METU KONKURSA

“RIGAS LIDOSTAS GAISA SATIKSMES VADIBAS TORNA
NAKOTNES VIZUALAIS TELS”
ID Nr. LGS 2017/54

ZINOJUMS

VAS “Latvijas gaisa satiksme”



1. Metu konkurss , Rigas lidostas satiksmes vadibas torna nakotnes vizualais téls”
turpmak teksta- Konkurss

1.1 Konkursa mérkis - iegQt arhitektoniski augstvértigu un funkcionali pardomatu,
Nolikuma un Projektésanas programma ietvertajam prasibam atbilstosu un
ekonomiski pamatotu Metu Latvijas gaisa satiksmes vadibas tornim.

1.2. Konkursa prieksmets - apblves iecere, kura atspogulo kompleksu Rigas lidostas
gaisa satiksmes vadibas torna nakotnes viziju un teritorijas kompleksu attistibu.
Apbulves iecerei/metam jaietver objekta , Rigas lidostas gaisa satiksmes vadibas
torna” arhitektoniskie risindgjumi un teritorijas kopéja generalplana attistibas
koncepcija atbilstosi pilsétbGvnieciskajai situacijai, turpmak teksta — Konkursa objekts.
Apbaves ieceri / metu paredzéts talak izmantot par pamatu attieciga blvprojekta
izstradei.

1.3. Konkursa balvu fonds.
Kopéjais Konkursa godalgu fonds: 80 000,00 EUR (astondesmit tlkstoSi euro, 00
centi).

2. Konkursa pasutitajs.

Konkursa pasatitajs - Valsts akciju sabiedriba “Latvijas gaisa satiksme”, vienotais
registracijas numurs: LV40003038621, adrese: Muzeju iela 3, Lidosta "Riga", Marupes
novads, LV-1053.

3. Konkursa ZUrijas komisijas sastavs.

Zirijas komisijas priek$sédétajs, Davids Taurins,
VAS “Latvijas gaisa satiksme” valdes priek$sédétajs.

Zirijas komisijas priek$sédétaja vietnieks,
Roberts Sviklo, VAS “Latvijas gaisa satiksme” Lidlauku rajonu dalas vaditajs.

Zarijas komisijas locekli:

Lauma Jenca, VAS “Starptautiska lidosta “Riga
Ingurds Lazding, arhitekts, LAS parstavis,

Ugis Kaugurs, arhitekts ,

Janis Dripe, arhitekts, LAS parstavis,

Ole Wiig , arhitekts, MNAL, RIBA, FRIAS (Norvégija)
Stephan Huber, M.ing., arhitekts,DAK (Vacija) ,
Normunds Eglitis, bavinZenieris,

nn

valdes locekle,

Zirijas komisijas atbildiga sekretare:
Dace Kalvane, arhitekte



Zirijas komisija, saskana ar VAS “Latvijas gaisa satiksme” valdes priek$sédétaja Davida
Taurina sniegto informaciju, aizstati Cetri zUrijas komisijas parstavji. Marupes novada
bavvaldes vaditajas Aidas Skalberga vieta Zurijas komisija strada LAS parstavis,
arhitekts Ingurds Lazding, Arvalstu arhitektes Julia Barfield vieta Zdrijas komisijas vieta
strada M.ing.arhitekts Stephan Huber/Vacija, Lidostas “Riga” valdes priekSsedétajas
llonas Lices vietd strada Lidostas “Riga” valdes locekle Lauma Jenca, blvinZeniera
Normunda Tirana vieta strada bavinzenieris Normunds Eglitis.

4. Z{rijas komisijas atzinums

Atbilstosi 2018.gada 18.marta tika pabeigta metu izvértésana un atbilstosi MK
2017.gada 28.februara noteikumu Nr.107 tresas nodalas 212.punktam sagatavots
Zirijas komisijas atzinums (pielikuma).

5. Zarijas komisijas [émums par uzvarétdju un godalgu ieguvéjiem un to sadalijumu:

2018.gada 18.marta Zirijas komisija noléma pieskirt darbam ar:

- devizi ATCT2020 pirmo vietu un 35 000.- EUR (trisdesmit piecus tdkstoSus EUR)
balvu,

- devizi DOIT2020 otro vietu un 20 000.- EUR (divdesmit tikstoSus EUR) balvu,

- devizi RGLT5417 ipadu veicinasanas balvu 10 000.- EUR (desmit tdkstoSu EUR)
apméra par funkcionali veiksmigako LGS administrativa korpusa un teritorijas
organizacijas planojumu,

- devizi AERY5624 veicinasanas balvu 5000.- EUR (pieci tukstosi EUR) apméra par
racionalako gaisa satiksmes vadibas torna funkcionali tehnisko risinajumu,

- devizi EVRA 0305 veicinasanas balvu 5000.- EUR (pieci tlkstosi EUR) apmeéra par
arhitektoniski savdabigo gaisa satiksmes vadibas torna risinajumu,

- devizi VAAF1003 veicinasanas balvu 5000.- EUR (pieci tdkstosi EUR) apméra par ideju
veidot gaisa satiksmes vadibas torni koka konstrukcijas.

6. Zinas par uzvaréju un godalgu sanémeéjiem:

META DEVIZE GODALGA AUTORS

ATCT 2020 1. vieta vietu un 35 000.- EUR SIA “ARHIS ARHITEKTI”
(trisdesmit piecus tukstosus (Reg.nr.40003026957, adrese - Skarnu
EUR) balvu iela 4, Riga, LV-1050)

EVRA 0305 veicinasanas balvu 5000.- EUR Apvieniba:
(pieci tikstosi EUR) apmeéra par Arhitektlra - 1PAX (Francija)
arhitektoniski savdabigo gaisa Ainavu arhitektdra / urbanisms —
satiksmes vadibas torna SEMPERVIRENS (Francija)
risinajumu InZenieru un buvniecibas projektu

menedZments - EGIS

VAAF 1003 veicinasanas balvu 5000.- EUR Apvieniba: AREP-SETEC-REM PRO

(pieci tikstosi EUR) apméra par - AREP Ville, SISC




ideju veidot gaisa satiksmes
vadibas torni koka konstrukcijas.

(Reg.nr.444 593 008, adrese — 16 Avenue
d’lvry 75647 Paris cedex 13, France)

- Setec international, SISC

(Reg.nr.722 013 174, adrese — 5, chemin
des gorges de Cabries — 13127 Vitrolles,
France)

-REM PRO, LLC

(Reg.nr.41503041904, adrese — 37A 18.
Novembra iela, Daugavpils, LV-5401)

AERY 5624 veicinasanas balvu 5000.- EUR Apvieniba:
(pieci tikstosi EUR) apmeéra par - Bavdizains, SIA
racionalako gaisa satiksmes (Reg.nr.43603011124, adrese — Kalnciema
vadibas torna funkcionali cel$ 126A, Jelgava,
tehnisko risinajumu LV-3002)
- ADP Ingénierie, SA
(Reg.nr.431 897 081, adrese — Batiment
641, Orly Zone Sud, 91204 Athis-Mons
Cedex, France)
RLGT 5417 Tpasu veicinasanas balvu 10000.- | Apvieniba:
EUR (desmit tikstosu EUR) - SIA “Avotins, Vincents un partneri”
apmeéra par funkcionali (Reg.nr.40003383295, adrese — VEja iela
veiksmigako LGS administrativa 11, Riga, LV-1004)
korpusa un teritorijas - SIA “Ivara Sfivkas birojs”
organizacijas planojumu (Reg.nr.57102000261, adrese- Stabu iela
32, Riga, LV-1011)
- SIA “ARRA”
(Reg.nr.40103069488, adrese —
S.Eizensteina iela 51-71, Riga,
LV-1079)
DOIT 2020 2. vieta un 20 000.- EUR | Apvieniba:
(divdesmit tukstodus EUR) balvu | NRJIA /CPMG

- Arhitektu birojs NRJA, juridiskais
nosaukums SIA “F.L. TADAO & LUKSEVICS”
(Reg.nr.40003723891, adrese Miesnieku
iela 12, Riga, LV-1050)

- CPMG Architects Itd

(Reg nr.352941549, adrese - 21/35 Kirby
Street, London, EC1N8T)

Zirijas komisijas atbildiga sekretare

e

Dace Kalvane




METU KONKURSA

“RIGAS LIDOSTAS GAISA SATIKSMES VADIBAS TORNA
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ID Nr. LGS 2017/54
VAS “Latvijas gaisa satiksme”

ZURIJAS KOMISIJAS ATZINUMS

Protokols
RIGA, 2018. GADA 18. MARTA



1.Metu konkurss ,Rigas lidostas satiksmes vadibas torna nakotnes vizualais téls” — turpmak
teksta Konkurss.

