be considered at any
time, namely (simplified) 1 contract for the public space and 1 contract for the Building or Hall of the
Civil Construction (see above), and only those that have been prepared or participated in the preparation
by a member of the submitted implementation team.

As part of the Application for Participation, the participant submitted an implementation team of a total
of 4 persons — Prof. Dietmar Eberle, Prof. Ifiaki Abalos, Renata Sentkiewicz, and Ing. Tereza Macova.
At the same time, none of the reference contracts submitted by the participant in the Application for
Participation involved a member of the submitted implementation team Ing. Tereza Macova.

As you do not provide any relevant reference for Ing. Tereza Macova in your Application for
Participation, we assume that by mentioning her in the Application for Participation you are proving the
Czech authorisation for landscape architecture. However, such authorisation is not necessary as the

foreign members of the implementation team have, according to Bubliclx available information, th
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relevant foreign equivalent of that authorisation. However, we cannot decide on the composition of the
implementation team without you based on our assumptions.

Since you do not submit any relevant reference contract in your Application for Participation Ing. Tereza
Macova, we assume that by mentioning it in the Application for Participation you demonstrate the
requirement to prove the CCA authorisation for the field of landscape architecture with the number A.3
(see paragraph 6.1.3(c) of the Tender Documentation). Please note, however, that according to the
additional information to the Tender Documentation, it has been admitted to replace also this CCA
authorisation by a CCA authorisation with general scope and the number designation A.0, or in any case
a foreign equivalent (if such a document is not issued according to the legal regulations of the country
in which the architect concerned is established or of which he is a citizen).

Since Prof. Dietmar Eberle, Prof. Ifiaki Abalos, Ms. Renata Sentkiewicz have, according to the available
information, sufficient foreign authorisations to prove the requirement for authorisation according to
paragraph 6.1.3.(c) and paragraph 6.1.4.(A) and (B) of the Tender Documentation, then the Contracting
Authority may consider that the core team of a maximum of 3 persons to demonstrate the fulfilment of
the qualification in the case of a participant is the team consisting of Prof. Dietmar Eberle, Prof. Ihaki
Abalos, Ms. Renata Sentkiewicz. The Contracting Authority has come to this consideration on the
grounds that the reference contracts submitted by the Participant in the Application for Participation
(accepted by the Contracting Authority to demonstrate compliance with the qualification (see the
Contracting Authority's Explanation above) are always linked to one of the above mentioned 3 persons.
We understand that Ms. Ing. Macova will cooperate with the Participant in the framework of the
Competitive Dialogue (if she is selected by the Contracting Authority to further participate in it),
however, she is not decisive for the fulfilment of the qualification. If the above considerations of the
Contracting Authority that the Participant's core implementation team for demonstrating qualification
consists of the following 3 persons:

Prof. Dietmar Eberle
Prof. Ifiaki Abalos
Ms. Renata Sentkiewicz,

then the Participant does not need to amend its Application for Participation in any way under
"Ambiguity 1".

At the same time, however, in paragraph 8.1.2, the Contracting Authority has stipulated that, as part of
the submitted Approach Methodology, which will serve as a criterion for reducing the number of
solutions, the participant shall also submit illustrations of three reference contracts describing how the
selected principles have been applied in the past to address the subject matter of the Competition Brief.
In the same paragraph, the Contracting Authority has also stipulated that the reference contracts
presented must have involved members of the presented implementation team. Thus, the decision on
who is to be a member of the implementation team further affects the participant's progress in the
Competitive Dialogue and consideration needs to be given to who is to be a member of the core
implementation team.

For the above reason, we hereby ask you to clearly identify two to three architects who are
members of your implementation team and who have also participated in the preparation of the
reference contracts submitted in the Application for Participation to demonstrate technical
gualification within the meaning of paragraph 6.1.4 of the Tender Documentation.

Ambiguity No. 2

In the Tender Documentation, the Contracting Authority has made it possible to demonstrate fulfilment
of the qualification under paragraph 6.1.4 of the Tender Documentation through another person
(subcontractor). A subcontractor is a person who performs a certain part of the public contract on behalf
of the contractor (participant). Hence, this involves the establishment of cooperation on a specific project
between two otherwise independent entities. For this reason, employees, executives, or members of
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the statutory body of any contractor that constitutes a participant do not meet the definition of
subcontractors.