Konkursa prieksmets un mérkis.

Konkursa mérkis - iegut arhitektoniski augstvértigu un funkcionali pardomatu, Nolikuma un
Projektésanas programma ietvertajam prasibam atbilstoSu un ekonomiski pamatotu Metu
Latvijas gaisa satiksmes vadibas tornim.

Konkursa priek$mets - apbives iecere, kura atspogulo kompleksu Rigas lidostas gaisa satiksmes
vadibas torna nakotnes viziju un teritorijas kompleksu attistibu. Apbives iecerei/metam
jaietver objekta , Rigas lidostas gaisa satiksmes vadibas torna” arhitektoniskie risinajumi un
teritorijas kopéja generalplana attistibas koncepcija atbilstosi pilsétbuvnieciskajai situacijai,
turpmak teksta — Konkursa objekts. Apbaves ieceri/ metu paredzéts talak izmantot par pamatu
attieciga buvprojekta izstradei.

Konkursa balvu fonds- 80 000,00 EUR (astondesmit tukstosi euro, 00 centi).
2. Konkursa pasutitajs.

Konkursa pasatitajs - Valsts akciju sabiedriba “Latvijas gaisa satiksme”, vienotais registracijas
numurs: LV40003038621, adrese: Muzeju iela 3, Lidosta "Riga", Marupes novads, LV-1053.

3. Konkursa zirijas komisijas sastavs.

Zurijas komisijas priek$sédétajs, Davids Taurins,
VAS “Latvijas gaisa satiksme” valdes priekSsédétajs.

Zirijas komisijas priek$sédétaja vietnieks,
Roberts Sviklo, VAS “Latvijas gaisa satiksme” Lidlauku rajonu dalas vaditajs.

Zurijas komisijas locekli:

Lauma Jenéa, VAS “Starptautiska lidosta “Riga
Ingurds Lazdins, arhitekts, LAS parstavis,

Ugis Kaugurs, arhitekts ,

Janis Dripe, arhitekts, LAS parstavis,

Ole Wiig , arhitekts, MNAL, RIBA, FRIAS (Norvégija),
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valdes locekle,

Stephan Huber, M.ing., arhitekts,DAK (Vacija) ,
Normunds Eglitis, bavinZenieris,

Zurijas komisijas atbildiga sekretare:
Dace Kalvane, arhitekte

Zirijas komisija, saskana ar VAS “Latvijas gaisa satiksme” valdes priek$sédétaja Davida Taurina
sniegto informaciju, aizstati Cetri Zdrijas komisijas parstavji. Marupes novada bulvvaldes
vaditajas Aidas Skalberga vieta zurijas komisija strada LAS parstavis, arhitekts Ingurds Lazdins,
Arvalstu arhitektes Julia Barfield vieta Zdrijas komisijas vieta strada M.ing.arhitekts Stephan
Huber/ Vacija, Lidostas “Riga” valdes priek$sédétajas llonas Lices vieta strada Lidostas “Riga”
valdes locekle Lauma Jenca, bavinZeniera Normunda Tirana vieta strada bavinZenieris
Normunds Eglitis.



4. Zirijas komisijas visparigas atzinas un rekomendacijas:

Zarija konstaté, ka Konkursam ar tik sarezgitu uzdevumu un kvalifikacijas kritérijiem bija
iesniegti 9 darbi, kas ir pozitivi vértéjams fakts, bet parsteidza tas, ka pie tik skaidri definétas
projektéanas programmas un salidzinosi liela prémiju fonda iesniegto priekslikumu skaits bija
neliels. Zurija atziméja, ka viens no iesniegtajiem Konkursa priekslikumiem nekvalificéjas
saskana ar Konkursa nolikuma 4. punkta noteiktu meta piedavajuma saturu un noformejumu,
kas bija pamats $i darba izslégsanai no turpmakas vertésanas.

Zarijas komisija atziméja, ka lielaka dala no iesniegtajiem Konkursam priekslikumiem nebija
pilnigi atrisinajis Konkursa projektésanas programma uzstadito darba uzdevumu. Nemot vera
Konkursa objekta specifiku un sarezgitibu, nopietnu analitisko un parbaudes darbu veica
Tehniskd komisija, akcentéjot katra iesniegtd meta atbilstibu/neatbilstiou konkursa
dokumentacijai un noteiktam tehniskajam prasibam (pielikuma Nr.1)

Zirijas darbs bija loti intensivs, izvértéjot Konkursa iesniegtos darbus. Zirijas komisijas darbs
notika blakus Konkursa teritorijai, kas deva iespéju komisijas locekliem neskaidribu gadijuma
parbaudit situaciju konkursa teritorija. Zurijas komisija vértéja projektus péc Konkursa
nolikuma definétajiem kritérijiem, nemot véra funkcionalitati, objekta ikonisko nozimi un
perspektivo teritorijas attistibas iespéju. Ipasu uzmanibu Zdrijas komisija arhitekti veltija
priek§likumu vizudlajam télam. Zirijas komisija konstaté, ka ir vairaki darbi, kuri risinati
arhitektoniski atraktivi, bet tehniski nebija tik veiksmigi un pilnigi atrisinati, un otradi, ka
darbiem, kuriem bija labakais funkcionalais un tehniskais risinajums, pietrika arhitektoniska
risinajuma kvalitates, pievienotas vértibas un musdieniguma. Kopuma, tehniskas, funkcionalas
un arhitektoniskas vietzimes ikoniskais téls nebija pilniba atrisinats.

Konkursa rezultata profesionala zina ir ieguts funkcionali veiksmigs arhitektoniskais
risinajums, kuru realizéjot VAS “Latvijas gaisa satiksme” iegls optimalu darba vidi Latvijas
gaisa satiksmes darbiniekiem, kas ir atbilstosa droSu gaisa satiksmes vadibas pakalpojumu
sniegsanai.

Zarijas komisija norada, ka konkursa priekslikumam, kur$ turpmak tiks attistits, ir vélams
nemt veéra zdrijas ieteikumus.

5. METU KONKURSA VERTEJUMS

Kopéja zurijas pieeja metu konkursu vértésanas procesa:

Kopéjo Zirijas komisijas vértéjums tika sadalits $ados kritérijos: funkcionalitate, arhitektoniska
vietzimes/ikonas nozime, gaisa satiksmes vadibas torna tehniskie aspekti un LGS
teritorijas/ekas nakotnes attistibas iespéjas.

Pirms Zlrijas komisijas darba, Konkursa iesniegtos darbus vértéja profesionala Tehniska
komisija. Apvienojot Tehniskas komisijas ekspertu un iesaistito Zlrijas specialistu viedokli par
metu konkursu, jaatzimé, ka iesniegto darbu kvalitate ir atskiriga. Zirija, izskatot un izvértéjot
metu Konkursa priekslikumus, atzist, ka iesniegtajos darbos ir vairakas labas idejas, bet nav
viena darba, kas atbilstu visam klienta vélmém un visiem Konkursa projekté3anas programma
definétajiem darba uzdevumiem. levértéjot 3o aspektu atbilstosi Konkursa nolikuma 5.6. un



5.7. punkta noteiktam, tika veiktas minimalas izmainas prémiju sadalijuma. Konkursa zurijas
locekli sniedz individualu novertéjumu un ieteikumus pretendentu metu turpmakai realizacijai.
- Zirija nem véra Tehniskas komisijas ekspertu slédzienus par Konkursa metu piedavajumu
atbilstibu nolikumam un projektéSanas programmai.

- Tehniskas komisijas ekspertu konstatétas neatbilstibas Zurijas komisija izskata un noverte
katram konkursa darbam.

- Neatkarigi no tehniskas komisijas ekspertu slédziena, Zirijai patur tiesibas prémét darbus un
atbalstit atseviskus projektu piedavajumus ar veicinasanas balvam.

- Zarijas komisija dod pasatitdjam ieteikumus, iesakot risinajumus konkrétu funkcionalo
zonéjumu un arhitektaras kvalitates nodrosinajumam.

6. METU KONKURSA REZULTATI
6.1. Metu konkursa zdrijas lemums

Zirijas komisija aizpildija detalizétu individuala vértéjuma tabulas saskana ar konkursa
Nolikuma punkta 6.5. noraditajiem kritérijiem, kuri ir apkopoti Konkursa kritériju kopvértéjuma
tabula (pielikuma nr.2)

Kopvértéjuma augstako punktu skaitu ieguva darbs ar devizi ATCT2020 — 682 punkti jeb videji
75.77,;

secigi nakamais darbs ar devizi DOIT2020 — 664 punkti jeb vidéji 73.77,

tresaja vieta darbs ar devizi RLGT5417 — 568 punkti jeb vidéji 63.11.,

ceturtaja vieta darbs ar devizi AERY5624 — 537 punkti jeb vidéji 59.66,

piektaja vieta darbs ar devizi EVRA0305 — 469 punkti jeb vidéji 52.11,

sestaja vieta darbs ar devizi VAAF1002 — 402 punkti jeb videji 44.66,

septitaja vieta darbs ar devizi AAVA1314 — 388 punkti jeb videji 43.11,

astotaja vieta darbs ar devizi MR27ML25 — 370 punkti jeb vidéji 41.11.

Saskana ar punktu kopéjo vértéjumu un minimalo atskiribu starp pirmajiem diviem
priekslikumiem, Zarijas komisijas priekSsédétajs aicina balsot Zurijas komisiju par pirmas un
otras vietas pieskirSanu.

Zarijas komisijas vairakums balso par pirmas vietas pieskirSanu darbam ar devizi ATCT2020.

Atbilstosi Konkursa nolikuma 6.9. punktam noteiktam konkursa Zirijas loceklis Ole Wiig
pievieno savu atzinumu par priekslikumu anglu valoda ar tulkojumu latvieSu valoda par
priekslikumiem DOIT 2020 un ATCT2020:

The minority of the Jury members have given a statement on the winning entry and the
runner up.

Zirijas loceklu mazakuma viedoklis par pirmo un otro vietu ieguvusajiem darbiem.
ATCT2020

A large and rather complicated structure covering a very wide plan area, requiring a number of
columns to support it. The underside of which becomes the main facade as seen from the
ground. The oversized solution as seen from a distance and from below is lacking a real iconic
value. The ancillary structure on the ground is also oversized both outside the existing building
and creating undesirable tight spaces between the legs of the existing building. The ground
structure offers very poor fexibility for plan changes and future extensions.



Tulkojums latviesu valoda:

Liela un salidzinoSi sareZgita konstrukcija, kas aiznem plasu teritorijas dalu un kurai
nepieciesamas vairakas atbalsta kolonnas. Konstrukcijas apaksa kluast par galveno, no zemes
redzamo, fasadi. Parmérigi masivajam risinajumam, gan raugoties uz to no attaluma, gan no
apaksas, trikst patiesas ikoniskas vertibas. Zemes limeni izvietota paligbaveé ari ir parmerigi
liela gan pieklaujoties esosajai €kai, gan veidojot nevélami Sauras brivas zonas starp esosas
ékas apjomiem. Pirmd stava planojums piedava Joti ierobeZotu elastibu turpmakajam
planojuma un perspektivajam bavapjoma izmainam.

DOIT2020

A clear and unified L-shaped structure linking the tower and the lower part of the building. The
simple structure can be easily built, presumably at much lower costs than ATCT2020. The future
orientated metal cladding is selectively covering the building according to function and need.
The cladding provides not only textural qualities, but also interesting sunshading. The top tower
is set as an angle to the main structure, representing something new and thus underlining the
iconic value of the project. The lower part of the structure is cleverly positioned providing a
clear entrance and at the same time enabling easy connection to the existing building. The
lower part of the building is also very functional and more functional than ATC2020. The
accommodation in the tower building is also functional, whilst the control tower on top needs
to be improved. This can be done by some redesign. The sighting provides great flexibility for
future extensions, also as a separate structure on the western part of the building.

Tulkojums latviesu valoda:

Skaidra un kompakta L-veida konstrukcija, kas savieno torni ar apakséjo ékas daju. Vienkarsa
konstrukcija ir viegli uzbavéjama, un visticamak izmaksatu mazak neka projekts ATCT2020.
Masdienigais metala apsuvums selektivi sedz éku atbilstosi funkcijai un vajadzibam. Apsuvums
pieskir ékai ne vien interesantu tekstdru, bet ari aizsardzibu pret sauli. Torna augséja daja ir
novietota lenki pret galveno €kas konstrukciju, simbolizéjot jauna veida pieeju un tadeéjadi
uzsverot projekta ikonisko veértibu. Konstrukcijas apakséjas dalas novietojums ir pardomats,
veidojot skaidri uztveramu ieeju, vienlaikus ari nodrosinot iespéju to érti savienot ar esoso éku.
Ekas apakséja dala ir loti funkcionala, labak atrisinata neka darba ATCT2020. Torna dalas telpas
ari ir funkciondlas, tacu torna vadibas kabines planojuma batu veicami uzlabojumi, kas
istenojami ar nelielu parplanosanu. Novietne risindta nodrosinot lielu elastibu perspektivajai
paplasinasanai, nemot véra, ka éka veidota ka atseviska konstrukcija no esosas ékas rietumu

puses.
6.2. Zirijas komisijas konkursa rezultati un godalgu sadalijums

Saskana ar Tehniskas komisijas slédzienu un zUrijas komisijas vértéjumu neviens iesniegtais
priek$likums pilnitba neizpildija konkursa Nolikuma un projekté3anas programma prasito,
attiecigi Zarijas komisija noléma minimali samazinat pirmas vietas balvu par 5000 EUR (pieciem
takstoSiem EUR).

Zarijas komisija noléma pieskirt darbam ar:

- devizi ATCT2020 pirmo vietu un 35 000.- EUR (trisdesmit piecus tikstoSus EUR) balvu,

- devizi DOIT2020 otro vietu un 20 000.- EUR (divdesmit tikstosus EUR) balvu,

- devizi RGLT5417 Tpasu veicinasanas balvu 10 000.- EUR (desmit tukstoSu EUR) apméra par
funkcionali veiksmigako LGS administrativa korpusa un teritorijas organizacijas planojumu,

- devizi AERY5624 veicinasanas balvu 5000.- EUR (pieci tukstosi EUR) apmera par racionalako
gaisa satiksmes vadibas torna funkcionali tehnisko risinajumu,



- devizi EVRA 0305 veicinasanas balvu 5000.- EUR (pieci tikstosi EUR) apméra par arhitektoniski
savdabigo gaisa satiksmes vadibas torna risinajumu,

- devizi VAAF1003 veicinasanas balvu 5000.- EUR (pieci tukstosi EUR) apméra par ideju veidot
gaisa satiksmes vadibas torni koka konstrukcijas.

7. Rezultatu pazinosana un Devizu atvérsana

Devizu atvér$ana un rezultatu pazinoSana paredzéta atklata sedé LGS telpas , Marupes
novada, Muzeju iela 3, 2018. gada 20. marta, plkst. 10:00 (pielikuma Nr.3).

8. Zinas par metu konkursa dalibniekiem

META DEVIZE AUTORS

ATCT 2020 SIA “ARHIS ARHITEKTI”

(Reg.nr.40003026957, adrese - Skarnu iela 4,
Riga, LV-1050)

EVRA 0305 Apvieniba:
Arhitektara - 1PAX (Francija)

Ainavu arhitekttra / urbanisms — SEMPERVIRENS
(Francija)

InZenieru un bavniecibas projektu menedZzments
- EGIS

AAVA 1314 Wolfgang Tschapeller ZT GmbH

(Reg.nr.Z1.91.519/0144-1/3/07 BMWA,
5.12.2007,

adrese - Dietrichgasse 17, 1030 Wien)

VAAF 1003 Apvieniba: AREP-SETEC-REM PRO
- AREP Ville, SISC

(Reg.nr.444 593 008, adrese — 16 Avenue d’lvry
75647 Paris cedex 13, France)

- Setec international, SJSC

(Reg.nr.722 013 174, adrese — 5, chemin des
gorges de Cabries — 13127 Vitrolles, France)

-REM PRO, LLC

(Reg.nr.41503041904, adrese —37A 18.
Novembra iela, Daugavpils, LV-5401)

AERY 5624 Apvieniba:

- Bavdizains, SIA




(Reg.nr.43603011124, adrese — Kalnciema cel$
126A, Jelgava,
LV-3002)
- ADP Ingénierie, SA
(Reg.nr.431 897 081, adrese — Batiment 641,
Orly Zone Sud, 91204 Athis-Mons Cedex, France)
RLGT 5417 Apvieniba:
- SIA “Avotins, Vincents un partneri”
(Reg.nr.40003383295, adrese — Vé&ja iela 11,
Riga, LV-1004)
- SIA “Ilvara Slivkas birojs”
(Reg.nr.57102000261, adrese- Stabu iela 32,
Riga, LV-1011)
- SIA “ARRA”
(Reg.nr.40103069488, adrese — S.EizenSteina
iela 51-71, Riga,
LV-1079)
MR27ML26 Apvieniba:
- LLC Vincents
(Reg.nr.40003032169, adrese- Elizabetes iela 19,
Riga, LV-1010)
- gpm International GmbH
(Reg.nr.HRB 79167, adrese — Elbchaussee 139,
22763 Hamburg)
DOIT 2020 Apvieniba:
NRJA / CPMG
- Arhitektu birojs NRJA, juridiskais nosaukums SIA
“F.L. TADAO & LUKSEVICS”
(Reg.nr.40003723891, adrese Miesnieku iela 12,
Riga, LV-1050)
- CPMG Architects Itd
(Reg nr.352941549, adrese - 21/35 Kirby Street,
London, ECIN8T)
ANONIMS 1 =

9. Pretendentu kvalifikacijas parbaude




Atbilstodi Konkursa Nolikuma 7.4. punkta noteiktam VAS “Latvijas gaisa satiksme” lepirkumu
komisija veica Konkursa godalgoto dalibnieku atbilstibu Konkursa nolikuma 3.2.-3.3. punktos
izvirzitajam kvalifikacijas prasibam. Atbilstosi lepirkumu komisijas lEmumam (pielikums Nr.4)
#Urijas lEmums par konkursa rezultatiem un godalgu sadalijumu netika mainits.

10. Zarijas komisijas vértéjumu un ieteikumu apkopojums :

10.1. Zarijas komisijas loceklu individualo vértéjumu apkopojuma tabula:

Metu vértésanas
kritériji/

N < Lo
Maksimalais | Maksimalais | & Q - S 9 S %‘ S .ﬁ
Zirijas komisijas punktu Zurijas B g g E @ 2 N g =
locek|u individualais | skaits kopvértéjuma | > < < g T n§: g =
vertéjums: kritérija punktu skaits
1.  Arhitektoniska
risinajuma kvalitate,
bivapjomu un 40 360 260 178 150 149 237 180 135 268 0
fasazu izteiksmiba,
idejas originalitate,
funkcionalais un
telpiskais
planojums,  vides
pieejamiba,
novatoriskie
risinajumi
Ingurds Lazdin3 20 5 20 5 40 5 5 40
Janis Dripe 30 20 15 20 25 15 15 25
Ugis Kaugurs 30 15 20 15 15 15 10 25
Normunds Eglitis 30 20 15 15 23 20 15 25
Roberts Sviklo 39 32 20 20 15 24 15 30
Davids Taurin3 40 18 12 11 21 26 15 20
Ole Wiig 16 30 20 20 35 25 25 40
Stephan Huber 15 28 18 28 38 20 25 33
Lauma Jenca 40 10 10 15 25 30 10 30
2. Konkursa objekta 20 180 130 103 79 89 134 129 82 144 0
energoefektivitate
un ilgtspéjigie
risinajumi, to
atbilstiba dzives
cikla izmaksu
novértéjumam
Ingurds Lazdin$ 10 10 10 5 20 10 5 20




Janis Dripe 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15
Ugis Kaugurs 20 10 5 5 20 20 10 20
Normunds Eglitis 16 17 10 15 15 15 10 15
Roberts Sviklo 18 16 18 18 14 18 15 17
Davids Taurins 15 10 7 4 11 11 2 10
Ole Wiig 5 8 10 10 12 15 10 20
Stephan Huber 11 10 7 7 15 10 8 12
Lauma Jenca 20 7 7 10 12 15 7 15
3. Konkursa objekta 20 180 126 86 79 77 125 107 68 155
un izpétes
teritorijas
funkcionalais
zonéjums,
transporta un gajéju
plismu organizacija
Ingurds Lazdin$ 10 5 5 5 20 10 5 20
Janis Dripe 10 8 7 8 10 8 7 15
Ugis Kaugurs 20 10 5 5 15 10 5 15
Normunds Eglitis 20 10 10 15 10 10 7 17
Roberts Sviklo 18 10 15 8 16 16 8 18
Davids Taurin$ 20 13 10 10 14 16 13 17
Ole Wiig 1 10 8 8 12 15 10 20
Stephan Huber 7 13 12 8 18 10 8 18
Lauma Jenca 20 7 7 10 10 12 7 15
4. Konkursa objekta 20 180 166 102 80 87 72 121 86 97
atbilstiba gaisa
satiksmes vadibas
torna specifikai
Ingurds Lazdins$ 20 10 5 10 10 15 10 15
Janis Dripe 20 10 6 10 5 16 6 5
Ugis Kaugurs 20 10 10 5 5 5 10 15
Normunds Egfitis 18 13 10 15 13 15 10 10
Roberts Sviklo 20 18 18 16 2 20 18 3
Davids Taurins 20 13 8 9 14 16 11 16




Ole Wiig 10 8 6 6 10 10 8 15
Stephan Huber 18 15 12 6 3 12 7 3
Lauma Jenca 20 5 5 10 10 12 5 15
Kopéjais punktu 100 900 682 469 388 402 568 537 370 664
skaits
| \Y Vil Vi [} v Vil Il
Janis Dripe 20 10 6 10 5 16 6 5
Ugis Kaugurs 20 10 10 5 5 5 10 15
Normunds Eglitis 18 13 10 15 13 15 10 10
Roberts Sviklo 20 18 18 16 2 20 18 3
Davids Taurins 20 13 8 9 14 16 11 16
Ole Wiig 10 8 6 6 10 10 8 15
Stephan Huber 18 15 12 6 3 12 7 3
Lauma Jenca 20 5 5 10 10 12 5 15
Kopéjais punktu 100 900 682 469 388 402 568 537 370 664
skaits
I Vv Vil Vi i v Vil Il

10.2. Zirijas komisijas uzvaréjusa meta ATCT2020 novértéjums un ieteikumi Pasatitajam
ARHITEKTONISKAIS RISINAJUMS

Gaisa satiksmes vadibas torna ekspresivas neobrutalisma formas veido neparprotami unikalu,
acumirkli uztveramu un atmina paliekoSu télu. Piedavata risinajuma galvena vértiba ir ta
originalitate salidzinajuma ar citam $ada rakstura bivém starptautiskaja aprité un atbilstosa
Rigas lidostas eso3as un planotas arhitektiras kontekstam. Originala ékas kopforma un
blvapjoma siluets, ka ari formu vienkarsiba un skaidriba Jauj to vértét ka funkcionalas
elegances piedavajumu. GSV ékas 70-to gadu stilistika harmone ar torna betona dalu, formu un
materialu izvélé eleganti kontraséjot ar stikla veidoto jauno administrativo korpusu un torna
vadibas centru uz platformas. Apjoma izvérsta ,stikla sala” —gaisa satiksmes vadiba — kontraste
ar lidostas arhitektiras lietiSkumu, atstajot vieglu un elegantu iespaidu, radot ipasu vizualo télu
ielidojot vai izlidojot no Rigas lidostas. Tiesa, fasadei pret Muzeja ielu ir ,otra plana” nozime
kopéja risinajuma.




Buvapjoma forma atbilst gaisa satiksmes vadibas torna specifikai. Piedavajot izvietot
tehnologiskas telpas viena limeni, ir iegts unikals torna arhitektoniskais risinajums. Planojuma
un fasazu arhitektoniskais risinajums, materialu un konstrukciju izvéle (nerusejosais térauds,
betons, stikls) atbilst €kas izmantosanas mérkim un rada atbilsto3u ékas estétisko kvalitati un
originalitati.