In the Application for Participation, Prof. Ifiaki Abalos, Renata Sentkiewicz and Ing. Tereza Macova
were identified as subcontractors. However, we understand from publicly available sources that Prof.
Ifiaki Abalos, Renata Sentkiewicz are the founders and directors of the contractor Abalos+Sentkiewicz,
and Ing. Tereza Macova is the managing director and founder of the contractor Atelier YYYY: garden
and landscape architecture. These contractors constitute the participant, and it is thus unclear why they
are identified as subcontractors of the participant in the Application for Participation.

We ask the participant to check and clearly identify the relationship of the members of the
implementation team to the participant (employee, director, officer, or subcontractor). We
consider that, in view of the above, the persons identified by you are not formally subcontractors
and thus there is no need to make any additions to your Application for Participation in relation
to Ambiguity 2.

However, in case the above persons are in fact subcontractors of the participant, please note that
according to paragraph 6.2.7 of the Tender Documentation, the following subcontracting documents
must be submitted:

a) documents demonstrating fulfilment of the professional eligibility in accordance with the
provisions of Section 77(1) of the PPA by another person,

b) documents demonstrating fulfilment of the missing part of the qualification through another
person,

C) documents demonstrating fulfilment of the basic eligibility in accordance with the provisions of

Section 74 of the PPA by another person, and

d) a written commitment of the other person to provide performance intended for the performance
of the Public Contract, or to provide the items or rights that the participant will be entitled to
use within the performance of the Public Contract, at least to the extent in which the other person
has demonstrated qualification on behalf of the participant.

For the purposes of the Application for Participation, the documents referred to in points (a) to (c) above
may be replaced by an affidavit or by analogous use of the template P03 - Application for
Participation. The affidavit declaration must include the declarations set out in points (A), (B) and (C)
of template P03 and, where appropriate, a declaration in respect of the part of the qualification which
the participant demonstrates through a subcontractor.

Ambiguity No. 3

The submitted Application for Participation has been signed by the person identified as Philippe
Rettenbacher. However, it is not clear from the documents submitted that Philippe Rettenbacher is
authorised to act and/or sign documents on behalf of the participant (for all 3 associating contractors).

We kindly ask you to submit a contract of association of contractors or a power of attorney which
clearly shows that Mr Philippe Rettenbacher is authorised to sign the joint Application for
Participation on behalf of the participant - i.e., on behalf of all 3 associated contractors.

The contract of association of contractors or power of attorney does not need to be notarised in
any way, a simple scan of such a document will suffice, showing that all 3 contractors forming the
participant agree to have Mr Philippe Rettenbacher submit and sign the joint Application for
Participation on their behalf.

Ambiguity No. 4

The completed Application for Participation shows that one of the associating contractors is, among

others, Atelier YYYY: garden and landscape architecture, with its registered office at

V. P. Ckalova 5, 160 00 Prague 6, ID No.: 287 42 745. However, it follows from publicly available
N
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information that the company YYYY, s.r.o., with its registered office at Laskova 1815/14, Chodov,
148 00 Prague 4, is registered in the Czech Commercial Register under the above-mentioned ID No.

Considering the identity of the governing body and the managing director in the person of Ing. Tereza
Macova and the similarity of the names, we assume that they are identical entities.

However, for the sake of formal correctness, please kindly confirm the identity of the entities
Atelier YYYY: garden and landscape architecture, and YYYY, s.r.o.

CZECH VERSION OF THE REQUEST:

Vazeny ucastniku,

dékujeme za Vas zajem o UCast v zadavacim fizeni se soutéznim dialogem s nazvem ,,Novy Hlavak
(,,Soutézni dialog“ nebo ,,VeFejna zakazka®), jejimz zadavatelem je na zakladé smlouvy o spoleéném
zadavani Vetejné zakazky hlavni mésto Praha, zastoupené odborem hospodateni s majetkem hlavniho

meésta Prahy, Dopravni podnik hl. m. Prahy, akciova spole¢nost a Sprava Zeleznic, statni organizace
(,,Zadavatel*).