Torniieskaujosas kolonnas sadala un neveikli mazina, citadi skaidri izteiksmigo, kompozicionalo
kontrastu starp torna serdes vertikali un platformas horizontali. Ja konstruktivi torni batu
iespéjams risinat bez ieskaujosajam kolonnam, tad ékas siluets butu tiraks, vieglaks un
elegantaks. Gaisa satiksmes vadibas torna arhitektoniskais veidols veiksmigi integréts eso3as
lidostas apbuves (80.-90. gadu apblve) konteksta, kas samazina vélamo/iespéjamo Latvijas
identitati.

FUNKCIONALITATE UN TELPISKAIS RISINAJUMS

Vienigais konkursa priekslikums, kurs teritorijas generalplana nodroSina optimalu cilvéku
plasmu un tas kontroli, LGS darbinieku sasniedzamibu, piedavajot salidzinosiisus savienojumus
ar esosajam ékam un jauno bavapjomu, kas batiski uzlabos darba apstak|us, tehnisko apkopi
un administrativo kapacitati. Gaisa satiksmes kontroles telpu aspratigs un funkcionali érts
izkartojums atvieglos darbinieku savstarpéjo sazinu un parvietosanos, atraktivs risinajums -
tiesa dispeceru tuvuma piedavats izvietot ziemas darzu. Pozitivi vértejams konferencu telpas
izvietojums ar skatu uz lidlauku.

Turpmakaja projekta izstrades procesa jaizmaina esosas €kas 2.stava gaitena platums, lai
varétu nodrosinat piegades celu, ka ari japarliecinas par daudzo saules bateriju izvietojuma
pamatojumu uz €kas un torna jumtiem.

BUVAPJOMI

Jaunais bavapjoms veiksmigi iek|aujas pilsétbuvnieciskaja situacija, gaisa satiksmes vadibas
torni izvietojot maksimali tuvu lidlaukam un dodot iespéju izveidot funkcionali értu
priekslaukumu, savukart, iekséjo pagalmu transforméjot par ziemas darzu ar stiklotu jumtu.
Piedavatais risinajums respekté lidostas teritorijas nakotnes attistibas planotos risinajumus,
t.sk., Rail Baltic trasi un perspektiva terminala izveidi. Gaisa satiksmes vadibas tornis bas labi
redzams no talakam distancém, labi ieklausies lidostas koptéla ari no “putna lidojuma”.
Projekta piedavajuma nav pietiekamas informacijas par eso$as ékas pieblves demontazu,
dzizelgeneratora konteinera parvietosanu un piegadi 2.stava. Turpmakaja projekta izstrades
procesa japievérs uzmaniba jauna bivapjoma savienojuma vietam ar eso$o €ku, lai izvairitos
no nevélami $auram vietam, ka ari lai nodrosinatu telpam pietiekamu dabigo apgaismojumu.

NOVATORISMS

Nemot véra Rigas lidostas arhitektiras tradicijas un objekta funkcionalitates dominanti
konkursa noteikumos, nav logiski $aja projekta tiekties péc maksligas originalitates, kas nav ari
pasmérkigi darits $aja konkrétaja priekslikuma. Novatorisms un originalitate Saja piedavajuma
izpauzas specifisko GSV funkcionalo telpu izvietojumam viena limen. Sada veida torna
risinajumi nav neviena Eiropas valsti, kas viennozimigi nodrosinas Latvijas atpazistamibu
tuvakaja laika perioda. Par piedavato arhitektonisko formu izteikties vélésies katrs, vienaldzigo
bls mazakuma, publicitate tiks sasniegta.

ENERGOEFEKTIVITATE



Objekta planojums un debespuSu orientacija ievérté energijas taupibas un ilgtspéjibas
principus. lzvietojot administrativas €kas jauno korpusu eso$aja iekSpagalma, optimizéts
paslaik nepievilcigais teritorijas mérogs, noslédzot iek$pagalmu pret véjiem un izveidojot értu
un ekspluatéjamu atpatas vidi personalam. Speciali projektétas fasazu sistémas (ievértéjot
parkar$anas un apzilbinasanas riskus) un ,saules sienas” lietojums, siltumsuknis torna
pamatné, fotovoltazas paneli un saules kolektoriir pamats energoresursu taupibai un racionalai
izmantoganai. letverti ari risinajumi lietus Gdens savaksanas sistémai augu laistisanai, un citi
videi draudzigi risinajumi. Visiem piedavatajiem materialiem - betonam, kokam, stiklam un
metalam ir iespéjama regionala (nacionala) izcelsme un uzteicams vides draudziguma limenis.
Jauna bivapjoma novietojums teritorija uzlabo komunikacijas plusmu starp visam ékam.
Virsgaisma caur tris staviem padaris gaisu vestibilu un telpas radis plaSuma sajutu.

TERITORIJAS PLUSMU ORGANIZACIA

Logiski izmantojot eso30 infrastruktiru, piedavatais kompaktais pieblves/jaunbives
savienojums nodrosina visértako un isako celu starp telpam un vienkarsako iekséjo
komunikaciju. Vienkarsais un funkcionali skaidri risinatais ieejas mezgls lauj viegli orientéties
un nodrosinat optimali organizétu droSibas kontroli. Labi pardomats un viegli uztverams
autostavvietu izvietojums, t.sk, autonovietnes gan apmeklétajiem, gan LGS darbiniekiem, gan
autotransports specifiskam vajadzibam, gan nodalot saimnieciskas un piegades zonas. Pozitivi
vértéjama ideja izmantot dazada izméra ieseguma materialus, tada veida nodalot atSkirigas
funkcionalas zonas, gajéju un velosipédistu parvietoSanas plusmas, apzalumojumu.

GAISA SATIKSMES VADIBAS TORNA SPECIFIKA

Salidzinot ar citiem konkursa iesniegtajiem darbiem, Sis gaisa satiksmes vadibas torna
funkcionalais izkartojums un arhitektoniskais risinajums uzskatams par novitati un veiksmi,
paredzot izvietot visas specifiskas telpu grupas viena stava, tadejadi nodroSinot isako un
efektivako funkcionalo sasaiti. zmantota musdieniga pieeja tehnologiskajam izvietojumam, kas
ir atbilsto$s projektésanas programmas prasibam. Funcionalitates un ergonomikas
nodroindjumam izmantota tehnologija savienojuma ar LGS noteikto strikto prasibu
ieveértéjumu ir St projekta vertiba.

Turpmakaja projekta izstrades gaita japrecizé torna Multifunkcionalas/krizes centra telpu
atraSanas vietas.

ZURIAS KOMISIAS IETEIKUMI PASUTITAJAM

- Veidojot iek$ejo jauno administrativo bloku esosas ékas pagalma, ipasi japiedoma par
vecd un jaund bdvapjoma attiecibam, t. sk. izméru, kompoziciju un vizualo

noforméjumu - apdari. Arhitektoniskiem panémieniem risinat telpu dabisko
agaismojumu biroja telpam, kuras atrodas zonas starp jauno blvapjomu un esosajam
ekam.

- lzskatit iespéju izvairities/atteikties no 8 neso3o kollonnu lietojuma, ka ari ieteicams
apdomat centrala balsta-3ahtas virsmas vai apdares vertikalu segmentésanu, par
moduli izmantojot brivstavo$o kolonnu dimensijas, joslu platumu.

- Pievérst uzmanibu paceltas torna platformas apakséjas plaknes (“piektas fasades”)
arhitektoniskajam risinajumam, krasu gammai un apdares materialam.

- Jauzlabo ékas 1.stava tehnisko, noliktavu telpu izvietojums un logistika.

- Pievérst uzmanibu véja un siltumaizsardzibu torna platformas apakséjai plaknei,
projektéjot japielieto paaugstinatu koeficientu pie normativu prasibam.

- Risinot projektéjamas ékas apkures nodrosinasanu, lietderigi parskatit esoso €ku
apkuri un atteikties no elektriskas apkures.