Jako organizator Soutézniho dialogu jsme na zakladé povéieni provedli kontrolu Vasi Zadosti o Gicast,
ato z toho pohledu, zda tidaje v ni uvedené prokazuji splnéni podminek kvalifikace v Soutéznim dialogu
ve smyslu odst. 6. Zadavaci dokumentace. S ohledem na skute¢nost, ze v ramci této kontroly bylo
zjisténo nékolik nejasnosti, které nam brani formalné potvrdit prokazani splnéni Vasi kvalifikace
v Soutéznim dialogu, dovolujeme si Vam timto zaslat tuto vyzvu k vysvétleni &i doplnéni Vasi Zadosti
o0 ucast ve smyslu odst. 6.4.3 Zadavaci dokumentace.

Dovolujeme si Vas timto poZadat o vysvétleni niZe uvedenych nejasnosti nejpozdéji do ctvrtka
28. 7. 2022 do 17:00 CET. Na zakladé Vasi pfedchozi zadosti mize byt uvedena lhita prodlouZena;
nejzazsi termin pro prokazani splnéni kvalifikace (v pfipad€, ze bude Vasi zadosti o prodlouzeni lhity
pro podani vysvétleni vyhovéno) je stanoven do pondéli 1. 8. 2022 do 12:00 CET.

Vysvétleni je nutné dorucit prostfednictvim Profilu Zadavatele (odeslanim individualni zpravy
Zadavateli).

V piipadé, ze nebudou nize popsané nejasnosti vysvétleny, bude Zadavatel bohuzel nucen postupovat
v souladu s odst. 6.4.4. Zadavaci dokumentace a ucastnika ze Soutézniho dialogu vyloudit.

Pojmy uvadeéné v této vyzveé s velkym pocatecnim pismem maji vyznam, jak je tento definovan v této
vyzveé nebo v Zadavaci dokumentaci a jejich piilohach.

Vysvétleni Zadavatele:

Zadavatelem bylo pozadovano piedlozeni 2 referenénich zakazek K prokazani splnéni technické
kvalifikace dle 6.1.4. bod C. Zadavaci dokumentace — 1 zakazka na zpracovani Architektonické studie
nebo Dokumentace vetejného prostranstvi (v detailu dle odst. 6.1.4. bod C.1) Zadavaci dokumentace) a
1 zakazka na zpracovani Architektonické studie nebo Dokumentace novostavby (souboru novostaveb),
rekonstrukce/ rekonstrukce s piistavbou Budovy nebo Haly obCanské vystavby (v detailu dle odst. 6.1.4.
bod C.2) Zadavaci dokumentace). Zadavatel nebrani ucastnikovi v predlozeni vicero referencnich
zakézek v ramci Zadosti o ucast, vzdy viak budou posuzovany pouze 2 zakazky, a to (zjednoduseng) 1
zakazka na vefejné prostranstvi a 1 zakazka na Budovu nebo Halu obcanskeé vystavby (viz vyse), a vzdy
jen takové, které zpracoval nebo na jejichz zpracovani se podilel néktery ze ¢lentt predlozeného
realiza¢niho tymu.

Ucastnik piedlozil jako zakladni referen¢ni zakazku k tématu ,vefejné prostranstvi - FELIPE VI
PARK, LOGRONO, LA RIOJA, SPAIN. Utastnik predlozil jako zékladni referenéni zakazku k tématu
,Budova nebo Hala ob&anské vystavby” - INTERMODAL STATION IN LOGRONO, LA RIOJA,
SPAIN. Referencni zakazka €. 1 na vefejné prostranstvi se nachazi na stieSe referencni zakazky ¢. 2 na

Budovu nebo Halu obCanské V}'lstavbz. Referencni zakazku ¢. 2 nelze uznati Brotoie Zadavatel stanovil
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v Zadavaci dokumentaci podminku, Ze referenéni zakazky nesmi byt prokazany 1 projektem. Na misto
referencni zakazky ¢. 2 tak byla uznana referencni zakazka ,,MONTAGE DU PARC, BRUSSELS,
BELGIUM* zcela spliujici pozadavky Zadavatele na referen¢ni zakazku k tématu Budova nebo Hala
obcanské vystavby.