ZURIJAS KOMISIJA/PARAKSTI:

Davids Taurins,
Zarijas komisijas priek$sédétajs,
VAS “Latvijas gaisa satiksme” valdes priek$sédeétajs

~” “Roberts Sviklo,
Zirijas komisijas priek$sédétaja vietnieks,
- g P ) VAS “Latvijas gaisa satiksme” Lidlauku rajonu dalas vaditajs
AT
\ ,

Lauma Jénéa, Zirijas komisijas loceklis,
VAS “Starptautiska lidosta “Riga”” valdes locekle

Ingurds Lazdins, Zarijas komisijas loceklis,
Arhitekts, LAS parstavis

Ugis Kaugurs, Zirijas komisijas loceklis,

Arhitekts
—~

e o T

T SEELTF
" Janis Dripe, Zirijas komisijas loceklis,
Arhitekts, LAS parstavis

Stephan Huber, M.ing.,
Arhitekts,DAK (Vacija)

NormundsEglitis, Zirijas komisijas loceklis,
BavinZenieris,
N
==o% N e
Dace Kalvane, Zirijas komisijas atbildiga sekretare,
Arhitekte

Riga, 2018. gada 18. marta

METU KONKURSA “RIGAS LIDOSTAS GAISA SATIKSMES VADIBAS TORNA NAKOTNES VIZUALAIS TELS”
ZURIJAS PROTOKOLS

7



SKETCH DESIGN COMPETITION
“THE VISUAL IMAGE OF THE FUTURE AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL TOWER FOR RIGA AIRPORT”
ID No.LGS 2017/54

TECHNICAL COMMITTEE REPORT

The Technical committee consisted of the following members:
E.Svéde, LGS,

I.Viskers, LGS,

E.MeZdreija, LGS,

A.Laizans, LGS,

V.Cai¢ins, LGS,

D.Jatniece, RIX,

A.Skudra, Structural engineer,

M.Hieronimus, DFS,

D.Kalvane, Architect, secretary-in-charge.

Competition entries were evaluated by the Technical committee from the 13th March to 14th March,
results and comments of the Technical committee were presented to the Jury on March 16th, 2018.

1. Regarding the fulfillment of the formal requirements of the competition/By Secretary-in-
charge D.Kalvane:

ATCT2020 EVRA0305 AAVA1313 VAAF1003 RLGT5417 AERY5624 | MR27ML26 | DOIT2020 Unknown

Not
compliant,
Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant Compliant not
considere

d

Comment: Unknown entry was received only per email without required information.

2. Compliance statements of the Technical Commission, where “A” means “complies”, “N” —

Y s

“does not comply”, “A/N” — “partly complies”

M::‘t';':'/ ATCT2020 | EVRA0305 | AAVA1313 | VAAF1003 | RLGT5417 | AERY5624 | MR27ML26 | DOIT2020
E.Svéde, A A A N N A A N
LGS

|.Vli-§(13<§rs, A & A A A A A A
E.MEédSreija, A A A A A/N A/N A A
A.Lf(i;zgns, A/N N N N A A/N A A
V.(I’J_g:'séns, A A A A N A A A
D.J?:;rlw)i(ece, A N A N A A A A




A.Skudra,
Dr.sc.ing.

M.Hieroniumus
DFS

The Technical commission recommended the Jury to strongly consider “N” remarks in their decision.

Technical commission general remarks:

- It was acknowledged that no tower can provide a perfect line of sight on the complete
movement area for ATC and apron control due to the given height restrictions by ICAO;

- A final line of sight analysis should be conducted before the technical project phase of the
selected tower building;

- The location of the existing infrastructure components (like the fuel container for diesel)
should be carefully reviewed before the next phase of the project;

- Fire extinguishing room requirements for the tower cabin must be reviewed before the next
phase of the project as no proposal considered this properly;

- Elevator engine room must be reviewed before the next phase of the project as it could not
be clearly verified for any proposal by the Technical commission;

- All proposals with weight carrying window structure for the tower roof must be checked for
sufficient load-bearing capacity for the rooftop equipment (e.g. antennas, rotating beacon,
possibly crane), also how a window exchange and/or maintenance can be performed,;

- No proposal completely fulfilled the requirements regarding the parking area. This should be
reviewed before the next project phase;

- Roof platform design, detailed requirements and other issues (cabling, accessibility) should be
checked beforehand, since not all proposals considered it properly and this is relevant for a
detailed height analysis.

3. Preliminary Analysis of proposed TWR heights.

Final analysis regarding height restrictions must be conducted during the next phases of the project,
when exact location, shape and additional height of roof equipment e.g. antennas is determined.

Such a detailed analysis is premature at this stage and can just be used as rough guideline.

Proposal | Tower height | Tower Height +too high  |Allowed height Comment
without including | - below limit | acc. Annex 14 |
antennas | antennas | Including
| assumed

| antennas (7m) |

ATCT2020 50,13m  5713m _ +355m  5358m

EVRAO0S 598Lm  6681m  +689m  5992m Distance to RWY strip estimated
AAVA1313 53,30m  60,30m  +426m  5604m |

VAAF1003 6219m  6919m  4ATm_ e1m2m |

RIGTSA17 4963m  S663m Losom  spasmo |

AERY5624 ;53,08m %60,08m 0,12 m T260,20m EDistanceto RWY strip estimated

kDOITZOZVO 315'.7;40‘”1 o 64,40m V’+8,V63m 55’77 m o ;Caicdlatioh error in propdsal (bvrong’ distance to

RWY strip)



4. Preliminary Analysis of downward visibility/blind spot on closest parking stands/:

Final analysis regarding downward visibility restrictions must be conducted during the next phases of
the project, when exact location, height and inner design as e.g. CWPs is determined.

Such a detailed analysis is premature at this stage and can just be used as rough guideline.
Most viewing angles could only be estimated from the sketches.

Proposal Height VCR Floor iSize blind SpotSize Blind SpotJHeight of ApronSize Blind SpotSize Blind Spot
Parking Stand Parking Stand|Control floor Parking Stand|Parking Stand
(>0 means no(>0 means no (>0 means no(>0 means no
lblind spot) lblind spot) blind spot) lblind spot)
When sitting When standing ‘When sitting \When standing
ATCT2020 _448m | 3a10m | -1264m _34e5m | 257m | 12%m
EVRAO30s | s53am | -8825sm | 1420m | 3973m | -4383m | 3738m
AAVA1313 |  4830m | -102,90m | -455m 3430m | -50,65m | 19,69m
vaaFi003 | s788m | -esg6m | 1gsem | 3000m | 509m  6683m
RLGT5417 45,33 m | -84,23 m | 8,18 m 32,00 m -34,48 m ’ 33,55m
_AERYS624 |  4878M | -7560m | 2370m |  3518m 2485m | 47,26m
mrazmize | s37sm | -108sm | 1niom | s070m | 2202m | 1624m
DOIT2020 51,48 m ; 4,74 m ' 9,54 m 41,70 m -80,18m | 4,97 m

5. Technical committee comments on each competition entry.

Evaluation:
H+H good
“+/-" relevant
“-“critical

5.1.ATCT2020

The design of the tower in this project is very clear and convincing. The tower will have little horizontal
fluctuations due to the wind load. The proposal offers large consoles, but they have a convincing
support. From the construction point of view, this proposal is the safest and most convincing from all
competition entries.

ll+M
- General Impression is good, technically and practically the Designing Programme
requirements have been realized;
- The only proposal, which has foreseen the space for the further growth (for ACC center in the
future) within the pre-defined area;
- The maintenance and utilization of the building will be easier because of proposed design of
the upper floors combined together;
- Ajoint entrance/security area for the new and the existing facilities is proposed,;
- Proposal provides internal connection between the buildings.
ll+/_ll

- The crisis/multifunctional room has no access to the full aerodrome view, but it might be
resolved by switching with Remote Control room, which does not require the view to the
aerodrome;



- Potential difficulties with construction in parallel with day-to-day operations due to the
proximity to the existing facilities, which might be mitigated by careful planning of the
construction works.

" u

- The Roof carrying structure is unclear.
5.2.EVRAO305

The upper five floors of this entry are located eccentrically against the elevator and staircase shaft. A
9 meters long console is foreseen, but the width of the shaft is only 4.5 meters. This will lead to the
fact that some of the piles will work on the tension (usually they are designed to be forced) and will be
pulled out of the ground/will try to get out of the ground. It means that the foundations of the tower
will be complicated to design and complex to realize. The maintenance of the glass surfaces will be
problematic, because from the roof crane the accessibility is not possible.

The solution complies with the requirements of the Designing Programme No. 8.1.8.

- General impression is ok;
- Ajoint entrance/security area for the new and the existing facilities is proposed.

- The green grass area covering the roof is not practically applicable because of the impact on
operations/maintenance (birds, insects);

- Rack room for Apron Control should be accessible from the corridor (TWR 2nd level);

- Briefing Room should be accessible from the corridor (TWR 1st level);

- Security concept with separated staircases must be redesigned for easier access between all
upper levels;

- Apron control WCs should not have direct connection to apron control room (TWR 2nd level);

- Maintenance and cleaning of windows/glass surfaces is unclear — a technical solution is not
obvious;

- Reflecting facade material should be reviewed to avoid disturbing reflections.

“ u

- The construction should be wider and stronger than it is now to support the tower facilities.
5.3.AAVA1314

The proposed scheme of constructions is very clear and understandable, although it is very
complicated, though realistic to build. The cone part of the tower, where the steel grid is intended to
be a spatial grid, is rather complicated. The construction of this proposal will be rather expensive. The
maintenance of the glass surfaces will be problematic.

ll+/_ll
- Separate Service entrance only for the Tower was not required;
- Network Interface Room should be placed closer to the Rack Room;
- The windows for the Remote Control are not required;
- Maintenance and cleaning of windows/glass surfaces is unclear — a technical solution is not
obvious.
ll_ll
- Two separate entrance areas for the new and the existing facilities would cause two security
checks or require the re-design of the security perimeter.

5.4.VAAF1003



A very interesting solution of the tower supporting structure in laminated wood construction. Very
clear and outstanding idea both of the construction and architectural solution, it is very contemporary
and up-to-date solution. It complies the Designing Programme requirements No.8.1.8. very well. The
proposed wooden constructions are exposed; they will need a serious treatment for the protection of
wood from the influence of atmosphere. The maintenance of the glass surfaces is problematic,
because of problematic accessibility from the roof crane.

II+/_II
- Utilization and use of such a wooden construction might cause additional issues with material
(price? durability? repairs?) and with the environment (bird nests?);
- There seems to be not enough space for the communication shafts;
- The staircase in the Tower Cabin seems too large and wide.

- Two separate entrance areas for the new and the existing facilities would cause two security
checks or require the re-design of the security perimeter;

- The inner/interior design of the Tower Cabin is not provided;

- The position and height of Apron control must be checked as it might cause an obstructed view
because of the existing Tower (lowest of all proposals).

5.5.RLGT5417

The project provides a simple and rational constructive scheme and will be easy to construct.
Monolithic reinforced concrete stairs will be technologically difficult, therefore expensive. Concerning
the construction costs, if the staircase issue will be solved, then this is the least expensive solution. The
entry partly complies with the requirements of the Designing Programme No.8.1.8.

- Proposal provides internal connection between the buildings.

- Network Interface Room should be placed closer to the Rack Room.;

- The number of WC for Apron control is 1 instead of 2 as required;

- The garden area inside the building might cause problems with birds and insects;
- Facade material should be carefully checked.

- Tower Cabin has internal pillars — will cause obstructed view;

- The shape of the Tower Cabin might be uncomfortable for controllers and affect the line of
sight. The inner design of the Tower Cabin is not provided;

- Tower Windows are not inclined and therefore cause reflections.

5.6.AERY5624

The constructive scheme in this entry consists of a monolithic reinforced concrete staircase and an
elevator shaft, to which the upper five floors have been fixed, constructed in steel structures. The
construction solution is not simple, but it is realistic. The disadvantage is that the upper part of the
glazed tower has “wind pockets” causing wind turbulences because of the wind load. The entry partly
complies with the requirements of the Designing Programme No.8.1.8.

apn
- General impression is ok, technically the requirements have been fulfilled.
Il+/_ll
- The smallest Tower Cabin of all proposals, but therefore the MET facility is separated as an
additional level;



- The Tower might be higher if not located so close to the RWY;
- The window frames (in terms of width) in Tower Cabin must be designed carefully taking into
account the line of sight requirements.
“ u
- Two separate entrance areas for the new and the existing facilities would cause two security
checks or require the re-design of the security perimeter.

5.7.MR27ML26

The design has foreseen rounded triangular shape; such a construction is realistic and corresponds to
the architectural solution. The glass surfaces of the tower will be difficult for maintenance and cleaning
from the roof lift. Glazed surfaces will be very sensitive towards horizontal deformations caused by the
wind. There is a risk that the glazed surfaces will crack because of the wind.

The entry partly complies with the requirements of the Designing Programme No.8.1.8.

ll+/_”
- Network Interface Room should be reachable from outside of the building (for cables);
- There should be no kitchen in the Tower Cabin.
- Two separate entrance areas for the new and existing facilities would cause two security
checks or require the re-design of the security perimeter.
5.8.D0IT2020

The project offers a very interesting construction solution. The proposal is original and realistic to
realize in Latvia. The tower construction is simple and rational. The design of the control room is
difficult, but realistic. From the point of view of reducing horizontal fluctuations, it would be desirable
to construct control room in light constructions. This solution corresponds/complies with the
requirements of the Designing Programme No0.8.1.8.

wpn
- Ajoint entrance/security area for the new and the existing facilities is proposed.
ll+/_ll
- Fagade should be the subject of an additional study regarding the influence on aerodrome
equipment (reflections/interference);
- Conference room at the entrance to the building should be reachable from the entrance area;
- There seems to be not enough space for the communication shafts

- The shape of the Tower Cabin might be uncomfortable for controllers and affect the line of

sight;
- The construction might potentially influence the existing ACC center.

Head of the Technical Committee E.Svéde

March 16 2018, Marupe municipality, airport “Riga”
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METU KONKURSS

“RIGAS LIDOSTAS GAISA SATIKSMES VADIBAS TORNA NAKOTNES VIZUALAIS TELS”

ID NR. LGS 2017/547 Devizu atvérsana un rezultatu pazinosana atklata sédé

2018.gada 20.marta pl.10:00

VAS “Latvijas gaisa satiksme”

Muzeju iela 3, Lidosta “Riga”, Mdrupes novads

Sanaksmé piedalas:

Zirijas komisijas priek§sédétajs, Davids Taurins,
VAS “Latvijas gaisa satiksme” valdes priekSsedétajs.

Zarijas komisijas loceki:

Roberts Sviklo, VAS “Latvijas gaisa satiksme” Lidlauku rajonu dalas vaditajs.

Janis Dripe, arhitekts, LAS parstavis,
Normunds Eglitis, blvinZenieris,

VAS “Latvijas gaisa satiksme” parstaviji

Elmars $véde, Iveta Virse, Anda Sivina, Ivars Saling, Vladislavs Ca3¢ins, Karina Purmale-

Kokamegi

Metu konkursa dalibnieku parstavji:

Janis lelejs, Valérija Okuneva, Artirs Steinbergs, Andris Kronbergs, Uldis LukaSevils, Aigars
Teregko, Armands Nukis, Jalija Kononova, Liga Vitola, Egita Akmene

Zarijas komisijas atbildiga sekretare:
Dace Kalvane, arhitekte

(pieci tikstosi EUR) apméra par
arhitektoniski savdabigo gaisa
satiksmes vadibas torna

META DEVIZE GODALGA AUTORS

ATCT 2020 1. vieta vietu un 35 000.- EUR SIA “ARHIS ARHITEKTI”
(trisdesmit piecus takstoSus (Reg.nr.40003026957, adrese -
EUR) balvu Skarnu iela 4, Riga, LV-1050)

EVRA 0305 veicinasanas balvu 5000.- EUR Apvieniba:

Arhitektira - 1PAX (Francija)
Ainavu arhitektdra / urbanisms
— SEMPERVIRENS (Francija)

risinajumu InZenieru un bavniecibas
projektu menedZments - EGIS
AAVA 1314 nav Wolfgang Tschapeller ZT GmbH

(Reg.nr.z1.91.519/0144-1/3/07
BMWA, 5.12.2007,

adrese - Dietrichgasse 17, 1030
Wien)




VAAF 1003

veicinasanas balvu 5000.- EUR
(pieci takstosi EUR) apméra par
ideju veidot gaisa satiksmes
vadibas torni koka
konstrukcijas.