Nejasnost ¢. 1

Dle odst. 6.1.4. Zadavaci dokumentace technickou kvalifikaci splni ten Gcastnik, ktery mj. prokaze, ze
disponuje realizacnim tymem sloZzenym ze dvou az t¥i architekti. VVzhledem ke komplexnosti
pfedmétu Soutézniho dialogu rozumime, Ze pro dalsi faze se tym castnika bude dale rozsifovat o dalsi
spolupracovniky, nicméné pro ucely kvalifikace ma ucastnik predstavit pouze zakladni realiza¢ni tym
slozeny z maximalné 3 osob.

Na tento realizacni tym slozeny ze dvou az tii architektil jsou navazany také referencni zakazky, které
ucastnik musi predlozit k prokazani splnéni technické kvalifikace dle odst. 6.1.4. bod C. Zadavaci
dokumentace. Zadavatelem bylo pozadovano ptedlozeni 2 referencnich zakazek — 1 zakazka na
zpracovani Architektonické studie nebo Dokumentace vefejného prostranstvi (v detailu dle odst. 6.1.4.
bod C.1) Zadavaci dokumentace) a 1 zakdzka na zpracovani Architektonické studie nebo Dokumentace
novostavby (souboru novostaveb), rekonstrukce/ rekonstrukce s ptistavbou Budovy nebo Haly ob¢anské
vystavby (Vv detailu dle odst. 6.1.4. bod C.2) Zadavaci dokumentace). Zadavatel nebrani ucastnikovi v
predlozeni vicero referenénich zakazek v ramci Zadosti o i¢ast, vzdy viak budou posuzovany pouze 2
zakazky, a to (zjednodusen€) 1 zakazka na vefejné prostranstvi a 1 zakazka na Budovu nebo Halu
obcanské vystavby (viz vyse), a vzdy jen takové, které zpracoval nebo na jejichz zpracovani se podilel
nektery ze ¢lend predlozeného realiza¢niho tymu.

V ramci Zadosti o G&ast byl ze strany u¢astnika predloZen realiza¢ni tym z celkem 4 osob — prof. Dietmar
Eberle, prof. Ifiaki Abalos, pi Renata Sentkiewicz a Ing. Tereza Mécova. Zaroveii na ani jedné
z uéastnikem v Zadosti o ucast predlozenych referenénich zakazek se nepodilela &lenka piedlozeného
realizacniho tymu Ing. Tereza Macova.

Vzhledem k tomu, Ze v ramci Zadosti o u¢ast nepiedkladate zadnou relevantni referenéni zakazku Ing.
Terezy Macové, piedpokladame, e jejim uvedenim v Zadosti o Gdast prokazujete pozadavek na
prokazani autorizace CKA pro obor krajinafské architektura s ¢iselnym ozna¢enim A.3 (viz odst. 6.1.3
pism. ¢) Zadavaci dokumentace). Upozoriiujeme vSak, ze dle dodate¢nych informaci k Zadavaci
dokumentaci bylo pfipu§téno nahrazeni i tohoto opravnéni CKA autorizaci CKA se vseobecnou
pusobnosti a Ciselnym oznacenim A.O, popt. v kazdém ptipade€ zahrani¢nim ekvivalentem (pokud se
podle pravniho fadu zemé¢, v niz ma dotceny architekt své sidlo nebo jiz je ob¢anem, se takovy doklad
nevydava).

Vzhledem k tomu, Ze prof. Dietmar Eberle, prof. Ifaki Abalos, pi. Renata Sentkiewicz maji dle
dostupnych informaci dostate¢né zahrani¢ni opravnéni k prokazani pozadavku na autorizacni opravnéni
dle odst. 6.1.3. pism. ¢) a odst. 6.1.4. pism. A. a B Zadavaci dokumentace, pak mtze Zadavatel
povazovat za zakladni tym maximaln¢ 3 osob k prokazani splnéni kvalifikace v pfipadé tcastnika prave
tym sloZeny z osoby prof. Dietmar Eberle, prof. Iiiaki Abalos, pi. Renaty Sentkiewicz. Zadavatel dospél
K této ivaze z toho diivodu, Ze pravé dale u¢astnikem v Zadosti o Gi¢ast predlozené referenéni zakazky,
které k prokazani splnéni kvalifikace uznal (viz Vysvétleni Zadavatele vySe), jsou vzdy provazané
s nékterou z vySe uvedenych 3 osob. Rozumime, Ze pani Ing. Macova bude s ucastnikem v ramci
Soutézniho dialogu (bude-li vybran Zadavatelem, aby se ho dale i€astnil) spolupracovat, pro splnéni
kvalifikace neni ovSem jeji osoba rozhodna. Pokud jsou vySe uvedené uvahy Zadavatele o tom, Ze
zakladni tym tiCastnika pro prokazani kvalifikace se sklada z nasledujicich 3 osob:

prof. Dietmar Eberle
prof. Iiiaki Abalos
pi. Renata Sentkiewicz,

pak ucastnik v ramci ,,nejasnosti ¢. 1 nemusi svoji Zadost o ucast nijak obmenovat.

. ________________________ |
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Zaroven ale Zadavatel v odst. 8.1.2 Zadavatel stanovil, Ze v ramci piedloZzené Metodiky piistupu, ktera
bude slouzit jako kritérium sniZeni po&tu feseni, Uéastnik piedlozi i vyobrazeni tii referenénich zakazek,
na kterych popiSe, jak zvolené principy k feSeni pfedmétu SoutéZniho zadani jiz v minulosti uplatnil.
Ve stejném odstavci Zadavatel stanovil 1 podminku, Ze na prezentovanych referencnich zakazkach se
museli podilet ¢lenové prezentovaného realizaéniho tymu. Rozhodnuti, kdo bude ¢lenem realiza¢niho
tymu tak dale ovliviiuje postup tcastnika v Soutéznim dialogu a je potieba zvazit, kdo ma byt clenem
zékladniho realiza¢niho tymu.

Z vyse uvedeného diivodu si Vas dovolujeme poZadat o jasnou identifikaci dvou aZ tii architekti,
ktefi jsou ¢lenové Vaseho realiza¢niho tymu a ktefi se zarovei podileli na zpracovani referen¢nich
zakazek predloZenych v Zadosti o ifast k prokazani technické kvalifikace ve smyslu odst. 6.1.4.
Zadavaci dokumentace.

Nejasnost ¢. 2

Zadavatel vramci Zadavaci dokumentace umoznil prokazani splnéni kvalifikace dle odst. 6.1.4.
Zadéavaci dokumentace prostfednictvim jiné osoby (poddodavatele). Poddodavatel je osoba, kterd za
dodavatele (ucastnika) plni urcitou ¢ast vefejné zakazky. Jedna se o navazani spoluprace ke konkrétnimu
projektu mezi jinak dvéma na sobé nezavislymi subjekty. Z tohoto divodu nenapliiuji definici
poddodavatelii zaméstnanci, jednatelé ¢i ¢lenové statutarniho organu, kteréhokoliv dodavatele,
ktery tvori ucastnika.

V ramci Zadosti o ucast byli za poddodavatelé oznageni prof. Ifiaki Abalos, Renata Sentkiewicz a Ing.
Tereza Macova. Z veiejné dostupnych zdroji ale rozumime, Ze prof. Ifiaki Abalos, Renata Sentkiewicz
jsou zakladateli a fediteli dodavatele Abalos+Sentkiewicz a Ing. Tereza Macova je jednatelkou a
zakladatelkou dodavatele Ateliér YYYY: zahradni a krajinaiské architektury. Tito dodavatelé tvoti
Gi¢astnika a neni tak zfejmé, proé jsou v ramci Zadosti o i¢ast oznageni jako poddodavatelé G¢astnika.

Dovolujeme si pozadat uc¢astnika o kontrolu a jasnou identifikaci vztahu ¢lenii realiza¢niho tymu
k ucastnikovi (zaméstnanec, ¢len statutarniho organu, jednatel nebo poddodavatel). Domnivame
se, Ze s ohledem na vySe uvedené Vami oznacené osoby formalné poddodavateli nejsou a neni tak
tieba k Vasi Zadosti o u¢ast ve vztahu k nejasnosti & 2 init Zadné doplnéni.