Apvieniba: AREP-SETEC-REM
PRO

- AREP Ville, SJSC

(Reg.nr.444 593 008, adrese —
16 Avenue d’lvry 75647 Paris
cedex 13, France)

- Setec international, SJSC
(Reg.nr.722 013 174, adrese —
5, chemin des gorges de
Cabriés — 13127 Vitrolles,
France)

-REM PRO, LLC
(Reg.nr.41503041904, adrese —
37A 18. Novembra iela,
Daugavpils, LV-5401)

AERY 5624

veicinasanas balvu 5000.- EUR
(pieci tikstosi EUR) apméra par
racionalako gaisa satiksmes
vadibas torna funkcionali
tehnisko risinajumu

Apvieniba:

- Bavdizains, SIA
(Reg.nr.43603011124, adrese —
Kalnciema celS 126A, Jelgava,
LV-3002)

- ADP Ingénierie, SA
(Reg.nr.431 897 081, adrese —
Batiment 641, Orly Zone Sud,
91204 Athis-Mons Cedex,
France)

RLGT 5417

Tpasu veicinasanas balvu
10000.- EUR (desmit tkstoSu
EUR) apméra par funkcionali
veiksmigako LGS administrativa
korpusa un teritorijas
organizacijas planojumu

Apvieniba:

- SIA “Avotins, Vincents un
partneri”
(Reg.nr.40003383295, adrese —
Véja iela 11, Riga, LV-1004)

- SIA “Ivara $Jivkas birojs”
(Reg.nr.57102000261, adrese-
Stabu iela 32, Riga, LV-1011)

- SIA “ARRA”
(Reg.nr.40103069488, adrese —
S.Eizensteina iela 51-71, Riga,
LV-1079)

MR27ML26

nav

Apvieniba:

- LLC Vincents
(Reg.nr.40003032169, adrese-
Elizabetes iela 19, Riga, LV-
1010)

- gpm International GmbH
(Reg.nr.HRB 79167, adrese —
Elbchaussee 139, 22763
Hamburg)

DOIT 2020

2. vieta un 20 000.- EUR
(divdesmit takstoSus EUR) balvu

Apvieniba:

NRJA / CPMG

- Arhitektu birojs NRJA,
juridiskais nosaukums SIA “F.L.
TADAO & LUKSEVICS”
(Reg.nr.40003723891, adrese
Miesnieku iela 12, Riga, LV-
1050)

- CPMG Architects Itd




(Reg nr.352941549, adrese -
21/35 Kirby Street, London,
ECINST)

ANONIMS 1 - =

Zirijas komisijas priek$sedétajs

Davids Taurins

Zarijas komisijas atbildiga sekretare S — j;q__*_

Dace Kalvane



IZRAKETS

Valsts akciju sabiedribas “Latvijas gaisa satiksme”
Metu konkursa
“Rigas lidostas gaisa satiksmes vadibas torna niakotnes vizualais téls”
Identifikacijas Nr. LGS 2017/54,
Pastavigas iepirkumu komisijas sédes
PROTOKOLS Nr.10

Procediira, kas pasititajam dod iesp€ju iegit metu vai planu
un kuras paredzama ligumcena ir 10 000 euro vai lielaka.

Marupes novads 2018.gada 22.marta
Komisijas priekssédétajs Elmars Svéde
Komisijas priekssédétaja vietniece Evita Morkiina
Komisijas locekli Ilgonis Gaugers

Iveta Virse
Ivars Salin§
Eriks Ezerin$

‘ Ainars §nepsts
Pastavigas iepirkumu komisijas (turpmak-Komisija) izveidosanas pamatojums: saskana ar valsts
akciju sabiedribas “Latvijas gaisa satiksme™ valdes priek$sédétaja 2016.gada 18.maija rikojuma
Nr. RP-AD/PLN-01/27 grozijumiem Nr. RP-AD/PLN-01/27.2 no 08.09.2017..

Sedi vada: E.Svéde )
Sédé piedalas: E.Morkiina, 1.Gaugers, [.Virse, 1.Salins. E.Ezerins, A.Snepsts
Sédi protokolé: E.Morkina

SEDES DARBA KARTIBA:
1. Metu konkursa ,Rigas lidostas gaisa satiksmes vadibas torna nakotnes vizualais
téls”, identifikacijas Nr. LGS 2017/54 (turpmak — metu konkurss), dalibnieku
kvalifikacijas (atlases) prasibu parbaude.

SEDES GAITA:

1. Metu konkursa dalibnieku kvalifikacijas (atlases) prasibu parbaude.

E.Morkiina informé Komisiju, ka no zirijas sekretares D.Kalvanes péc devizu atvérSanas
sédes 2018.gada 20.marta tika sanemti dokumenti ar metu konkursa dalibnieku kvalifikacijas
dokumentiem.

E.Morkiina informé Komisiju, ka konkursa dalibnickam ar devizi EVRA0305 (1PAX:
SEMPERVIRENS:; EGIS) sdkotnéji dokumentiem nebija pievienojis sertifikatus, kas apliecina ta
specidlistu atbilstibu metu konkursa nolikuma prasibam.

E.Morkiina zino, ka dokumenti tika sanemti 2018.gada 22.marta (pielikums Nr.1).

Komisija izskata visu konkursa dalibnieku SIA "ARHIS ARHITEKTI", 1PAX un
SEMPERVIRENS un EGIS, Wolfgang Tchapeller ZT GmbH, PA "AREP-STEC-REM PRO",
SIA "AVOTINS, VINCENTS UN PARTNERI", PA "Biavdizains un ADPI", PA "LLC
VINCENTS" un "gmp International HmbH" un PA NRJA / CPMG iesniegtos kvalifikacijas
(atlases) dokumentus un secina, ka konkursa dalibnieku iesniegtie dokumenti pilniba atbilst metu
konkursa nolikuma noteiktajam prasibam.

Apkopojot augstakminéto, Komisijas locekle I.Virse izsaka priekslikumus:

1) atzit, ka konkursa dalibniecki SIA "ARHIS ARHITEKTI", 1PAX wun
SEMPERVIRENS un EGIS, Wolfgang Tchapeller ZT GmbH, PA "AREP-
STEC-REM PRO", SIA "AVOTINS, VINCENTS UN PARTNERI", PA
"Bivdizains un ADPI", PA "LLC VINCENTS" un "gmp International HmbH"




2

un PA NRJA / CPMG ir iztur§jusi kvalifikacijas (atbilstibas atlases prasibam)
parbaudes posmu;

2) uzdot E.Morkiinai nositit informdciju par kvalifikacijas parbaudes posmu Zzirijas
sekretarei D.Kalvanei;

3) uzdot ziirijas sekretarei D.Kalvanei nodrosinat informacijas apkopo3anu PIL un MKN
Nr.107 noteiktaja kartiba;

4) nakamo Komisijas sédi sasaukt péc nepiecieSsamibas.

Par priekslikumiem balso:
E.Svéde - “par”,
E.Morkiina - “par”,
[.Gaugers — “par”,
[.Virse— “par™,

[.Saling - “"par”,
E.Ezerins — “par”,
A.Snepsts — “par’”.

Nemot véra balsojuma rezultatu, Komisija vienbalsigi nolemj:

5) atzit. ka konkursa dalibnicki SIA "ARHIS ARHITEKTI", 1PAX un
SEMPERVIRENS un EGIS, Wolfgang Tchapeller ZT GmbH, PA "AREP-
STEC-REM PRO", SIA "AVOTINS, VINCENTS UN PARTNERI", PA
"Bavdizains un ADPI", PA "LLC VINCENTS" un "gmp International HmbH"
un PA NRJA / CPMG ir iztur§jusi kvalifikacijas (atbilstibas atlases prasibam)
parbaudes posmu;

6) uzdot E.Morkilinai nosiitit informéciju par kvalifikacijas parbaudes posmu Zzirijas
sekretarel D.Kalvanei;

7) uzdot Ziirijas sekretarei D.Kalvanei nodrosinat informacijas apkoposanu PIL un MKN
Nr.107 noteiktaja kartiba:

8) nakamo Komisijas sédi sasaukt péc nepiecieS8amibas.

Pielikuma:
Pielikums Nr.I — Dokumenti no konkursa dalibnieka ar devizi EVRAOQ0305 (IPAX;
SEMPERVIRENS: EGIS) uz 8 (astonam) lapam.

g o ; ; sts .
Komisijas priekssédétdjs Paraksts) E.Svéde
e a L ‘Paraksts)
Komisijas priekssédétdja vietniece E.Morkiina
" , 'Paraksts)
Komisijas locekli . [.Gaugers
2 \
Paraksts) [ Virse
Paraksis;
[.Salins
raraksts)
E.Ezerins
{Paraksts) )
A.Snepsts JRAKSTS
. _ ":‘ X 74 P . Q‘légzs
Protokolé: E.Morkiina '/ﬂ’;ﬂé’(ﬁm) [,;c‘cf?‘v —7«/;*,}% Y
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