Nicméné, v pripade, Ze by vyse uvedené osoby byly skutecné poddodavateli ti¢astnika, dovolujeme si
Vas upozornit, ze dle odst. 6.2.7. Zadavaci dokumentace je nutné predlozit nasledujici poddodavatelské
dokumenty:

a) doklady prokazujici spInéni profesni zptsobilosti podle ust. § 77 odst. 1 ZZVZ jinou osobou,
b) doklady prokazujici splnéni chybé&jici ¢asti kvalifikace prostfednictvim jiné osoby,
c) doklady o splnéni zakladni zpiisobilosti podle ust. § 74 ZZVZ jinou osobou, a

d) pisemny zavazek jiné osoby k poskytnuti plnéni uréené¢ho k plnéni Verejné zakazky nebo k
poskytnuti véci nebo prav, s nimiz bude ucastnik opravnén disponovat v ramci plnéni Vetejné
zakazky, a to alesponi v rozsahu, v jakém jina osoba prokazala kvalifikaci za ucastnika.

Doklady dle pism. a) — c) vy$e je moZné pro lely Zadosti o i¢ast nahradit Eestnym prohlagenim,

resp. analogickym vyuZitim vzoru P03 — Zadost o tucast. Toto prohliSeni musi obsahovat

prohlaseni, které ve vzoru P03 tvori bod A), bod B) a bod C) a dale pripadné prohlaseni k té ¢asti
kvalifikace, kterou ucastnik prokazuje prostiednictvim poddodavatele.

Nejasnost ¢. 3

Piedlozend Zadost o idast byla podepséna osobou oznatenou Philippe Rettenbacher. Z predlozenych
dokumentt ale neni zfejmé opravnéni Philippe Rettenbachera jednat, resp. podepisovat dokumenty za
ucastnika (za vSechny 3 spojujici se dodavatele).
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Dovolujeme si Vas zdvorile pozadat o piedloZeni smlouvy o sdruzeni dodavatelit nebo pIlné moci,
ze které bude jednoznacné vyplyvat, Ze pan Philippe Rettenbachera je opravnén (zmocnén)
podepsat spolecnou Zadost o ucast za ucastnika — tedy za vSechny 3 sdruZujici se dodavatele.

Smlouva o sdruZeni nebo plnd moc nemusi byt jakkoliv notarsky ovérenad, postacuje prosty sken
takového dokumentu, ze kterého bude vyplyvat, Ze vSichni 3 dodavatelé tvorici i¢astnika souhlasi,
aby pan Philippe Rettenbacher za né podepsal spole¢nou Zadost o ticast.

Nejasnost ¢. 4

Z vyplnéné Zadosti o ucast vyplyva, ze jeden ze sdruzujicich dodavateld je mj. i Ateliér YYYY:
zahradni a krajinai'ské architektury, se sidlem V. P. Ckalova 5, 160 00 Praha 6, ICO: 287 42 745.
Z vefejné dostupnych informaci ale vyplyva, Ze pod uvedenym ICO je v Geském obchodnim rejstifku
zapsana spolecnost YYYY, s.r.o0., Laskova 1815/14, Chodov, 148 00 Praha 4.

Vzhledem k totoznosti statutarniho organu a jednatele v osobé Ing. Terezy Macové a podobnosti jmen
predpokladame, Ze se jednd o totozné subjekty.

Z divodu formalni spravnosti si Vas ale dovolujeme zdvorile poZadat o potvrzeni totoZnosti
subjektii Ateliér YYYY: zahradni a krajinarské architektury a YYYY, s.r.o.

This request for explanation is prepared in English and Czech. In the event of a conflict between these
language versions, the Czech version shall prevail.

Tato vyzva je zpracovana v anglickém a ceském jazyce. V pripadé rozporu mezi témito jazykovymi
verzemi je rozhodujici Ceskad verze.

Thank you for your cooperation.
Dékujeme za spolupraci.

If you have any guestions, please do not hesitate to contact us.
V pripadé jakychkoliv nejasnosti se na nds nevahejte obratit.

Kind regards,
S pozdravem

Digitalné podepsal
Magr. Josef Hlavicka

Mgr. Josef
. Datum: 2022.07.25
Hlavic k@ 14303 $02/00

Mgr. Josef Hlavicka, Executive Director / jednatel
HAVEL & PARTNERS s.r.0., advokatni kancelar
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